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FROM THE EDITORIAL BOARD

This is the first issue of a new Soviet monthly, Socialism:
Theory and Practice. It deals with a broad range of problems
in the field of social science.

Today, when real socialism has become a major factor
in world development, when Marxism-Leninism is the banner
of the struggle waged by millions upon millions of peoples
for peace, democracy and social progress, it is impossible for
us to understand or correctly assess the contemporary histori-
cal process and its prospects without considering the growing
influence of socialism in all spheres of activity.

Complying with the numerous requests it has received
from abroad the Novosti Press Agency has undertaken to
publish Socialism: Theory and Practice in the English,
French, German and Spanish languages. Its purpose is to
provide readers with information on current work of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union both in the field of theory
and in the field of practical activity, and to acquaint them
with the research work conducted by Soviet philosophers, eco-
nomists, sociologists, historians and law experts on pressing
domestic and international issues. The magazine will publish
party documents, statements by CPSU leaders, and articles
and reports taken from the Soviet press dealing with problems

Marxist-Leninist theory, the progress of communist con-
siruction in the USSR, the struggle of the peoples for peace,
democracy and socialism, and the ideological struggle on the
iniernational scene.

Soviet socialist society, being the first society in the world

lirect all aspects of its activity in a planned manner, and
‘s vanguard, the Communist Party, attach prime importance

he further elaboration of the Marxist-Leninist theory, to
1c need to analyze and comprehend on its basis urgent ques-
ons concerning developments in the USSR and world
lopments.
“Theoretical work,” said L. I. Brezhnev, General Secret-
{ the Central Committee of the CPSU in his report to the



24th Party Congress in 1971, “is a major element of our com-
mon internationalist, revolutionary duty. The struggle between
the forces of capitalism and socialism on the world scene and
the attempts of revisionists of all hues to emasculate the re-
volutionary teaching and distort the practice of socialist and
communist construction require that we continue to pay un-
divided attention to the problems and creative development
of theory”.

It is a foremost task of Socialism: Theory and Practice
to serve as a mirror of the Soviet press dealing with Marxist-
Leninist theory and polities. It will try to enable the reader
to feel the pulse of the multifaceted world of real socialism
by discussing the successes achieved and the problems en-
countered in the building of a new society. It will also give
Soviet views on the key world problems, and report on the
development of social sciences in the USSR.

The goals that the magazine has set itself are at once
ambitious and challenging, for publishing in the Soviet Union
is a vast undertaking. Each year, large numbers of books
come off the press in huge editions; there are thousands of
newspapers and hundreds of various kinds of magazines in-
cluding both scholarly journals and those intended for the
broad public; numerous scientific conferences and symposiums
are held; and thousands of monographs on a wide variety
of subjects are published. Obviously, our magazine will have
to limit the range of material to be included in each issue. In
order to give as full a coverage as possible, Socialism: Theory
and Practice will publish chiefly condensed versions of arti-
cles taken from the Soviet press dealing with Marxist-Leninist
theory and politics. Hence the form of our magazine, which
is that of a digest.

The Editorial Board of Socialism: Theory and Praclice
is fully aware of its responsibility before the reader. The
success of a magazine depends to a large extent on the close
cooperation and continuous exchange of views between its
editors and its readers. The Letters from Readers section will
promote such an exchange. The Editorial Board has great
hopes that readers will contribute to the success of Social/ism:
Theory and Practice by suggesting themes for discussion
and giving their opinions on the published material. Any
suggestions or recommendations or critical comments will be
carefully studied by its editors and, of course, they will be
greatly appreciated.

The Editorial Board



FOR EMANCIPATED LABOUR AND LASTING PEACE

Speech by L. 1. Brezhney,
General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee,
at the First of May Rally
in Red Square in Moscow

Dear comrades,
Dear Muscovites and guests of Moscow,
Dear friends,

We have again gathered here beneath the red stars of
the Kremlin to celebrate May Day, the day of brotherhocod
and militant unity of the working people of all countries, the
spring holiday, the holiday of labour and peace.

From the beginning of time the emancipation of labour
and lasting peace have been the ideal of all peoples. We So-
viet people are legitimately proud that the emancipation of
labour was started on our soil in the days of the Great Octo-
ber Revolution and our country has firmly held high the
banner of lasting peace and friendship of all the peoples of
the earth for 55 years.

Comrades, two years have passed since the 24th Con-
gress of our Party. These have been years of work by the
Partv and the entire Soviet people to implement the historic
lecisions of the Congress both in domestic life and in inter-
national matters.

We have entered the third, decisive year of the five-year
olan period. This year began as a year of shock labour.

‘orkers and peasants, scientists and those in the sphere of
~ulture and all working people in our country are exerting
femselves to do everything not only to fulfil, but also to
xceed the annual plans and thereby lay a firm foundation
‘or ihe fulfilment and exceeding of the five-year plan as a
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The Leninist communist Subbotnik, held on April 21,
was a striking expression of nation-wide labour enthusiasm.
A hundred and thirty-two million people, virtually the entire
able-bodied population, reported for work that day. They
worked with enthusiasm, in a genuinely communist spirit.
If the remaining months see a similar level of activity,
there is no doubt at all that the targets for our country’s de-
velopment which have been set for this year will be reached.
Shock communist labour is the best and correct way of
strengthening our country and of improving the life of our
people. At the same time it is also a great contribution to
the cause of lasting peace.

Substantial results have been achieved since the Party
Congress in strengthening the positions of socialism and con-
solidating peace, tasks which were put to the forefront by
our Party. The Plenary Meeting of the Party’s Central Com
mittee, held a few days ago, summed up the results of our
work in this field. Those participating noted with profound
satisfaction that we have gone a long way along the road of
putting the Peace Programme, adopted by the Congress, into
effect. :

Sounding ever more powerfully and authoritatively on
the world scene is the voice of the land of Lenin, the voice
of the entire socialist community, the voice calling for last-
ing peace and friendship among the peoples.

With every year and with every month that passes, with
every day, one may say, the active peace-loving policy of the
Soviet Union and other countries of socialism gives the peo-
ples of the earth ever new convincing proof that the con-
cepts of socialism and peace are indivisible.

The war in Vietnam, for the ending of which the Soviet
Union worked firmly and consistently, has ended. Relying on
the powerful moral and material support of the Soviet Union
and other countries of socialism and on the solidarity of all
the progressive forces of the world, the patriots of Vietnam
have successfully upheld the just cause of freedom and inde-
pendence.
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Important positive changes have been achieved in Europe
thanks to the persistent and constructive policy of the So-
viet Union and its socialist allies, and with the support of all
peace-loving and realistically-minded forces. A turn from
the “cold war” and dangerous tension towards rational joint
offorts to strengthen peace and develop mutually advanta-
geous cooperation is taking place. :

We are calling for Europe’s bloody past to be overcome
not in order to forget it, but so that it may never be repeat-
ed. This has become a perfectly realistic task now that
socialism has become a mighty, irresistible force in the life
of Europe. Our aims are clear, constructive and noble. They
are worthy of the Leninist Party, they are worthy of the
world’s first country of victorious socialism. ;

Lenin’s idea of the peaceful coexistence of states with
different social systems is scoring ever new victories in the
minds of people and in the practice of international rela-
tions.

The policy of the Soviet Union in Europe, as in other
parts of the world, is first of all a policy of peace. This de-
termines both the development of our relations with France,
the Federal Republic of Germany and other European states
and our vigorous activities to prepare for an all-European
conference.

We also approach relations with countries like the  United
States of America from the same position. We shall conti-
nue to work for the favourable development of Soviet-Ame-
rican relations on the principles of mutual respect and mu-
tual advantage. Our country’s approach to relations with Ja-
pan is similar.

Our sincere friendship and fruitful cooperation with
India. the Arab states and with all the independent freedom-

ving countries of Africa, Asia and Latin America are grow-
¢ stronger and deeper. The CPSU and the Soviet state are
vavs true to this friendship; we see in it a mighty source
. sirengthening the forces of peace and progress.
“omrades, the Soviet Union’s international position has
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never been stronger. The security of the Soviet people is
more reliably ensured than ever before. Our people are work-
ing under the banner of peace and are carrying on the strug-
gle for peace in the name of the emancipation of labour.
Under the red banner of peace and labour we have scored
outstanding successes which are admired by all honest peo-
ple in the world. Under this banner we shall score new
great victories.

On the occasion of May Day, on behalf of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet and the Council of Minis-
ters of the USSR, I warmly greet you all, dear comrades, on
this holiday.

Representatives of Moscow’s working people have gath-
ered here, in the principal square of the country, which has
become a symbol of the motherland for all Soviet people.
Muscovites have pioneered many bold initiatives in socialist
¢mulation. May Moscow continue to be a striking example
of heroic labour and of the struggle for communism!

Together with us on this May Day, millions of Soviet peo-
ple have come out into the squares and streets of their
towns and settlements, communities and villages. Permit me
from the bottom of my heart to wish all citizens of our great
country, all builders of communism, every Soviet family,
every Soviet person, the greatest success in their noble work
and the greatest happiness.

While struggling for a lasting peace, we do not forget that
forces hostile to peace have not laid down their arms. We
remember the machinations of the aggressive circles and are
maintaining a high level of vigilance. On this May Day holi-
day we send warm greetings to the glorious men of our
armed forces who are firmly safeguarding peace.

We address words of friendly greetings today to the for-
eign guests of the capital. Your presence here, dear com-
rades, is evidence of the bonds of friendship linking the So-
viet Union with the champions of freedom and security
throughout the world.



“Long Live Socialism and Internationalism!”
Renato Guttuzo (Italy). Winner of Lenin Prize “For the Promotion of Peace
Among Nations”. Exclusive for STP.
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In the May Day demonstrations we see a living link be-
tween the generations of the international working class and
its loyalty to its internationalist traditions. '

On this day we send our greetings and fraternal congra-
tulations to all friends and comrades abroad. We send our
greetings to the working people of the socialist countries and
to the working class and communist and workers’ parties in
the capitalist countries and to all fighters for national and
social liberation.

Being genuine internationalists, the Soviet people are -
wholeheartedly with them in their struggle for the emanci-
pation of labour and for a lasting peace.

Long live the First of May, the holiday of proletarian in-
ternationalism, the day of the militant solidarity of the
working people of the world!

Glory to our great Leninist Party!

Glory to the Soviet people who are building communism!



SOVIET PEACE PROGRAMME IN ACTION

On the International
Activities of the CPSU
Central Committee

to Implement the Decisions
of the 24th Congress

of the Party

RESOLUTION OF THE PLENARY MEETING
OF THE CPSU CENTRAL COMMITTEE
ADOPTED ON APRIL 27, 1973

Having heard and discussed Leonid Brezhnev’s report
on the international activities of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union to implement the
decisions of the 24th Congress of the Party, the Plenary
Meeting of the Central Committee wholly and entirely ap-
proves the work done by the Politbureau to ensure a lasting
peace the world over and reliable security for the Soviet peo-
ple who are building communism, and notes the great per-
sonal contribution made by Leonid Brezhnev toward accom-
plishing these tasks.

The Plenary Meeting expresses full agreement with the
analysis of the international situation made in the report of
the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, and
siresses the topicality of the tasks set in it in the field of
the CPSU’s international activities.

The active international policy of the CPSU, a policy
which relies on the great strength and prestige of the Soviet
state and the support of the entire people, is conducive to
positive changes in the world situation.
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The positions of the fraternal socialist countries and their
unity have grown stronger, and the influence of their con-
certed policy on the course of international events has in-
creased; the principles of peaceful coexistence have won
broad recognition as norms of relations between states with
different social systems, and a turn from the “cold war”’ to
détente is taking place. Imperialist aggression against Vietnam
has been stopped.

At the same time the Plenary Meeting again calls atten-
tion to the need for constant vigilance and preparedness to
give a rebuff to any machinations by aggressive, reactionary
circles of imperialism.

The Plenary Meeting of the Central Committee instructs
the Politbureau to follow as undeviatingly as before the fo-
reign policy course laid down by the 24th Congress of the
CPSU by taking as a guide the propositions and conclusions
of Leonid Brezhnev’s report at the present Plenary Meeting,
to work for the full implementation of the Peace Program-
me and for the favourable changes that have been achieved
in the international situation to become irreversible. This
will be largely facilitated by the continuation of direct top-
level contacts between the leaders of our Party and state
and representatives of other states.

The CPSU will do everything necessary to further streng-
then the unity of the socialist states, to strengthen and ex-
tend all-round fraternal ties with them. Of special importance
1s improvement of economic cooperation with the Council for
Mutual Economic Assistance countries, which at this stage
calls for a maximum use of the possibilities of socialist eco-
nomic integration, which will help further strengthen the
¢conomic and defence might of the socialist community.

The CPSU reiterates the Soviet people’s solidarity with
the Vietnamese people and will facilitate in every way the
establishment of peace in Indochina.

The CPSU Central Committee proceeds from the fact that
prerequisites have taken shape for creating in Europe a
sound system of security and cooperation, which would be-
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come a living and attractive example of peaceful coexistence.
In this connection the Plenary Meeting attaches principled
importance to the successful holding of an all-European con-
ference.

The Plenary Meeting approves the work that is being
done to develop the Soviet Union’s relations with states of a
different social system, based on principles of peaceful co-
existence, believing this to be an important condition for
broadening and asserting the positive tendencies in world
politics. The activization of the USSR’s reciprocally advan-
tageous economic ties with these countries, the utilization of
new opportunities along this road, will facilitate stronger pea-
ce and is in the interests of our people.

The Plenary Meeting also believes it is necessary to de-
velop cooperation with the states of Asia, Africa and Latin
America in the future; it confirms the line of the CPSU to-
ward supporting the legitimate rights of the Arab peoples in
the struggle against the Israeli aggression, toward settling
the Middle East conflict in accordance with the well-known
UN Security Council resolution.

The Plenary Meeting notes with satisfaction the solida-
rity of the Marxist-Leninist parties and popular movements
with the activities of the CPSU and the Soviet state towards
realizing the Peace Programme. Just as before, the CPSU
will firmly conduct the socialist, Leninist course in the
struggle against imperialism in all its international policy, will
support the peoples defending their right to independence
and social progress. Consistently coming out for the political
and ideological unity of the communist movement based on
the principles of Marxism-Leninism, the CPSU Central Com-
mittee expresses readiness to take part, together with the fra-
ternal parties, in the realization of concrete initiatives to
achieve this goal.

The Plenary Meeting stresses that the stubborn struggle
of the leadership of the People’s Republic of China against
the unity of the socialist countries and the world communist
movement, against the efforts of the peace-loving states and
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peoples seeking a relaxation of international tensions, and
Peking’s anti-Soviet course injure the cause of peace and
international socialism. The Plenary Meeting reiterates the
resolve of our Party, in its relations with China, to continue
to carry out the line of the 24th CPSU Congress.

The Plenary Meeting of the Central Committee calls on
the Communists, on all working people of the USSR, by
their shock work in the third, decisive year of the five-year
plan period, to lay a firm foundation for the fulfilment and
over-fulfilment of all planned targets as defined by the 24th
CPSU Congress, and to raise significantly the efficiency of all
branches of the national economy and to improve the quality
of the goods being produced.

By their selfless labour for the good‘ of the motherland, by
their high consciousness, by rallying behind the Leninist
Party, the Soviet people will make a new big contribution to
ensuring the peace and social progress of mankind.

IN THE POLITICAL BUREAU OF THE
CPSU CENTRAL COMMITTEE, THE PRE-
SIDIUM OF THE USSR SUPREME SOVIET
AND THE USSR COUNCIL OF MINISTERS

On Comrade L. I. Brezhnev's
Visit to the Federal
Republic of Germany

Pravda, May 2:'3, 1973

The Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, the
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and the USSR Coun-
cil of Ministers have considered the results of the visit made
by Comrade L. I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the CPSU
Central Committee and Member of the Presidium of the
USSR Supreme Soviet, to the Federal Republic of Germany,
at the invitation of Federal Chancellor Willy Brandt, and
fully approved the activities of Comrade L. I. Brezhnev and
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the political results of his visit to the FRG, which are of
great international importance.

The visit of the General Secretary of the CPSU Central
Committee to the Federal Republic of Germany has consol-
idated the turn in relations with a state with which only re-
cently we were poles apart on almost all major international
issues, a turn toward a new kind of relations, normal for
peacetime, to mutually advantageous cooperation between the
Soviet Union and the Federal Republic of Germany.

Continuing the line defined by the Moscow Treaty of
1970, and the understanding reached a year later in Oreanda,
the talks between Comrade L. I. Brezhnev and Chancellor
W. Brandt, the agreements between the USSR and the FRG
signed during the visit, and the joint statement of the sides
on the results of the visit open up new prospects for good
relations and neighbourly cooperation between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the Federal Republic of Ger-

rany in the interests of peace. This also applies fully to eco-
nomic relations between the two countries, and their indus-
trial, technical and cultural cooperation on a long-term basis.

The Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, the
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and the USSR Coun-
cil of Ministers note with satisfaction that during Comrade
L. I. Brezhnev’s visit the discussion with the FRG Govern-
ment of a number of important questions took place in a
constructive spirit. They highly appreciate the fact that broad
sections of the FRG public during Comrade L. I. Brezhnev’s
visit expressed warm feelings towards the Soviet state and
the Soviet people.

Comrade L. I. Brezhnev’s visit to the FRG, as the prac-
tical implementation of the foreign policy course of the CPSU
and the Soviet state, is of great importance for the further
successful advance along the road of détente and the streng-
thening of the peace and security of all European peoples.
The consistent and purposeful policy which is being conduct-
ed toward this end by the countries of the socialist commu-
nity, the process of normalization of the FRG’s relations with

2—513
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the German Democratic Republic, the Polish People’s Re-
public and other socialist countries, the constructive and
growing cooperation between the Soviet Union and France,
the mutual understanding achieved with the Government of
the United States of America on a number of questions of in-
ternational politics, including the questions of European se-
curity, and the favourable results of Comrade L. I. Brezh-
nev’s visit to the FRG are all very important stages in the
struggle for the further relaxation of tension, the strengthen-
ing of security and lasting peace, the ensurance of which
would be of truly historic importance.

The results of Comrade L. I. Brezhnev’s visit to the Fe-
deral Republic of Germany are further convincing proof of
the triumphs of the Leninist policy of peaceful coexistence of
states irrespective of their social systems, a policy which at
the current stage has found its fullest expression in the Peace
Programme approved by the 24th CPSU Congress and the
April Plenary Meeting of the Central Committee of the Party.
That is precisely why the results of this visit are highly ap-
praised by the Soviet people, the countries of socialism, the
international working class and communist movement, and
the peace-loving and progressive forces of all countries.

On the Results of Comrade
L. 1. Brezhnev’s Visit to the

United States of America
Pravda, June 30, 1973

The Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, the
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet, and the USSR Coun-
cil of Ministers have reviewed the results of the visit to ihe
United States of America of Comrade L. I. Brezhnev, General
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, and Member of
the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet. Noting the great
personal contribution of Comrade Brezhnev in this matter,
they expressed their full and unqualified approval of the
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political and practical results of this visit which is of funda-
mental significance and has proved to be an event of tremend-
ous importance.

The results of the visit of the General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee to the United States of America
have once again confirmed the fruitfulness and effectiveness
of the Peace Programme adopted at the 24th Congress of
the CPSU, and have proved the forcefulness and vitality of
the Leninist policy of peaceful coexistence.

The time which has elapsed since the Soviet-American
summit talks in Moscow in May, 1972, has fully borne out
the correctness and timeliness of the steps taken at that time
to improve Soviet-American relations. The Moscow meeting
and the ‘“Basic Principles of Mutual Relations between ihe
USSR and the US” adopted there marked the beginning of
a change from mistrust to détente, normalization of relations
and mutual cooperation between the two countries. As a re-
sult of the latest talks between Comrade Brezhnev and Presi-
dent Nixon, new and favourable vistas have been opened
up in the relations between the USSR and the USA.

The Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee,
the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and the USSR
Council of Ministers note that the holding and successful
completion of the talks have laid a sound basis for the normal
development of Soviet-American relations and for the streng-
thening of mutually advantageous cooperation between the
fwo countries, and at the same time contribute to the con-
solidation of the détente and to the strengthening of world
peace and the security of nations.

The “Agreement on the Prevention of Nuclear War” of
unlimited duration, concluded between the USSR and the
USA, is an important step towards lessening and eventually
eliminating the danger of the outbreak of a nuclear war, and
towards creating a system of effective guarantees of inter-
national security. The implementation of the agreements sign-
¢d, and the turn from nuclear confrontation between the
USA and the USSR to a course aimed at preventing nuclear
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war and solving outstanding issues by negotiation will have
a truly historic significance for all mankind.

The “Basic Principles of Negotiations on the Further Li-
‘mitation of Strategic Offensive Arms”, signed in Washington,
are intended to play an important role. This document,
which furthers the trend set by the agreements concluded
in Moscow in May, 1972, provides for the active continuation
of the efforts not only to achieve strategic offensive arms li-
mitation in terms of quantity and qualitative development
but also to pave the way for their subsequent reduction,

Of major importance is the ‘“Agreement Between the USSR
and the USA on Scientific and Technical Cooperation in the
Field of Peaceful Uses-of Atomic Energy”, the primary aim
of which is the development of new, highly efficient sources
of energy.

The all-round development of peaceful cooperation between
the two states in various fields, and particularly the new
prospects opening up for the development of commercial and
economic relations between the two countries, will help fur-
ther to stabilize Soviet-American relations.

Soviet people regard as highly significant the fact that
during Comrade Brezhnev’s visit broad sections of the Ameri-
can public expressed friendly feelings for our people and
showed an understanding of the importance of the further
development of Soviet-American relations.

Whereas in the course of post-war decades the tensions in
Soviet-American relations had had a negative effect on the
entire international situation, now, by contrast, the improve-
ment of Soviet-American relations, the commitments assum-
ed by the two countries to refrain from the threat or use
of force against the other side, against the allies of the other
side and against third countries, and the will clearly for-
mulated by both sides to respect the rights and interests of
all states, will serve as an important factor in the radical
improvement of the international situation, and are opening
up vast possibilities for constructive cooperation between all
the other countries. :
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The cause of strengthening peace is served by the neces-
sity, recognized and endorsed in the course of the talks, for
the strict fulfilment of the Paris agreements on Vietnam,
without any interference from the outside; this will help to
give all the peoples of Indochina a possibility to live in
peace.

The mutual understanding reached by the two countries
in the course of their discussion of the problems of European
security, and particularly their mutual desire to hold an all-
European conference as soon as possible, will be of great im-
portance from the viewpoint of ensuring a stable peace on
that continent.

Of major importance is the desire, as expressed in the
joint communique, to achieve a settlement of the Middle East
conflict, based on the principles ensuring the rights and in-
terests of all the peoples and states of that area, including
those of the Palestinian people. The Soviet position on this
question was set out in the course of the talks. In accordance
with the Peace Programme, the Soviet Union considers it
to be fundamentally important to eliminate the hotbed of
war in the Middle East on the basis of respect for the legiti-
mate rights of the states and the peoples subjected to aggres-
sion. The withdrawal of Israeli troops from all occupied Arab
territories is the basis for a just solution of the Middle East
problem.

The results of the Soviet-American summit talks held in
June, 1973, serve not only the interests of the peoples of the
USSR and the USA but those of the entire peace-loving
mankind.

The results of Comrade Brezhnev’s visit to the USA are
another convincing proof that there are now possibilities for
settling outstanding issues, no matter how complicated, by
negotiation, on the basis of the principles of peaceful coexist-
ence of states with different social systems.

Consistent and unswerving fulfilment by both states of
all the commitments which they have assumed is the condi-
tion for making Soviet-American relations a permanent factor
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in achieving universal peace, in ensuring the irreversibility
of the processes of relaxation of tensions taking place today
and in developing peaceful and mutually advantageous coope-
ration between states with opposing social systems.

The Soviet side expresses the confidence that the readi-
ness of other states to commit themselves to the principles
of renouncing force and of taking decisive measures to prevent
the outbreak of nuclear war, as jointly recorded by the USSR
and the USA, will be of tremendous importance for ensuring
universal security and a durable peace on earth.

The results of Comrade Brezhnev’s visit to the USA, and
all the measures in the foreign policy field carried out by
our country jointly with the other socialist countries after
the 24th CPSU Congress, constitute an important contribu-
tion to improving the international situation.

The results of the Soviet-American talks are regarded as
highly significant by the Soviet people, by the fraternal social-
ist countries, by the international communist movement, and
by the peace-loving and progressive forces because they pro-
mote the interests of peace and serve the interests of the
masses in all countries.

The Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, the
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and the USSR Council
of Ministers declare that the Soviet Union will continue con-
sistently to follow the path charted by the 24th CPSU Con-
gress. We will continue to strengthen relations with our
friends and allies, the countries of the socialist community.
We will develop ties and contacts with the countries which
have freed themselves from colonial oppression, and we will
render assistance to all peoples fighting for peace, national
liberation, democracy and socialism. As in the past, the So-
viet Union will resolutely rebuff all intrigues of the aggres-
sive imperialist forces and of all those who are opposed to a
relaxation of tension, who are for a return to the “cold war”,
for the arms race, all those who sow the seeds of enmity and
mistrust among nations.

The foreign policy of the USSR is based on the unity and
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cohesion of our entire nation, on its unanimous support for
our Party, its Leninist Central Committee and the Soviet
Government. By their selfless efforts to increase the power
and might of their socialist Motherland, the Soviet people
are strengthening the foundations of durable peace and se-
curity of nations.

On the Results

of the Meeting between
Comrade L. I. Brezhnev,
General Secretary

of the CPSU Central
Committee, and President
Georges Pompidou of the
Republic of France

Pravda, July 1, 1973

The Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, the
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and the USSR Coun-
cil of Ministers have discussed a report on the meeting be-
tween Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary of the CPSU Cen-
tral Committee, and Georges Pompidou, President of the Re-
public of France, which took place in June 1973, and fully
approve the results of that meeting which are in accord with
the interests of the peoples of both countries, and which are
of great importance for strengthening the process of détente
in Europe and the world over.

The course of events has confirmed the correctness of the
steps taken by the Soviet Union and France, which have
established relations of constructive cooperation and direc-
ted their efforts towards developing bilateral relations in the
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political, economic and cultural fields and creating in Europe
a new system of international relations based on the consist-
ent observance of the principles of peaceful coexistence be-
tween states with differing social systems.

Of considerable importance are the determination of the
two countries, as stated in the Joint Communique, to further
strengthen Franco-Soviet relations on the basis of the consis-
tent implementation of the Principles of Cooperation Between
the USSR and France and the Soviet-French Protocol on po-
litical consultations, and their agreement to hold a new So-
viet-French summit meeting early in 1974.

Cooperation for Peace

FROM L. I. BREZHNEV'S ADDRESS ON
WEST GERMAN TELEVISION ON MAY 21,
1973

Pravda, May 22, 1973

My arrival here at the invitation of Federal Chancellor
Willy Brandt and our talks—all this in itself indicates that
the relations between our countries are developing success-
fully.

My first direct talks with Chancellor Brandt were asso-
ciated with a great event in the history of the relations be-
tween our countries and—it is safe to say—in the political
development of Europe. We first met in Moscow in 1970 in
connection with the signing of the treaty between the USSR
and the FRG. By signing a document containing a realistic
recognition of the present situation in Europe and by under-
taking solemnly not to use force or the threat of force against
each other, the Soviet Union and the Federal Republic of
Germany set out on a new path in their relations.

To be frank, it was not easy for the Soviet people, and
consequently for their leaders, to open this new page in our
relations. Memories of the last war, of the tremendous sacri-
fices and destruction which Hitlerite aggression brought us,
are still live in the minds of millions of Soviet people. We
were able to step over the past in our relations with your
country because we do not want it to recur.
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With the socialist German state, our ally, the German
Democratic Republic, the Soviet Union has been linked for a
long time by bonds of close, sincere and selfless friendship.

We approach our relations with the Federal Republic of
Germany, too, from the standpoint of good will and peace.

We are sincerely ready for cooperation, which, so we are
convinced, can be very beneficial to both sides and to univer-
sal security. We want a lasting peace and we believe that
the Federal Republic of Germany is also interested in peace
and needs peace. :

We know that it was not simple for the government of
Chancellor Brandt either to come over to this treaty. The
“cold war” has a force of inertia and it takes a certain effort
to overcome it. All the more so since advocates of a dangerous
confrontation between the two worlds have not yet disap-
peared from the political scene.

People in the Soviet Union therefore appreciate the real-
ism, determination and far-sightedness displayed by the lead-
ers of the Federal Republic of Germany and, above all, by
Federal Chancellor Willy Brandt, in the struggle for the con-
clusion and entry inte force of the treaties with the Soviet
Union and the Polish People’s Republic, which laid the foun-
dation for new relations between your country and the Euro-
pean socialist states.

In this connection I should like to pay tribute to all the
supporters of good-neighbourly relations between the FRG
and the Soviet Union. Many of them, who have come through
the battle with fascism, have spared no efforts in the struggle
for peace and friendship between our peoples. The Soviet
Union highly appreciates their contribution to this noble
cause. ;

Our meeting with Chancellor Brandt in Oreanda in the
autumn of 1971 was an important landmark in the successful
development of our relations along the lines of the Moscow
Treaty. In a quiet, business-like atmosphere, free from the
tyranny of diplomatic protocol, we had the opportunity to
outline further prospects for the development of relations
between the Soviet Union and the Federal Republic, as well
as certain areas of possible cooperation between our countries
on an international plane.

The plans made are now being carried into life. We can
already say with certainty today that the development of
peaceful and mutually beneficial relations of cooperation be-
iween the Soviet Union and the Federal Republic is not an
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abstract hypothesis and not a theoretical plan or an emotional
wish, as it seemed not so long ago—but a very real thing
which exists and is continuing to grow in scope and strength.

It goes without saying that opportunities for the develop-
ment of such relations between the two countries were far
from having been exhausted.

We are at the beginning of this process. Our talks with
Chancellor Brandt confirm that there is a good outlook for
the future, and particularly in the field of economic relations.
Apart from the expansion of ordinary trade, there is the op-
portunity for concluding long-term deals on a large scale—
deals based on economic cooperation bhetween our countries
and aimed at carrying out important joint projects.

These are not short-term, opportunist deals of a more or
less chance character. They are opening the way to joint
actions in major sectors of the economy and are designed to
bring guaranteed benefit to both sides for many years to
come. This means, specifically, an opportunity for a more
rational organization of production and, naturally, guaranteed
employment for the workers of your country. What is parti-
cularly important is that this cooperation is helping to lay
a sound foundation for good-neighbourly relations between
our countries.

Both the Soviet Union and the Federal Republic of Ger-
many are countries with a high level of development of
science, technology and culture. Our scientists have a great
deal to tell and to show to their colleagues. People in both
our countries will be interested, I am sure. to see and listen
to the best works of literature, music, the theatre and the
fine arts of the other country. This is confirmed by the inte-
rest shown by the public in your country in the present USSR
Days in Dortmund.

As you know, some concrete agreements on economic and
cultural relations and air services have been signed during
these days between our countries and they demonstrate mu-
tual understanding and a readiness for cooperation on both
sides.

But however important good relations may be for both
our states and their peoples, it is no less important that the
establishment and development of such relations in our day
are part of the wider process of a radical improvement of
international life in Europe and elsewhere in the world.

The quarter of century period of cold war is now giving
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way to relations of peace, mutual respect and cooperation
between the states of the East and the West.

This is precisely the aim of the policy of peaceful co-
existence pursued by the Soviet Union with regard to states
with the opposite social system. It has been expressed most
completely today in the widely-known Peace Programme ap-
proved by the 24th Congress of the CPSU, and the materials
of the April, 1973, Plenary Meeting of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Inscribed in
them, among other things, is the goal set by our couniry
of bringing about a radical turn towards a détente and peace
on the continent of Europe. I would like you to know that
the Soviet Union, its Communist Party and all our people
will vigorously and consistently strive towards this goal.

The Europe which had more than once been the hotbed
of aggressive wars that had brought tremendous destruction
and the death of millions of people, must become for all time
a thing of the past.

We want a new continent in its place—a continent of
peace, mutual trust and mutually-beneficial cooperation among
all states.

Among the positive aspects of present developments in
Europe there is also, undoubtedly, the gradual improvement
in the relations of the Federal Republic of Germany with its
eastern neighbours—with Poland, the German Democratic
Republic, Czechoslovakia and other socialist countries of
Europe.

We attach great importance to the business-like, construc-
tive cooperation that we have established with the Federal
Republic of Germany, France, the United States and other
countries on such an important matter as the preparation for
all-European conference on security and cooperation.

There are still many burning and explosive problems
awaiting solution in the world. For example, the conflict
in the Middle East—where Arab territories are still being held
by the occupationists and where, therefore. dangerous tension
persists—has not been settled yet. There are opponents of a
relaxation of tension and of ending the arms race in other
areas, too. However, mankind’s horizons are. after all, grow-
ing brighter. The war in Vietnam has ended.

The favourable development of Soviet-US relations is con-
tinuing. In general, one can perhaps say that our planet today
is closer to firm and lasting peace than ever before. And
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the Soviet Union is exerting all its weight to buttress this
beneficial trend.

Our peace-loving foreign policy expresses the very essence
of our society and expresses its profound inner needs. The
Soviet people, 250 million strong, are engaged in carrying
out magnificent projects for peaceful construction. In the
north and in the south of our vast country, in Siberia and in
Central Asia, we are building giant power stations and hund-
reds of plants and factories and creating irrigation systems
on territories comparable in size with many a European
state. Our goal is for the Soviet people to live tomorrow better
than they are living today. Soviet people are tangibly aware
of the fruits of these collective efforts.

This, of course, does not mean that we in the Soviet
Union have solved every problem and do not face any difficul-
ties. Problems that will take a lot of solving do exist, and ap-
parently will always exist, in all times. But a specific feature
of the problems facing us is that they are associated with
the confident growth of the country, of its economic and
cultural potential, and we are seeking their solution exclusive-
ly along the roads of further peaceful construction, of raising
the cultural and living standards of the people, of developing
our socialist society.

I would like to add that our plans are by no means plans
designed for autarky. Our course is not in the direction of
isolating our country from the outside world. On the con-
trary, we are proceeding from the fact that it will develop
under conditions of growing all-round cooperation with the
outside world, and not only with socialist countries at that,
but to a considerable extent with the states of the opposite
social system as well.

Our stay in the Federal Republic is of necessity rather
brief. But even the little that my comrades and I have been
able to see on the soil of West Germany leaves a pleasant
impression.

We have been interested to see your capital, which is dy-
namic and at the same time rich in traditions—ancient Bonn,
the birthplace of the magnificent Beethoven, Bonn whose uni-
versity was attended by the great creator of the theory of
scientific communism—Karl Marx.
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In the Interests
of All Mankind

FROM L. I. BREZHNEV'S ADDRESS ON U.S.
TELEVISION ON JUNE 24, 1973

Pravda, June 25, 1973

I would like, first of all, to convey to all of you the greet-
ings and friendly feelings of millions of Soviet people who
are following with great interest my visit to your country
and our talks with President Nixon, and who are looking
forward to this new Soviet-American summit meeting making
a fruitful contribution to better relations between our coun-
tries and stronger universal peace.

Our discussions with President Nixon and other United
States government officials have been going on for several
days, and they have been very intensive indeed. We came to
this country anticipating that these would be responsible ne-
gotiations devoted to major questions bearing on the develop-
ment of Soviet-American relations and to a search for ways
in which our two nations could promote the further invigora-
tion of the entire international atmosphere. Today I have
every reason to say that those hopes were justified. We are
satisfied with the way the talks went and with the results
already achieved. New agreements have been signed in Wa-
shington, and in many respects they broaden the sphere of
peaceful and mutually advantageous cooperation between the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics. Another big step has been taken along the path
that we jointly mapped out a year ago during our meeting
in Moscow.

Let me say frankly that personally I am also pleased that
this visit has given me an opportunity to gain some first-hand
impressions of America, to see some aspects of the American
way of life, to meet with prominent government and public
leaders of your country and to have some contact with the
life of Americans.

You are well aware that, in the past. relations between
our countries developed very unevenly. There were periods
of stagnation, there were ups and downs. But I guess I would
not be making a mistake if I said that the significance of good
relations between the Soviet Union and the United States has
always been quite clear to the more far-sighted statesmen.
In this connection we have good reason to recall that this
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is the year of the fortieth anniversary of the establishment
of diplomatic relations between our countries on the initiative
of President Franklin D. Roosevelt.

In World War II the Soviet Union and the United States
became allies and fought side by side against nazism, which
threatened the freedom of nations and civilization itself. The
jubilant meeting of Soviet and American soldiers on the Elbe
River at the hour of victory over Hitlerism is well remember-
ed in our country.

The wartime alliance could have been expected to usher
in a new era of broad peaceful cooperation between the Soviet
Union and the United States. I can tell you with confidence
that this is what our country wanted. We wanted to cement
and develop the good relations whose foundations had been
laid during the war. Things went differently, however. What
came was not peace, but the “cold war”, a poor substitute
for genuine peace. For a long time it poisoned relations be-
tween our countries, and international relations as a whole.
Some of its dismal influence can unfortunately be felt in
certain things to this day.

Under the circumstances it was no easy task indeed to
make a turn from mutual distrust to détente, normalization
and mutually advantageous cooperation. It took courage and
political foresight, it took a lot of painstaking work. We ap-
preciate the fact that President Nixon and his administration
joined their efforts with ours to really put Soviet-American
relations on a new track.

I have heard that the American political vocabulary in-
cludes the expression, “to win the peace.” The present mo-
ment in history is, I believe, perhaps the most suitable occa-
sion to use that expression. We jointly won the war. Today
our joint efforts must help mankind win a durable peace.
The possibility of a new war must be eliminated.

The outcome of the two meetings between the leaders of
the Soviet Union and the United States and the practical steps
taken in the intervening year convincingly show that im-
portant results have already been attained. It transpired that
a reasonable and mutually acceptable approach to many
problems, which previously seemed insoluble, can in fact be
found. Not so long ago I suppose it would have been hard
even to imagine the possibility of such progress.

Last year’s agreements are, on the whole, being success-
fully implemented. Tangible progress is being made in almost
all spheres—and it is a progress secured through joint efforts.
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The inauguration of a regular passenger shipping line be-
tween Leningrad and New York, the establishment of con-
sulates general in Leningrad and San Francisco. the initiation
of friendly ties between Soviet and American cities, and live-
lier athletic exchanges, are all becoming part of the daily
lives of the peoples of our two countries today.

The best possible evidence that Soviet-American relations
are moving ahead, and not marking time, is provided by the
important document signed the other day by President Nixon
and myself, the agreement between the Soviet Union and
the United States on the prevention of nuclear war. I believe
I will not be accused of making an overstatement, if I say
that this document is one of historic significance.

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United
States of America have concluded an agreement to prevent
the outbreak of nuclear war between themselves and to do
their utmost to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war general-
ly. It is surely clear how important this is for the peace and
tranquillity of the peoples of our two countries and for the
improvement of the prospects for a peaceful life for all
mankind.

Even if our second meeting with the President of the
United States yielded no other results, it could still be said
with full grounds that it will take a fitting place in the annals
of Soviet-American relations and in international affairs as
a whole. The entire world can now see that, having signed
last year the fundamental document entitled, “Basic Prin-
ciples of Relations Between the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics and the United States of America,” our two nations
regard it not as a mere declaration of good intent but as a
programme of vigorous and consistent action, a programme
they have already begun to implement, and one which they
are determined to go on implementing.

It is also of no little significance that our countries have
agreed on the main principles of further work to prepare
a new agreement on strategic arms limitation, a broader one
this time and of far longer duration. This means that the
exceptionally important job begun in May 1972, in Moscow
is continuing. It means that political détente is being backed
up by military détente. And this is something from which all
the peoples and the very cause of peace stand to gain.

The other day representatives of our two states also sign-
ed new agreements on Soviet-American cooperation in seve-
ral specific fields. Together with the earlier agreements con-
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cluded during the past year, they make up an impressive file
of documents on cooperation between our two nations and
our two great peoples in some widely ranging fields: from the
peaceful uses of atomic energy to agriculture, and from outer
space to the ocean depths.

Of course, the Soviet Union and the United States are
countries which are, so to speak, self-sufficient. Until recently
that was, in fact, how things were in our relations. However,
we, as well as many Americans, realize only too well that
renunciation of cooperation in the economic, scientific, tech-
nological and cultural fields is tantamount to both sides turn-
ing down substantial extra benefits and advantages. And,
most important, such a renunciation would be so pointless as
to defy any reasonable argument. This is particularly true
of economic ties. Today, I believe, both you and we would
agree that in this area it is not enough simply to overcome
such an anomaly generated by the “cold war” as the com-
plete freezing of Soviet-American trade. Life poses questions
of far greater importance. I have in mind, above all, such
forms of economic relations as stable large-scale ties in several
branches of the economy and long-term scientific and tech-
nological cooperation, and in our age this is very important.
The contacts we have had with American officials and busi-
nessmen confirm that it is along these lines that the main
prospects for further economic cooperation between our
countries can be traced.

It is alleged at times that the development of such co-
operation is one-sided and only benefits the Soviet Union.
But those who say so are either completely ignorant of the
real state of affairs or deliberately turn a blind eye to the
truth.

And the truth is that broader and deeper economic coope-
ration in general, and the long-term and large-scale deals,
which are now either being negotiated or have already been
successfully concluded by Soviet organizations and big Ameri-
can firms, are bound to yield real and tangible benefits to both
sides. This is something that has been confirmed quite defin-
itely by American businessmen whom I have had an opportu-
nity to talk with both in this country and, earlier, in Moscow.
It was in that context that we discussed the matter with Presi-
dent Nixon, too.

To this I would like to add that both the Soviet leadership
and, as I see it, the United States government attach particular
importance to the fact that the development of long-term eco-
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nomic cooperation will also have very beneficial political
consequences. It will consolidate the present trend toward
better Soviet-American relations generally.

Prospects for the broad development of Soviet-American
exchanges in culture and the arts area are, as we see it, also
good. Both our countries have much to share in this field.
To live at peace, we must trust each other, and to trust each
other, we must know each other better. We, for our part,
want Americans to visualize our way of life and our way of
thinking as completely and correctly as possible.

By and large, we can say that quite a lot has already
been done to develop Soviet-American relations. Yet we are
still only at the beginning of a long road. Constant care is
needed to preserve and develop the new shoots of good rela-
tionships. Tireless efforts are needed to seek out the most
necessary and most suitable forms of cooperation in various
fields. Patience is needed to understand the various specific
features of the other side and to learn to do business with
each other along good lines.

I believe those who support a radical improvement in
relations between the Soviet Union and the United States can
look to the future with optimism, for this objective meets
the vital interests of both our nations and the interests of
peace-loving people all over the world.

The general atmosphere in the world depends to no small
extent on the climate prevailing in relations between our
two countries. Neither economic or military might nor inter-
national prestige give our countries any special privileges but
they do invest them with special responsibility for the desti-
nies of universal peace and for preventing war. In its ap-
proach to ties and contacts with the United States, the Soviet
Union is fully aware of that responsibility.

We regard the improvement of Soviet-American relations
not as an isolated phenomenon, but as an integral—and very
important—part of the wider process of radically improving
the international atmosphere. Mankind has outgrown the rigid
“cold war” armour which it was once forced to wear. It
wants to breathe freely and peacefully. And we will be happy
if our efforts to better Soviet-American relations help draw
more and more nations into the process of détente—be it in
Europe or Asia, in Africa or Latin America, in the Middle
or the Far East.

We regard it as a very positive fact that the normalization
of Soviet-American relations is contributing to the solution of

3513
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the great and important preblem of consolidating peace and
security in Europe, and of convening the all-European con-
ference. The improvement of Soviet-American relations un-
doubtedly played its useful role in promoting the termination
of the long drawn-out war in Vietnam. Now that the agree-
ment ending the Vietnam war has come into effect and both
our countries, together with other nations, are signatories to
the document of the Paris conference on Vietnam, it seems
to us to be particularly important that the achieved success
be consolidated and that all the peoples of Indochina be
given the chance to live in peace.

There still exist hotbeds of dangerous tension in the
world. In our discussions with President Nixon we touched
upon the situation in the Middle East, which is still very
acute. We believe that in the area justice should be assured
as soon as possible and a stable peace settlement reached
that would restore the legitimate rights of those who suffered
from the war and ensure the security of all the peoples of
that rather vast region. This is important for all the peoples
of the Middle East, with no exception. It is also important
for the maintenance of universal peace.

In short, the ending of conflicts and the prevention of
new crisis-fraught situations is an essential condition for
creating truly reliable guarantees of peace. And our two coun-
tries are called upon to make a worthy contribution to that
cause. In our discussions President Nixon and I have devoted
a great deal of attention to these matters during our talks of
the last few days.

I would like to emphasize at this point that in discussing
questions of our bilateral relations and international problems
of a general nature we invariably took into account the fact
that both the Soviet Union and the United States have their
own allies and their own obligations toward various other
states. It should be stated quite definitely that our talks, both
in their spirit and in the letter of the signed agreements, fully
take that fact into consideration.

But the main purport of all that we discussed and agreed
upon with President Nixon in the field of international affairs
is the firm determination of both sides to make good relations
between the USSR and the USA a permanent factor of in-
ternational peace. In our time—and I am sure you know
this—there are still too many people who would rather make
noise about military preparations and the arms race, than
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discuss problems of détente and peaceful cooperation in a
constructive spirit.

What can be said on that account?

The Soviet people are perhaps second to none when it
comes to knowing what war means. In World War II we won
a victory of world-historic significance. But in that war over
20 million Soviet citizens died. Seventy thousand of our
towns and villages were devastated and one-third of our na-
tional wealth was destroyed.

The war wounds have now been healed. Today the Soviet
Union is a mightier and more prosperous country than ever
before. But we remember the lessons of the war only too
well, and that is why the peoples of the Soviet Union value
peace so highly, that is why they strongly approve the peace
policy of our party and government.

For us peace is the highest achievement to which all men
should strive if they want to make their life a worthy one.
We believe in reason, and we feel that this belief is shared
also by the peoples of the United States and of other nations.
If that belief were lost, or if it were obscured by a blind faith
in strength alone, in the power of nuclear arms or some other
kind of weapon, the fate of civilization—of humanity itself—
would be miserable indeed.

Our path has not been an easy one. Our people are proud
that in a historically short period of time, after the victory
of the socialist revolution, backward Russia transformed itself
into a major industrial power and achieved outstanding suc-
cesses in science and culture. We take pride in having built
a new society—the most stable and confidently developing
society—which has assured all our citizens social justice
and has made the values of modern civilization the property
of all the people. We are proud that dozens of previously
oppressed nations and nationalities in our country have be-
come genuinely equal, and that in our close-knit family of
nations they are developing their economy and culture.

We have great plans for the future. We want to raise con-
siderably the living standards of the Soviet people. We want
to make new advances in education and medicine. We want
to make our villages and towns more comfortable to live in
and more beautiful. We have drafted programmes to develop
the remote areas of Siberia, the North and the Far East, with
their immense natural resources. And every Soviet individual
is deeply conscious of the fact that the realization of those

ar
3



SOVIET PEACE PROGRAMME IN ACTION 36

plans requires peace and peaceful cooperation with other
1:ations.

Of course, like any other country, we have quite a few
problems and quite a few shortcomings. But the solution to
all the problems we face requires, as in the case of other
nations, not war or an artificial fanning of tensions, but peace
and creative labour, which, we are convinced, are the only
things that can guarantee well-being and abundance of ma-
terial and spiritual benefits for all members of society.

I have attempted to give a brief account of the thoughts
and plans of the Soviet people and to explain the nature of
the Soviet Union’s foreign policy. Its peaceful essence stems
from the very core of our society. And it is by no mere
chance that the very concept of peaceful coexistence, which
today is turning more and more into a universally recognized
basis for the development of relations between states with
different social systems, was evolved by Vladimir Ilyich Lenin,
the founder of the Soviet state.

You probably know that two years ago the Twenty-Fourth
Congress of our ruling party, the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, approved the Soviet Peace Programme, which
is a concrete embodiment of the policy of peaceful coexistence
in modern conditions. It is a programme of active contribution
to international détente and to securing a truly lasting peace
on earth for many generations to come. It expresses not only
the convinctions and intentions of the citizens of our state
but also, we are sure, the aspirations of millions and millions
of peace-loving people all over the world. We are implement-
ing this programme working hand in hand with our friends
and allies, the socialist countries. On the basis of this pro-
gramme we seek to build relations of good will and mutually-
beneficial cooperation with all countries that have a similar
desire. And the improvement of Soviet-American relations oc-
cupies its rightful place in that programme.

Dear viewers, the importance and complexity of the prob-
lems on the agenda of our talks with President Nixon, of our
meetings and discussions with members of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, headed by Senator Fulbright, and with
prominent representatives of the American business commu-
nity, called for a tight work schedule of this visit.

As I have already pointed out, these were fruitful discus-
sions held in a good atmosphere. This gives us a feeling of
satisfaction.

At the same time, I do personally regret that the extreme
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pressure of business has not given me and my colleagues
who accompanied me and took part in our work a chance to
see more of your country. While still in Moscow, and then
here, in the United States, I received many warm letters
from various American cities, organizations, companies and
private citizens kindly inviting me to visit this or that town,
to see plants, farms, and universities, or to be a guest in the
homes of Americans. I am taking this opportunity to express
my sincere gratitude to all those who wrote such letters.
I regret that, for the reasons I have just mentioned, I was
unable to take up those invitations.

Of course, it would have been interesting to visit New
York, and Chicago, and Detroit, and Los Angeles, to see some
of your industrial projects and farms, to talk to American
working people, whose achievements are admired by Soviet
people. Perhaps the future will offer such an opportunity,
especially since President Nixon and I have definitely agreed
that in the future our contacts will be placed on a regular
footing. We are looking forward to President Nixon's visit
to the Soviet Union next year.

But even though this brief visit did not give me a chance
to see as much as I would like to in America, I nevertheless
have every reason, when I return home, to tell my colleagues
and all Soviet people both about the important political re-
sults of the visit and about the atmosphere of good will, and
the trend in favour of peace, of détente, and of improving
relations between our two countries. It is a trend which we
felt during our stay in the United States and during our con-
tacts with government and public leaders of your country,
and with many American citizens. I can assure you that these
feelings are fully shared by the Soviet people.

I do not believe I will be divulging a major secret if
I tell you that in my talks with President Nixon over the
last few days we not only addressed ourselves to current
political problems but also tried to look ahead and to take
into account the future interests of the peoples of both our
countries. In so doing we proceeded from the assumption
that in politics, those who do not look ahead will inevitably
find themselves in the rear, among the stragglers. A year
ago in Moscow we laid the foundation for improving Soviet-
American relations. Now this great and important objective
has been successfully brought closer. It is our hope that this
trend will continue, for it meets the interests of our tweo
great peoples and of all mankind.
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N. TIKHONOV

Passionate Fighter

Pravda, May 2, 1973

It was with great satisfac-
tion that Soviet people heard
the announcement that the
International  Lenin Prize
“For the Promotion of Peace
Among Nations” had been
conferred upon the staunch
Communist and Leninist,
Leonid Brezhnev, General Se-
cretary of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union.
Our people and millions of
peace fighters abroad know
Leonid Brezhnev as an out-
standing leader of the Com-
munist Party, of the Soviet
state and of the international
communist and workers’ mo-
vement. By his strict adhe-
rence to Leninist Party prin-
ciples, his immense organiza-
tional talent, his ability to
perceive the basic essence in
the solution of the most im-
portant problems of the buil-
ding of communism and to
concentrate all the efforts of
the Party and the people on
the crux of these problems,
Leonid Brezhnev has won
great respect and prestige

Nikolai TIKHONOV,

author, is the Chairman of the
Soviet Peace Committee, Interna-
tional Lenin Prize winner “For the

Promotion of Peace Among
Nations” and Hero of Socialist
Labour.

among all the Soviet people.
The Central Committee of
our Party and its General Se-
cretary carry high the ban-
ner of Soviet foreign policy,
the cornerstone of which was
laid over half a century ago
by Vladimir Lenin, the foun-
der of our Party and of the
working people’s first social-
ist state in the world.

The struggle for the pre-
servation and consolidation
of peace. which is essential
for our present and future
success in the building of
communism and for the so-
cial progress and well-being
of all mankind, is a basic
part of the extensive activi-
ties of the Party Central
Committee and its General
Secretary. These activities are
characterized by a profound
understanding of the major
world problems and by the
Leninist approach in tackling
urgent international tasks,
the most important of which
is putting an end to war for
all time and establishing a
lasting peace on our planet.

The great Peace Program-
me, which abroad has been
called “the Soviet peace of-
fensive”, proclaimed by Leo-
nid Brezhnev in the Report
of the Central Committee to
the 24th Party Congress, is
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becoming increasingly popu-
lar. It is enthusiastically wel-
comed by all the peoples of
the world and has aroused
serious interest among the
governments of many coun-
tries. This is to be expected,
because such foreign policy
bears a direct relation to the
destinies of all mankind. The
Leninist peace-oriented fo-
reign policy pursued by our
Party, which at the same
time is revolutionary in es-
sence, is a striking example

peaceful coexistence has been
widely recognized as a stan-
dard for relations among sta-
tes with differing social sys-
tems. There is a change from
the cold war to a relaxation
of world tension. An end has
been put to the imperialist
aggression in Vietnam, and
the - situation has become
much quieter in many other
parts of the world.

The Moscow  summit
meeting of Soviet leaders
with the US President in

The Committee for Intermational Lenin Prizes “For the Promotion
of Peace Among Nations”, chaired by Academician D. Skobeltsyn, has
awarded 1972 International Lenin Peace Prizes to:

Leonid Ilyich BREZHNEV—General Secretary of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union;

Salvador ALLENDE GOSSENS—President of the Republic of Chile;

Enrique PASTORINO—President of the World Federation of Trade

Unions (Uruguay);

James ALDRIDGE—writer and public figure (England).

of internationalism, of frater-
nal solidarity with the peo-
ples of the other countries of
the socialist community and
with the international work-
ing class; it is an example of
the consistent defence of the
vital interests of the peoples
who are waging a struggle
for their national indepen-
dence and freedom.

We are witnessing the
wonderful results which have
already been achieved thanks

to the Peace Programme
adopted by the 24th Party
Congress. The principle of

1972 was a turning point in
the development of Soviet-
American relations. Of major
importance for improving the
world situation and the situa-
tion in Europe have been the
activities of the Politbureau
of the CPSU Central Commit-
tee in connection with sign-
ing and ratifying the agree-
ment with the Federal Repu-
blic of Germany and the
talks which Leonid Brezhnev
had with Willy Brandt.
The exchange of visits be-
tween Leonid Brezhnev and
President Georges Pompidou
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of France has confirmed the
interest that exists in both
France and the USSR in the
further development of good
relations.

This is why our people
have responded with such en-
thusiasm and unanimity to
the communique on the Ple-
nary Meeting of the Party
Central Committee which dis-
cussed Leonid Brezhnev’s re-
port on the international acti-
vities of the Central Commit-
tee in carrying out the deci-
sions taken by the 24th CPSU
Congress. The Plenary Meet-
ing expressed its complete
approval of the efforts of the
Politbureau to ensure a last-
ing peace throughout the
world and reliable security
for the Soviet people who are
building communism. It also
appreciated the important

personal contribution of Leo-
nid Brezhnev to the achieve-
ment of these goals.

Our people, and all other
people who are working for
world peace, regard the
awarding of the International
Lenin Prize “For the Pro-
motion of Peace Among Na-
tions” to Leonid Brezhnev as
a recognition of his outstand-
ing contribution to the fo-
reign policy activities of our
state, which are aimed at en-
suring lasting world peace
and the people’s reliable
security.

All Soviet people warmly
congratulate Comrade Leonid
Brezhnev on the high award
and sincerely wish him good
health and continuing
strength and vigour in his
tireless work for the good of
the people.
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Socialism and International
Economic Cooperation

Pravda, May 16, 1973 (C)

The report made by L. 1. Brezhnev,
General Secretary of the CPSU Central
Committee, “On the International Acti-
vities of the CPSU Central Committee
to Implement the Decisions of the
24th Congress of the Party” at the Ap-
ril (1973) Plenary Meeting of the Cen-
tral Committee, and the speeches of
participants in the Meeting devoted se-
rious attention, in addition to foreign
policy questions, to the economic inte-
gration of the socialist countries and
the development of the Soviet Union's
economic ties with other countries. The
Meeting approved the work conducted
in accordance with the principles of
peaceful coexistence to develop the So-
viet Union’s relations with states of a
different social system, regarding this
as an important requisite for broaden-
ing and consolidating positive trends in
world politics.

The policy of broadening internatio-
nal economic cooperation and of the So-
viet Union playing an increasingly
active part in this is prompted by both
the political and economic interests of
the Soviet state and fully conforms to
the interests of the other socialist coun-
tries. of all the revolutionary forces and
to the interests of peace and security
of nations.
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Capitalism and Internationalization of Economy

The founders of Marx-
ism-Leninism, investigating
the basic factors in the de-
velopment of the productive
forces and the laws underly-
ing the replacement of one
socio-economic structure with
a more developed one, devot-
ed serious attention to such
categories as the internatio-
nal division of labour, the
world market, the world eco-
nomy, and world economic
relations. Marx and Lenin
regarded the specialization,
and also the division of so-
cial labour, both within va-
rious industries and coun-
tries and in inter-state rela-
tions, as an objective histori-
cal tendency. It is one that
reflects the requirements of
the progressive development
of the productive forces, and
is at the same time a product
of such a development.

Industry, said Marx, ‘“by
means of machinery, chemi-
cal processes and other me-
thods. .. is continually caus-
ing changes not only in the
technical basis of production,
but also in the functions of
the labourer, and in the so-
cial combinations of the la-
bour-process. At the same
time, it thereby also revolu-
tionizes the division of labour
within the society...” !

! K. Marx. Capital, Foreign Lan-
guages  Publishing House, M,
pp. 486-7.

“...The limits of the de-
velopment of the market,”
wrote Lenin, developing the
ideas of Marx, “.. .are set by
the limits of the specializa-
tion of social labour. But this
specialization, by its very
nature, is as infinite as tech-
nical development”. 2

The transition from the
capitalism of free competi-
tion to monopoly capitalism
resulted in a rapid expansion
of economic links between
countries and the internatio-
nalization of economic life.
Lenin stressed that at the
stage reached approximately
by the turn of the century
“...exchange so internationa-
lized economic relations and
capital, and large-scale pro-
duction assumed such pro-
portions that monopoly be-
gan to replace free competi-
tion™. @

This substantially increas-
ed the interdependence bet-
ween production activities wi-
thin an individual country
and those of other countries.
and entailed a further rapid
growth in the flow of com-

modities from country to
country. Furthermore, this
caused specific phenomena,

of a kind inherent in impe-
rialism, such as the establish-

2 V. L Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 1, p. 100.

8 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 22, p. 104.
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ment of closely interwoven
(within each country and
outside it) powerful finance
capital, an increase in the ex-
port of capital, the establish-
ment of international mono-
polies, and the expansion of
their activities, the activiza-
tion of colonial policy, the di-
vision and recarving of
spheres of influence by mono-
poly alliances and various co-
alitions of powers. This was
complete confirmation of the
Marxist thesis that the na-
ture, the actual content, the
basic concrete manifestations
of the international division
of labour depend not only
on the development of the
productive forces, but also
on the mode of production,
on the social relations deve-
loping in the process of pro-
duction.

A number of quantitative
and qualitative changes in
the internationalization of
economic life in the capital-
ist countries occurred after
the Second World War—lar-
gely due to the scientific and
technological revolution. This
was facilitated by such fac-
tors as the changeover of the
basic industries to mass and
quantity production, and the
extensive production coopera-
tion and international specia-
lization associated with this;
the establishment of new
processes calling for large ca-
pital investments and scien-
tific research, and the utili-

zation by the countries, on a
vastly increased scale, of fo-
reign scientific and technoio-
gical know-how, material ve-
sources and manpower; the
formation, as a result of the
efforts of a number of coun-

tries, of large production
complexes, ete.
It is characteristic that

the value of world capitalist
trade increased 300 per cent
in the past 20 years (1951-
70), whereas in the preceding
40 years the figure was only
70 per cent. Moreover, the
growth of international trade
in these 20 years was about
50 per cent greater than the
growth of industrial output
in the capitalist countries.
There was likewise a steady
increase in the export of ca-
pital: total foreign invest-
ments (private and state)
grew from $50.000 million in
1945 to over $300,000 mil-
lion in 1972.

A characteristic feature of
contemporary imperialism is
the extensive development of
economic integration. It is
developing in private-mono-
poly (for instance, the very
close cooperation of a num-
ber of American and Cana-

dian, American and West-
European monopolies) and
state-monopoly forms (the

most graphic illustration of
this is the FEuropean Eco-
nomic Community, or the
Common Market). The eco-
nomic integration of the ca-
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pitalist countries
a higher stage in the deve-
lopment of state-monopoly
tendencies: the fusion of the
monopolies and the state in
this case transcends national
frontiers ‘and is manifested
in the activities of certain re-
gional groupings incorporat-
ing ‘a number of countries.
The international econo-
mic sphere of the world ca-

represents

pitalist economy will conti-
nue to grow in the future.
At the same time, naturally,
one should remember the
other, opposite tendency in-
herent in capitalism—the ine-
vitable development in future
of factors impeding interna-
tional economic cooperation
(aggravation of currency and
other upheavals, exacerba-
tion of the trade war, etc.).

Competition and Struggle between Two World Systems

The profound changes
caused by the Soviet Union’s
transformation into a mighty
socialist power and by the
consolidation of the world so-
cialist system have radically
altered the political picture

of our planet. There have
been radical changes in the
whole international rela-

tions—for the first time in its
history the human race has
been able to set the goal of
averting new world wars as
a really feasible one. Deep-
going alterations have taken
place in the world economy
and in the system of the in-
ternational division of labour.

Whereas in the past it
was the capitalist economy
and the capitalist market that
had undividedly predominat-
ed in the world, now this do-
mination has been replaced
by the parallel existence of,
and the competition and

struggle between, the two
world economies and two
world markets—capitalist
and socialist. Moreover, the
balance of forces between
them has been steadily

changing in favour of social-
ism: its share in world indus-
trial production increased
from 10 per cent in 1937 to
approximately 20 per cent in
1950 and to almost 39 per
cent in 1972. In gross in-
dustrial output, the Soviet
Union has outstripped such
large West-European coun-
tries as the Federal Republic
of Germany, Britain and
France put together, and has
reached more than 75 per
cent of the USA’s level.

The two world markets
and two world economies are
to a certain degree in inte-
raction with each other and
are bound by a complex of
economic relations, forming
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(together with the developing
countries) the system of the
present world economy. But
each of them is developing
according to its own laws,
the laws peculiar to the given
mode of production.

Under socialism the ten-
dency towards the elimina-
tion of various barriers and
isolationism, which interfere
with social development, and
towards the internationaliza-
tion of economic relations is
given a new impetus. And
the practical actions, in which
this tendency is embodied,
undermine the very founda-
tions of world economic rela-
tions built on the exploita-
tion of some countries and
nations by others. Economic
cooperation between socialist
states is in complete har-
mony with the interests of
each country—both large and
small, helps to overcome dif-
ferences in economic develop-
ment levels, and strengthens
the world socialist communi-
ty as a whole.

The growing international
division of labour within the
socialist community serves as
a kind of economic basis for
the principles of proletarian,
socialist internationalism, by
which the Soviet Union and
other socialist states are inva-
riably guided in their inter-
national policy, and in their
relations with one another.

And this basis is steadily
gaining strength. In 1972 the

foreign trade turnover of the
member-countries of the
Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance was more than
66,000 million roubles. The
Soviet Union’s foreign trade
turnover that year reached
26,000 million roubles, about
two-thirds of that with the
socialist countries. = These
countries receive from the
USSR a considerable part of
the staple raw materials and
equipment they require. In
its turn, our country imports
large quantities of machines,
plant and other goods from
CMEA countries.

It was to a large extent
due to this mutual economic
cooperation that the average
annual growth rate of the
CMEA countries’ national in-
come was 70 per cent higher
than in the developed capi-
talist countries from 1966 to
1970.

The development of the
process of the socialist coun-
tries’ economic integration
was a logical outcome of
their growing economic co-
operation. The Comprehen-
sive Programme for the Fur-
ther Extension and Improve-
ment of Cooperation and the
Development of  Socialist
Economic Integration by the
CMEA Member-Countries,
which was adopted by the
25th CMEA session (1971),
is being carried out success-
fully.

One of the most impor-
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tant features of socialist in-
tegration, distinguishing it in
principle from capitalist inte-
gration, is that it covers, first
and foremost, the spheres of
production, science and tech-
nology on the basis of grow-
ing cooperation in planning
and coordination of economic
development programmes—
both five-year and long-ran-
ge plans. This makes it pos-
sible to concentrate joint ef-
forts on the accelerated deve-
lopment of keyv industries
and projects and to solve the

coordinated problems in a
comprehensive  way. The
Comprehensive  Programme

envisages the joint utiliza-
tion of natural resources, the
construction of major pro-
jects in the chemical, pulp-
and-paper and other indus-
tries and of atomic power
plants, cooperation in the
production of electronic com-
puters, programme-control-
led machine tools. motor ve-
hicles and many other types
of goods.

The consolidation of the
positions of the countries of
the socialist community in
the world economy has been

The Soviet Peace Programme

The split-up of the world
into two systems of states
and the emergence and de-
velopment of the world so-
cialist economy inevitably

accompanied by the expan-
sion of their cooperation with
many developing countries in
Asia, Africa and Latin Ame-
rica. By the beginning of
1973, the Soviet Union had
built in these countries 412
economic, social and cultural

projects.
In 1961-70, the average
annual increment of the

USSR’s goods turnover with
the developing countries was

14.3 per cent. The Soviet
Union supplies these coun-
tries with large amounts of

machines and equipment, in
turn, receiving from them
(both through conventional
commercial operations and
as repayment of credits) lar-
ge quantities of needed con-
sumer goods, foodstuffs and
raw materials.

The developing countries’
growing economic coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union
and other socialist states fa-
cilitates the break-up of the
system of dependence which
came into existence when im-
perialism exercised undivid-
ed sway, and helps these
countries in their struggle for
economic independence.

and Economic Cooperation

raised the question of the na-
ture of its relations with the
capitalist economy. The lea-
ders of history’s first social-
ist state had no doubts what-
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ever when giving an answer
to this question: they expres-
sed themselves in favour of
the most extensive economic
links with the capitalist
world. “In  the  present
epoch”, read the Soviet dele-
gation’s declaration, edited by
Lenin, which was presented
to the Genoa Conference in
April 1922, “which makes
possible the parallel existen-
ce of the old and the emer-
gent new social system, eco-
nomic cooperation between
states representing these two
systems of ownership is an
imperative necessity”.

Such was the position of
the Soviet Union. Unfortuna-
tely, the leaders of the capi-
talist powers held a different
view. As a result, it took
quite a number of years to
establish the cooperation we
had been striving for. Evid-
ence that it was mutually
advantageous was to be seen
as early as the late twenties
and early thirties: the equip-
ment we imported from ab-
road helped us carry out the
tasks of the first five-year
plans, while the exports of
such equipment in large
quantities by the capitalist
countries helped them alle-
viate the consequences of
the world economic crisis of
1929-33, which was so hard
on the working people. Our
cooperation with the powers
of the anti-Hitler coalition
during the war contributed,

to a certain degree, to the
defeat of the common ene-
my, although the brunt of the
war was borne by the Soviet
people and the Soviet Armed
Forces.

The long years of the cold
war again set the Soviet
Union’s economic links with
the majority of the capitalist
countries back many years.
However, as the economic,
scientific and technical poten-
tial of the Soviet Union and
other socialist states kept
growing, as their domestic
market and their export pos-
sibilities kept expanding, the
interest of the capitalist
countries in establishing and
developing economic  con-
tacts with us kept increasing,
too. This has also been ob-
jectively facilitated by the
sharp aggravation of inter-
imperialist contradictions, in
the past few years, and espe-
cially the contradictions be-
tween the three basic “po-
wer centres” of present-day
capitalism, i.e., the United
States, Western Europe and
Japan.

The relaxation of interna-
tional tensions, the serious
positive ‘changes achieved in
the past few years in the re-
lations between the Soviet
Union and France, Italy and
a number of other countries,
the turn in the relations with
the Federal Republic of Ger-
many, connected with the sig-
ning of a system of treaties
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guaranteeing the inviolability
of European borders, and the
normalization of relations-be-
tween the Soviet Union, the
most powerful socialist state,
and the United States of
America, the main country of
modern capitalism, all contri-
buted to the development of
economic cooperation be-
tween the socialist states and
the capitalist countries. The
successful implementation of
the Peace Programme adopt-
ed by the 24th CPSU Con-
gress also greatly affected the
sphere of international eco-
nomic relations. :

The USSR’s trade with the
developed capitalist countries
grew from 2,200 million rou-
bles to 5,900 million roubles
between 1962 and 1972. Last
year the Soviet Union’s goods
turnover with the FRG
amounted to 827 million rou-
bles, with Japan to 816 mil-
lion roubles, with Finland to
602 million roubles, with Bri-
tain, France and the United
States to over 500  million
roubles each.

Noteworthy are the in-
creasingly ranging spheres of
international economic co-
operation with the Soviet
Union’s participation. This
includes long-established tra-
de contacts with a number of

countries, agreements on in-
dustrial cooperation, various
kinds of credit agreements;
cooperation in the field of
science and technology, space
research and medicine, -as
well as joint participation in
building various projects in
Third World countries. Such
a new form of foreign eco-
nomic relations as the so-cal-
led compensation deals, un-
der which credits for build-
ing industrial projects are
“repaid” in goods produced
at these enterprises, is be-
coming more and more wide-
spread.

At the same time one
should not shut one’s eyes fo
the fact that there still are
quite a few active opponents
of such contacts, not so much
among business circles, as
among the most reactionary-
minded politicians and mili-
tary figures in capitalist
countries. This is not surpris-
ing, for the advocates of the
aggressive course realize per-
fectly well that the develop-
ment of mutually advantage-
ous economic relations may
become an effective means of
struggle against that most re-
gressive of tendencies in in-

ternational relations com-
monly known as the cold
war.

In the Interests of Peace and International Cooperation

What does the Soviet
Union derive from the pro-
motion of economic relations

with other countries in gene-
ral and with capitalist coun-
tries in particular?
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First, the practical use of
the undoubted economic ad-
vantages provided by specia-
lization in production and in-
dustrial  cooperation with
another country or several
countries, whether it is a
matter of importing equip-
ment and goods we need, or
of our own export-oriented
enterprises. With the rapid
development of the instru-
ments and means of produc-
tion, materials and techno-
logical processes, due to the
intensified scientific and tech-
nological revolution .of our
time, no country, however big
and powerful, can effectively
develop -all types of produc-
tion.

Second, there is the op-
portunity to use foreign cre-
dits, equipment and technical
know-how for more extensive
utilization of our rich natural
wealth; part of the products
.of the new enterprises will
go to repay these credits.
This enables us to speed up
the fulfilment of our long-
range economic plans and to
start right now on the eco-

nomic development of new
regions. including those in
the North, Siberia and the

Far East. and to rapidly ex-
pand production capacities
of a number of branches and
industries.

The promotion of econo-
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mic relations with other
countries will no doubt have
a most favourable effect on
the international political si-
tuation, it will help to gua-
rantee international security,
to which paramount signifi-
cance has always been at-
tached by the CPSU Central
Committee and the Soviet Go-
vernment.

At the same time the pro-
motion of contacts with the
Soviet Union and other so-
cialist countries will in equal
measure be beneficial to the
capitalist countries which ha-
ve shown an interest in this
matter. And this will make for
more rapid economic, scien-
tific and technological advan-
ce of all states and the
cause of world peace.

Thus, viewed at different
angles—whether from the
economic aspect of increasing
the efficiency of the Soviet
economy, or from the stand-
point of foreign policy (in-
cluding strengthening the fra-
ternal unity of socialist sta-
tes, reinforcing the position
of the developing countries,
and promoting relations with
capitalist countries in accor-
dance with the principles of
peaceful coexistence)—the
growth of economic relations
with other countries is fully
in accord with the interests
of the Soviet people.



GLORIQUS JUBILEE OF THE LENINIST PARTY

On the 70th Anniversary
of the Second Congress
of the RSDLP

FROM THE RESOLUTION OF THE CPSU
CENTRAL COMMITTEE

The 70th anniversary of the opening of the Second Con-
gress of the RSDLP falls on July 30, 1973. The world-wide
historic significance of the Congress is that the process of
amalgamating the revolutionary Marxist organizations was
completed at the Congress and a party of the working class
of Russia was formed, based on the ideological, political and
organizational principles elaborated by Lenin. There
arose a proletarian party of a new type, a party of Bolshe-
viks, the great Leninist Party. “As a current of political
thought and as a political party”, Lenin said, “Bolshevism
has existed since 1903”. |

Since then our Party has traversed a path unparalleled
in history. From a comparatively small underground organi-
zation, it became a powerful, cemented, nearly 15-million
strong army of Communists—the ruling party of the world’s
first socialist state. The CPSU, a party of the working class,
became the militant vanguard of the entire Soviet people
building communism. “The party”, Lenin wrote, “is the in-
telligence, the honour and the conscience of our time”.

In setting up the party, Lenin proceeded from the fact
that in conditions of imperialism and proletarian revolutions
the working class had to have a party of a new type—a truly
revolutionary, truly communist party—which would radically
differ from the parties of the Second International. The par-
ty, Lenin held, should head the struggle of the proletariat for
the revolutionary transformation of society, and be the lead-
ing force in the revolutionary transition from capitalism to
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socialism and communism. Basing himself on the ideas of
K. Marx and F. Engels and the experience of the Russian
and world working class movement, and creatively develop-
ing Marxism relative to the epoch of imperialism, Lenin
produced an integral teaching about the party as the highest
form of revolutionary organization of the working class, and
comprehensively evolved its theoretical and organizational
principles, the strategy and tactics of Bolshevism, the stand-
dards of party life and the principles of party leadership.

The St. Petersburg League of Struggle for the Emancipa-
tion of the Working Class, founded by Lenin in 1895 was
the embryo of the revolutionary proletarian party in Russia
around which social-democratic organizations in a number
of industrial centres of the country began to unite. The First
Congress, which proclaimed the founding of the Russian So-
cial-Democratic Labour Party (RSDLP), took place in 1898.
But the Congress, which was held in the absence of Lenin
and his closest comrades-in-arms, who were in exile, was
unable to work out a party programme and rules, and over-
come the division in the social-democratic movement.

The newspaper Iskra, founded and guided by Lenin
plaved a highly significant role in the ideological and organi-
zational preparation of a revolutionary proletarian party and
in disassociating itself from the opportunists. Local party
committees and a whole group of the foremost professional
revolutionaries rallied round the newspaper on a principled
Marxist basis. Iskra, in Lenin’s words, united the pick of the
revolutionary proletariat of Russia.

The Second Congress of the RSDLP adopted the Marxist-
Leninist programme of the party—a programme of struggle
to overthrow the autocracy, the rule of landowners and capi-
talists. and to establish the dictatorship of the proletariat as
the means of bringing about the socialist reconstruction of so-
ciety. It consolidated the victory of Bolshevism over the op-
portunist approach of the “economists”, and seriously under-
mined the position taken by those in the international social-
democratic movement upholding economist views.

4%
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The card exchange begun in the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union is an important or-
ganizational and political undertaking aimed at
further strengthening the Party and intensifying
the activity of the Communists in fulfilling the
targets set by the 24th CPSU Congress in the
economic and cultural fields.

In keeping with tradition, Party card No.
00000001 of the new issue was filled in at the
CPSU Central Committee in the name of Vla-
dimir Ilyich Lenin, the founder and leader of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.
Lenin’s Party card was signed by L. I. Brezh-
nev, General Secretary of the CPSU Central
Committee.

The Party card bearing the name of V.I. Le-
nin has been handed over to the Institute of
Marxism-Leninism under the CPSU Central
Committee.

Party card No. 00000002 was handed to
L. I. Brezhnev, who said that he would continue
to serve the great cause of Lenin, the ideals of
the Communist Party, the Soviet people and the
cause of communism,
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The Second Congress of the RSDLP was also a turning
point in_the world working class movement. The Theses of
the CPSU Central Committee “On the Centenary of the Birth
of V. I. Lenin” say: “The setting up of the Bolshevik Party
marked the beginning of a new stage in the Russian and
international working class movement. For the first time, the
proletariat had an organization capable of successfully leading
its struggle for social emancipation in the new historical con-
ditions.”

Lenin’s teaching about the party greatly contributed to
the treasury of revolutionary Marxism. The basic require-
ments of the class struggle of proletarians of all countries
found scientific expression in Marxism-Leninism.

Lenin created, strengthened and steeled the party in the
irreconcilable struggle against bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
ideology, against revisionism, Trotskyism, Right- and “Left”-
wing opportunism, social-chauvinists and national-deviatio-
nists, against all those opposed to the revolutionary princi-
ples of Marxism.

Led by the Communist Party the Great October Socialist
Revolution, which ushered in a new era in the history of

@® ‘In February 1917, when the
Party emerged from the under-
ground, it had about 24 thousand
members. By October 1917, there
were already 350,000 Bolsheviks.
And that was all there was in Rus-
sia  with  her population of
160,000,000. What incredible ener-
gy these people had to have and
what indestructible strength  had
the truth they carried to be able
to lead tens of millions of workers
and peasants.”

14,631

L. 1. Brezhnev.
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mankind, the era of transition from capitalism to socialism
and communism, triumphed.

Deep-going socialist transformations on a hitherto un-
Lknown scale have been effected under the guidance of the
Communist Party. Our homeland, having overcome its age-
old backwardness, has turned into a strong socialist power.
The CPSU has united the working people of all nationalities
cn the ideological basis of Marxism-Leninism, and has reared
senerations of dedicated builders of communism and genuine
internationalists.

The Soviet people’s close bond with their Leninist Party,
their boundless loyalty to the cause of the October Revolution
and their socialist country were graphically manifested in the
grim years of the Great Patriotic War (1941-1945). Soviet
people displayed unparalleled courage, mass-scale heroism,
al the front and in the rear. In keeping with its internatio-
nalist duty, the Soviet Union helped the enslaved peoples
to shake off the fascist yoke. The might of the world’s first
socialist state and the sound Leninist policies of the CPSU
helped people’s democratic and socialist revolutions in a num-
ber of countries in Europe and Asia to triumph and bring

® In 1924 the Party and the So-  candidate members of the Party

viet people suffered a grievous loss.
Vladimir Ilyich Lenin died. The
death of their leader had the So-

viet people rally more closely aro-

und the Party. In response to the
Lenin  enrollment 316.000
working people, including 240.000
industrial workers, joined the Party
in a short period of time.

The Great Patriotic War of
1941-1945 indicated again the
strong ties between the Party of
Lenin and the people. During the
war, in the period between July
Ist, 1941 and July Ist, 1945, about
5,100,000 men and women became

appeal

and about 3.300,000—full members
of the Party. This was approxima-
tely the same number of people
who had been admitted to the Par-
ty in the course of the twelve pre-
war years.

@ Though the CPSU is the party
of the working class, it is today
the vanguard of the whole of the
Soviet people. Workers form 40.5
per cent of the CPSU membership
and peasants—14.8 per cent. The
composition of the CPSU reflects
the social structure of Soviet socie-
ty and the leading role played in
it by the working class.
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about the collapse of the colonial system of imperial-
ism. :

The main result of the very profound socio-economic
transformations effected by the Soviet people under the gui-
dance of the CPSU was the construction of an advanced so-
cialist society. A new historical community of people—the
Soviet people, an inviolable brotherhood of working people
of more than 100 nations and nationalities, cemented by com-
mon interests and goals, and the Marxist-Leninist ideology—
has come into being on the basis of the radical changes in
society’s economic, social and intellectual life. A vivid illu-
stration of the internationalism and friendship of the peoples
was the nation-wide celebration of the 50th anniversary of
the formation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

The most important objective phenomenon of the deve-
lopment of socialist society is the mounting role of Commun-
ist Party leadership. This law-governed process becomes all
the more’ evident in the phase of communist construction.

The CPSU Programme, the decisions of the 23rd and
24th Congresses, and other documents have further developed

the Leninist doetrine of the party. Creatively enriching Marx-
ism-Leninism, the CPSU in the decisions of its congresses
and plenary meetings, in the party documents on the 50th

anniversary of the Great October Sacialist Revolution, on the
centenary of V. I. Lenin’s birth, and on the 50th anniversar,
of the Soviet Union, made a profound analysis of the expe-

combination of

@ I[n the recent period an average
of 600,000 workers, collective farm-
ers and office employees have been
joining the CPSU every year. One
adult Soviet citizen out of every
ten is a Communist.

@ Soviet women are active in pub-
lic life. There are 3,300,000 women
members in the ranks of the CPSU.

@ Nearly half the members of the
CPSU are under forty years of

age. The Party's
old and young Communists reflects
the close ties that exist between
the revolutionary generations and
ensures the continuity of Party
traditions.

® The CPSU is a living embodi-
ment of the ideas of proletarian
internationalism. More than one
hundred nations and nationalities
inhabiting the Soviet Union are re-
presented in its membership.
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rience of socialist and communist construction, and of the
contemporary world revolutionary movement.

An outstanding event in the life of the Party and of the
entire Soviet people was the 24th CPSU Congress which ela-
borated a clear-cut political course of communist construction
at the present stage. The Congress posed the historical task
of organically tying in the achievements of the present scien-
tific and technological revolution with the advantages of the
socialist system of economy, of ensuring a substantial rise in
the material and cultural standards of the people based on
the rapid, all-round development of the productive forces.

Guided by the Party, the working class, the collective-
farm peasantry, and the intelligentsia are successfully imple-
menting the Congress resolutions. They are making an all-
out effort to fulfil the targets of the third, decisive year of the
ninth five-year plan. “The central task today is to effect a
radical change in orientation, to switch the accent to inten-

sive methods of economic management and thereby substan-
tially raise economic efficiency,” said L. I. Brezhnev. '

« In its purposeful, many-sided effort to perfect the Soviet
political system, the CPSU pays great heed to the further
development of socialist democracy, to enhancing in every
way the role of the Soviets of Working People’s Deputies, as
bodies of genuine power by the people, trade union, YCL and
other mass public organizations.

The leading role of the Party depends on its qualitative
composition and on how well organized is the activity of all
Communists in implementing the decisions adopted. It de-
pends directly on the level of party discipline, on the ideolo-
gical conviction and theoretical schooling of Communists, on
the consistent implementation of the principle of democratic
centralism, on the Communists’ day-by-day contacts with the
masses in all aspects of communist construction. The CPSU
is constantly perfecting the style and methods of party guid-
ance. It is intensely concerned with increasing the effect-

U L. L. Brezhnev. The Fiftieth Anniversary of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, M., 1972, p. 73.
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iveness of all its organizations, fostering in Communists the
spirit of Bolshevist irreconcilability to shortcomings, creating
the prerequisites for the development of criticism and self-
criticism. The political and organizational work being done
in connection with the exchange of party membership cards
helps further consolidate the Party, improve the methods of
guidance of the life of society and makes every Communist
all the more responsible for the assignments he is given.

The CPSU is a party of consistent proletarian, socialist
internationalism. Under the banner of internationalism, it
has led the working people of the multinational Soviet coun-

try through all trials to victories and achievements of world-
historic significance. Internationalism, irreconcilability to any

manifestations of nationalism are the law of our life, the
basic prerequisite for successfully accomplishing the tasks
of communist construction.

The CPSU’s foreign policy line for implementing the
Peace Programme mapped out by the 24th Congress ensures
favourable external conditions for communist construction in
this country, for strengthening the world socialist community,
and promoting the working class and national liberation mo-
vement. It is directed against the aggressive policy of impe-
rialism and is aimed at establishing the principles of peace-
ful coexistence and mutually advantageous cooperation with
states of the opposite social system, at strengthening univer-
sal peace and the peoples’ security, at ensuring social progress

throughout the world. This line is in the interests of all peo-
ples.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is the tried and
tested militant detachment of the world communist move-
ment. The fraternal Marxist-Leninist parties approve of and
support the theoretical work being done by the CPSU, its
principled Leninist policy and its consistent struggle for the
cohesion of the socialist community, for the unity of the in-
ternational communist movement on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism, proletarian internationalism, against bourgeois ideo-
logy, reformism, Right- and Left-wing opportunism. The
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CPSU’s vast experience in implementing the principles of
Leninism, in guiding revolutionary struggle, the building of
socialism and communism, its wealth of experience in deve-
loping the Party itself in line with the demands of every
new historical stage, are now available to the entire world
revolutionary movement. The development of Marxism-Lenin-
ism is unthinkable without paying due attention to this ex-
perience.

The CPSU Central Committee deems it important to wide-
ly commemorate the 70th anniversary of the Second Con-
gress of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party as a
significant date in the history of the Leninist Party, in the
history of our country, in the history of the entire interna-
tional communist and working class movement.

B. LEIBZON The Emergence

of the Party
of a New Type

The formation of the Leninist Party. the proletarian  party of a new
type, seventy years ago, marked a turning point in the development of
the international working class movement. For the first time in history.
the proletariat acquired an organization capable, in the new historical
conditions, of guiding the struggle for the socialist transformation of
socety.

The Second Congress of which has exerted so great an

the Russian Social-Democra-
tic Labour Party (RSDLP)
held 70 years ago (July
30—August 23, 1903) was of
immense significance in the
history of the Russian and
the world communist and
working class movements.
The Party of a new type,
the Leninist Bolshevik Party,

Boris LEIBZON, D. Sc. (History),
Professor of the Academy of Social
Sciences under the CPSU Central
Committee.

influence on the entire course
of world history, was founded
at the Congress.

The Congress adopted the
Programme and the Rules of
the Party, as well as decisions
on some tactical and organi-
zational matters. All this re-
fiected the developments that
were not only maturing in
Russia but were inherent in
the new epoch which the
major capitalist states were
entering, the epoch of impe-
rialism.
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The Party as the Leader

The Programme adopted
by the 2nd Congress gave a
scientific substantiation of the
role of the Party as the orga-
nization, under whose guid-
ance the working class is ca-
pable of performing its his-
toric mission of overthrowing
capitalism and building so-
cialism and communism. At
that time, social democracy
in the West took quite a dif-
ferent view of the Party’s role
French Socialists regarded it
as “a kind of a tutor and re-
cruiter”; Belgian Socialists
maintained that the Party’s
major task was “to tirelessly
propagate socialist princip-
les™.

It was only the program-
me upheld by Lenin that con-
tained a clear-cut formula
that the Party of the proleta-
riat  “leads all the jorms
of the proletariat’s class
struggle”. The whole of Le-
nin’s teaching on the Party
was imbued with the ideas of
vigorous action and intoler-
ance of a laissez-faire policy.

Lenin maintained that the
revolutionary Marxist Party
must lead the masses and act
as their vanguard. It should
be a party with clear goals
and a broad outlook, advanc-

A Party of Action

The Party of this type,
striving for the revolutionary
transformation of the world,

ing slogans capable of inspir-
ing the masses.

To learn from life and to
exert an influence on it—this
is the main feature of the
Leninist Party, a feature dis-
played at all times—when the
Party was still weak and had
limited possibilities, during
periods of mass revolutionary
advances and, most fully,
when it became the ruling
party.

The role of the party as
the leader of the masses to
a large extent depends on a
correct theoretical under-
standing of the character and
tendencies of objective deve-
lopment, and on this basis it
formulates its strategy and
tactics. Only a clear perspec-
tive and a correct understand-
ing of urgent needs of social
development in the world and
in its own country give a
party confidence in its prac-
tical activity, and staunchness
in the face of temporary set-
backs. Another characteristic
feature of the party of a new
type is that all the practical
steps it takes have a scientific
basis—the  Marxist-Leninist
theory tested in the many de-
cades of the proletarian class
struggle.

naturally demands that every
new Party member not only
accept its Programme but
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also take part in implement-
ing it. The discussions which
raged at the Second Congress
around the first point of the
Party Rules, were not con-
cerned with details or niceties
of formulation but dealt with
the basic problem—the type
of organization.

Lenin’s condition—that
only those who not only ac-
cepted the Programme and
gave material support to the
Party but also personally par-
ticipated in the work of a
Party organization were re-
garded as Party members—
meant that the Party became
a single, well-knit organism
capable of taking united ac-
tion.

This is the basic principle
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of the Rules of all Communist
Parties.

If the necessity for a
Party member to take part in
the work of a Party organi-
zation is denied, the Party
membership becomes some-
thing quite amorphous, and
there is no difference what-
ever between the members of
the Party and sympathizers.

Thus Lenin’s formulation
of the first point of the
Party Rules became the
touchstone for testing the ge-
nuineness of revolutionary
views on the Party. Recogni-
tion of the Party as an active
transforming force received
in Lenin’s formulation its lo-
gical organizational embodi-
ment.

Democratic Centralism as the Organizational Foundation

of the Party

In his efforts to create the
Party of a new type, Lenin
also clearly formulated the
organizational principle of
such a party-—democratic cen-
tralism. Centralization of for-
ces is indispensable for a
Party waging a truly revolu-
tionary struggle and not con-
fining itself to propaganda for
its views. This makes it pos-
sible to unite the uncoordi-
nated actions of individuals
and organizations, to make
them purposeful; to subordi-
nate local, private and group
interests to common aims;

and to ensure inner discipline,
which gives the Party great
strength. Throughout the Par-
ty Rules submitted by Lenin
at the Second Congress runs
the idea of centralism. At the
same time, Lenin wrote in
1903: “To be a party of the
masses not only in name, we
must get ever wider masses
to share in all Party affairs.” !

The demand for demo-
cracy is of the same objective
character as the demand for
centralism. The former flows

1 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 7, p. 117.
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from the very nature of the
Party as a voluntary demo-
cratic organization, and ex-
presses the need for the cen-
tralized leadership to rely on
all valuable experience gained
in the practical work of local
organizations and individual
Party members. Lenin’s prin-
ciple of democratic centralism
implies broad democracy in
discussing all issues and unity

of action as soon as a deci-
sion is made.

Democratic centralism re-
flects the main specific featu-
res of a Marxist-Leninist Par-
ty as the Party of action and
of revolutionary transforma-
tion of the world, an organi-
zation which is strong by the
social consciousness and ac-
tivity of its members, and its
close bonds with the people.

For a Revolutionary Change of Society

The Programme adopted
by the Second Congress called
on the working class and all
working people to overthrow

autocracy and then the
bourgeois system. At that
time, it was the only pro-

gramme in the social-demo-
cratic movement containing a
clear-cut definition of social-
ist revolution. Later Lenin
wrote: “In this Programme,
the question of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is stat-
ed in clear and definite terms,
and, moreover, is linked up
with the struggle against
Bernstein, against opportun-
ism”. 2

In fighting for the revolu-
tionary remaking of society
the proletariat not only ex-
presses its own interests but
also facilitates the emancipa-
tion of all working people,
i.e., the majority of the po-

pulation. from exploitation.
2V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 31, p. 340.

Here we have the objective
foundation for the hegemony
of the working class, the idea
which permeated the Pro-
gramme and formed the basis
for the entire subsequent
struggle waged by the Party.

The struggle for complete
democracy, formulated by the
Second Congress as the im-
mediate task, was the basis
for the Party’s wide-scale ac-
tivities. In his book What Is
to Be Done? Lenin advised
Party members to go to all
classes of the population;
the Party had to bring toge-
ther all streams of discontent

of not only the workers
but also of the peasants,
artisans, intellectuals, religi-

ous sects, and oppressed na-
tions into a single current.

Without losing its identity
or violating its principles, the
Party has always striven for
unity of all democratic forces
capable of fighting the com-
mon enemy.
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The triumph of the Great
October Socialist Revolution
meant that the most impor-
tant points of the Programme
adopted by the Second Con-
gress were accomplished in
the main. At the same time,
* this triumph demonstrated the
vitality of the basic principles
of the Party of a new type,
as well as the strategy and
tactics it was guided by.

In the new epoch, ushered
in by the Revolution in Octo-
ber 1917, the Party continues
to follow the principles ela-
borated by the Second Con-
gress and applies them flexib-
ly, depending on the changing
situation. The successes in so-
cialist construction, the rout
of Hitlerite fascism, and the
development of a mature so-
cialist society in the USSR
demonstrate the colossal force
acquired by the people when
they are led by the Leninist
Party.

It is not by chance that a
focal point of the ideological
struggle going on in the world
is the problem of the Party,

its type and character. The
adversaries of Leninism en-
deavour to present the Party
of a new type as being suit-
able only for Russia. But a
struggle against the facts is
foredoomed, whatever sophis-
ticated form it takes.

Today there are Commun-
ist Parties—parties of the new
type—throughout the world.
The conditions in which they
function are highly diverse,
and, of course, everywhere
the Marxist-Leninist Parties
take account of the specific
features obtaining in their
own countries—otherwise
they could not be national
parties closely connected with
their people, above all the
working class. But for all
their distinctions, they are
fundamentally Marxist-Lenin-
ist Parties of the new type.
The first of them was found-
ed 70 years ago in Russia.
Now 89 such parties comprise
a great world force, the in-
ternational communist move-
ment.

(APN)

“For the proletariat to be strong enough to win on the

decisive day it must—and this Marx and I have been arguing
ever since 1847—form a separate party distinct from all others
and opposed to them, a conscious class party.”

F. Engels to G. Trier. 1889

“Give us an organization of revolutionaries, and we will

overturn Russial”

V. I. Lenin. What Is to Be Done? 1902
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“The political consciousness of the advanced contingent
is, incidentally, manifested in its ability to organize. By or-
ganizing it achieves unity of will and this united will of an
advanced -thousand, hundred thousand, million becomes the
will of the class.”

V. I. Lenin. How Vera Zasulich Demo-
lishes Liquidationism. 1913

“_..the role of vanguard fighter can be f[ulfilled only by
a party that is guided by the most advanced theory.”
V. 1. Lenin. What Is to Be Done? 1902

“...unity of action, freedom of discussion and criticism.
Only such discipline is worthy of the democratic party of the
advanced class.”

V. 1. Lenin. Party Discipline and the
Fight Against the Pro-Cadet Social-De-
mocrats. 1906

“It is our task to safeguard the firmness, consistency, and
purity of our Party. We must strive to raise the title and the
significance of the Party member higher, higher and still
higher.”

V. I. Lenin. Speech in the Discussion on
the Party Rules at the Second Congress
' of the RSDLP. 1903

“On the eve of the proletarian revolution, the liberation,
the freedom of the parties of the revolutionary proletariat
from opportunists and “Centrists”, from their influence, their
prejudices, their weaknesses and vacillations, is the main and
essential condition of success.”

V. I. Lenin. On the Struggle within the
Italian Socialist Party. 1920
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Interaction of Class

and National Factors
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of Soviet Society

Politicheskoye samoobrazovaniye No. 2, 1978

Experience shows that socialist revo-
lution puts an end to class oppression,
ensures social emancipation, and also
solves the task of eliminating national
oppression and liberating the formerly
oppressed peoples.

The class factor, undoubtedly, plays
the decisive part in the revolutionary
transformation of the world. The main
prerequisite for the solution of the na-
tionalities question in Russia was the
establishment of the power of the pro-
letariat, the consistently revolutionary
class and implacable opponent of all
kinds of social and national oppression.
The socialist transformation of society
has also radically changed the relations
among nationalities in the USSR. Let us
note that in the Soviet Union, a multi-
national country, it was impossible to
implement social changes successfully
without reckoning with national rela-
tions, or without due account for such
objective reality as nations and their
inferests.

Elimination of Class Antagonism
and National Strife :

Class and.national relations are not
two poles of history, which are indepen-
dent of each other, as many bourgeois
philosophers and sociologists have main-
tained. Relations among nationalities
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always depend on their social
nature, i.e., above all on the
mode of production —capital-
ist or socialist—which is the
basis of their common econo-
mic life, and the class—the
bourgeoisie or the working
class—that leads the nation
and guides its development.
That is why the source of
national strife lies not in
ethnic or any other differen-
ces among peoples but in the
socio-class relations of bour-
geois society. Hence, the con-
clusion drawn by the classics
of Marxism: “In proportion
as the antagonism between
classes within the nation va-
nishes, the hostility of one
nation to another will come
to an end.”!

This forecast has been
borne out by the experience
of the Soviet Union. In the
course of the socialist revolu-
tion, social relations were ra-
dically changed, as were also
national relations. Qf parti-
cular importance to the im-
plementation of these changes
was the elimination of the
exploitation of man by man,
which was an indispensable
condition for changing natio-
nal relations. At the same
time, the way this task was
tackled had its own distinc-
tive features in different re-
publics and regions of the
multinational Soviet Union.

In the early years after

! K. Marx and F. Engels. Works,
Vol. 1, p. 54.

the October Revolution, eco-
nomic and social changes,
which delivered a palpable
blow to the exploiter classes,
were carried out, including
nationalization of land, large-
scale industries and banks,
the take-over by the proleta-
rian state of the key positions
in the national economy, the
establishment of a foreign
trade monopoly, etc. As a re-
sult, the classes of the land-
lords and big bourgeoisie
were abolished.

“This task which we are
working on now, for the time
being on our own, seems to be
a purely Russian one, but in
reality it is a task which all
socialists will face.”

V. L. Lenin. 1921

It was impossible, how-
ever, to abolish every kind of
exploitation of the working
people immediately after the
October  Revolution since
complete abolition of the ex-
ploiter classes and of the ex-
ploitation of man by man be-
comes possible when at least
the following conditions ob-
tain:

first, the time must be ripe
for the expropriation of the
exploiters, from the economic
point of view. In the early
post-revolutionary years, the
abolition of the classes of the
landlords and big bourgeoisie
was imminent, the way hav-
ing been prepared by econo-
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mic development itself. How-
ever, in order to destroy the
other exploiter groups (me-
dium and small capitalists in
town and the kulaks in coun-
try) it was necessary to create
the necessary material prere-
quisites for replacing their
production based on private
property by socialist produc-
tion based on public pro-
perty;

second, the class forces
capable of solving the task
have to mature. This presup-
poses a profound understand-
ing by the working people of
the divergence of their inter-
ests from those of the exploit-
er classes.

That is why the elimina-
tion of all exploiter classes
and groups in town and coun-
try could not be implemented
simultaneously. After the pro-
letariat had seized power, it
took about fifteen years to
complete, on a country-wide
scale, the eradication of ex-
ploiter classes. During that
period, the USSR carried out
socialist industrialization,
which resulted in the estab-
lishment of new, modern in-
dustries, and a considerable
growth and consolidation of
the working class, and rein-
forced its leading role, while
in industry and trade social-
ist enterprises had developed
and gained in strength. By the
end of the 1920s, socialist
forms of economy had com-
pletely ousted private capital

5’0

from trade and industrial
production.

However, the kulaks—the
last and the most numerous
exploiter class—still remain-
ed in agriculture. Unlike small
capitalists in trade and in-
dustry, the kulaks kept under
their control a substantial
part of agricultural produc-
tion. The abolition of this
class could be carried out
only in the process of com-
plete collectivization of agri-
culture. In the course of mass
collectivization, the economic
foundation emerged for re-
placing kulak production of
grain by collective and state-
farm production. Class forces
finally crystallized—in the
shape of the poor and middle
peasants—which were con-
vinced of the advantages of
collective farming and were
capable of waging a resolute
struggle against the kulaks.
In early 1930s, the kulaks
were abolished as a class.

This process took place in
an area where, before the re-
volution, capitalist relations
dominated, although along-
side strong survivals of feu-
dalism in countryside. By the
beginning of the revolution,
the peoples of Russia were at
different levels of develop-
ment. Among them were:

1) peoples who had reach-
ed the stage of capitalism
(Russians, Ukrainians, Byelo-
russians, Armenians, and
others);
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2) peoples who were at
the stage of feudal and semi-

feudal relations (most of
Azerbaijan, Central Asia,
ete.);

3) peoples and tribes who
had preserved the patriarchal-
tribal system although it was
to a certain extent undermin-
ed by the penetration of ca-
pitalism (nationalities and tri-
bes in the North Caucasus,
the Far North, etc.).

About 30 million of Rus-
sia’s 140 million population
had not even reached the ca-
pitalist stage.

Great difficulties had to be
overcome along the path of
socialist development. The
task of doing away with the
exploiter classes was compli-
cated by the backward eco-
nomy and the absence or
weakness of the working
class. In the whole of Central
Asia and Kazakhstan there
were virtually no' big enter-
prises. It was assistance of
the working class of Central
Russia that facilitated pro-
gress of the working people
in those areas. For the first
time in history, the opportu-
nity came to make a gigantic
historic leap: to bypass capi-
talism and effect the direct
transition from pre-capitalist
relations towards socialism.

It was impossible, how-
ever, to make such a leap in
one go. Lenin emphasized
several times that in back-
ward countries and areas a

number of intermediate sta-
ges in political and economic
transformations were neces-
sary. As far as the political
aspect was concerned, peas-
ants’ Soviets and, in most
backward areas, even patri-
archal and tribal Soviets had
to be set up as an intermedia-
te link. The intermediate sta-
ges proved necessary in im-
plementing economic chan-
ges, too. Much attention had
to be devoted to specific na-
tional features and even na-
tional prejudices.

Let us take as an example
the most important stages in
the abolition of the exploiter
classes in Central Asia and
Kazakhstan, which accounted
for about 60 per cent of the
indigenous population of re-
gions of the USSR which had
not passed through capital-
ism. :

The following measures’
were taken as the first major
step towards eradicating the
exploiter classes: the colonial
state machine was destroyed
and the largest estates, which
belonged to the tsar’s family,
the Russian landlords and ca-
pitalists and the richest local
landlords were nationalized
and transferred to the work-
ing people. The Soviet state
curtailed the possibilities of
the local feudal lords to ex-
ploit the working people, pro-
tected the interests of farm
labourers and poor peasants,
limited the use of hired la-
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bour, and imposed heavy tax-
es on the rich landowners.
However, the feudal lords
were not immediately expro-
priated. At that time the illi-
terate and ignorant peasants
were unable to realise their
class interests and would not
therefore support the ex-
propriation of their feudal
rulers.

Unlike the position in Cen-
tral Russia, the eradication of
feudal survivals in the econo-
mic life of Central Asia and
Kazakhstan took a whole de-
cade. The very fact of natio-
nalization in the area did not
remove pre-capitalist relations
and the corresponding forms
of exploitation. Actually, the
eradication of feudal and pa-
triarchal-tribal relations was
achieved by means of the
land reform which was ef-
fected in two stages: in 1921-
1922 and in 1925-1929. As a
result, a major part of land
and water resources owned
by the feudal rulers was
transferred to the working
peasants. However, the re-
form did not completely eli-
minate the exploiter groups.
The final abolition of the
exploiter sections in Central
Asia was attained only after
mass collectivization of agri-
culture.

As a result of all these
changes, the rural exploiter
group in Uzbekistan, which
in 1913 accounted for 11 per
cent of the farms, in 1924 for

PEGGY DENNIS
RETURN TO MOSCOW

Za rubezhom, May 17, 1978

While on each return to
Moscow during the past 40
years 1 found new evidence of
material advance, none was so
strikingly visible as now, after
a seven-year absence.

Socialism is not an abstract
utopia sprung full-blown from
Minerva’s brow. It is a new so-
cial system which is rooted in
and has to be developed under
the basis of the specific condi-
tions and levels of economic,
cultural, historical, social, ideolo-
gical development existing in the
individual country at the time
of the socialist revolution.

Improving the life of the
people is socialism’s sole purpose
and goal. The essence of that
improved life is made up of
many component parts, the base
and pivot of which is raising
the daily living standards of the
people commensurate to the ex-
panding socialist productivity.

Common to all countries
building socialism are the fun-
damental features of the new
society: destruction of capitalist
state power; abolition of econo-
mic classes rooted in private
ownership of the means of pro-
duction and the appropriation as
personal profit of the social la-
bor of the working people; crea-
tion of a new society; the re-
structuring of social and work-
ing relations and the re-educa-
tion of all people in the new,
collective spirit governing the
new society.

However, as Lenin wrote:
“All nations will arrive at so-
cialism—this is inevitable, but
all will do so in not exactly
the same way, each will con-
tribute something of its own to

(Continued on p. 73)
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7 per cent, in 1928 4.5 per
cent, and in 1932 1.1 per cent,
in 1934 ceased to exist alto-
gether.

The fight against feudal-
ism in the republics of the
Soviet East took more time

than in the central areas,
whereas the final abolition
of the kulak elements was

carried out within a compa-
ratively short period. Repub-
lics and areas which had tra-
versed the non-capitalist path
of development embarked on
socialist construction almost
simultaneously with the cen-
tral areas.

The eradication of the ex-
ploiter classes put an end not
only to the exploitation of
man by man but also to na-
tional strife. In the past, the

exploiter classes were the
main vehicle and organizer of
strife and conflicts among na-
tionalities.

New relations among na-
tionalities, based on equality,
mutual assistance, friendship,
and cooperation, have come
into being in the Soviet
Union. These relations reflect
a new social nature of social-
ist nations. They are nations
whose economic foundation
is a common socialist econo-
my. Socialist nations are
without class antagonisms,
since they consist of the wor-
king classes, and it is no lon-
ger the bourgeoisie but the
working class, the most inter-
nationalist class by its nature
and ideology, which is their
driving force. '

From Legal to Actual Equality

With the triumph of the
socialist revolution, which de-
molished the system of op-
pression of one people by an-
other and established the
principles of equality and of
the voluntary character of
their union, new relations
among nations came into
being. These principles were
proclaimed during the early
days after the Great October
Socialist Revolution, in the
Declaration of the Rights of
the Peoples of Russia. How-
ever, the establishment of
legal equality was not suffi-
cient to solve the nationalities

question. The task was to en-
sure actual—economic and
cultural—equality of the peo-
ples, which proved an extre-
mely difficult task.

When the USSR was form-
ed, profound differences in
the level of development and
the social composition of va-
rious peoples were still strong-
ly felt. Many peoples did not
have their own working class
or national intelligentsia.
They constituted an aggregate
of tribes and nationalities and
could not, without a develop-
ed economy, be crystallized
into nations. The process of
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changing the social pattern of
these peoples was also a pro-
cess of changing the forms of
ethnic community. Those
which had passed through ca-
pitalism were turning from
bourgeois into socialist na-
tions. Where the capitalist
stage had not been experien-
ced, new nations and natio-
nalities were emerging as a
result of the consolidation of
various tribes and ethnic
groups. Thus, for many peo-
ples the solution of social
problems coincided with the
elimination of their fragmen-
tation and their consolidation
into nations or nationalities.

In 1923, the twelfth Con-
gress of the Party emphasized
that the actual inequality and
backwardness of the formerly
oppressed nations could be
overcome solely by means of
substantial assistance from
the Russian proletariat over a
long period to the backward
peoples of the Soviet Union
in their economic and cultu-
ral development. This assist-
ance was, above all, to in-
clude a number of practical
measures aimed at building
industrial centres, the local
population being drawn in as
much as possible, in republics
with formerly oppressed na-
tionalities.

At the initial stage, the
moving of a number of fac-
tories and works from the
central areas of Russia to
Azerbaijan, Armenia, Georgia,

Kirghizia, Uzbekistan and
other regions of the USSR,
with subsequent substantial
capital investments, to natio-
nal republics and the building
of new industrial enterprises
in these areas was of great
importance. The Communist
Party and the Soviet Govern-
ment took account both of
the economic efficacy of such
measures and of the influence
they would exert on relations
among nations.

In considering the location
of productive forces, the
Party and the Soviet Govern-
ment examined a whole set of
problems: the bringing of in-
dustry closer to deposits of
raw materials; specialization
of economic regions with ac-
count for their natural re-
sources with the purpose of
the achieving maximum effi-
cacy of production, an accele-
rated development of the So-
viet Union’s outlying districts,
and overcoming their back-
wardness.

The nations in the USSR
became homogeneous in so-
cial composition as a result
of the accelerated economic
and cultural development of
all republics. Today all the
Soviet nations consist of the
working class, collective-farm
peasantry and intelligentsia.

A vital part in changing
the social composition of the
peoples was the particularly
speedy development of the
formerly backward areas of
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the USSR. In 1972, the overall
industrial output of the So-
viet Union was 105 times the
1913 figure. The increase in
the formerly backward re-
publics was even higher: in
Kirghizia 227 times, in Arme-
nia 200 times, in Kazakhstan
170, and in Byelorussia 121.

The same can be said
about the cultural develop-
ment of the republics. In figu-
res of persons with higher
and secondary education per
1,000 of the employed popu-
lation, the biggest gap be-
tween republics amounted in
1939 to 3.6 times, in 1959 to
1.6 times, and in 1970 to 1.4
times, which means that the
gap decreased 2.5 times.

Before the October Revo-
lution, there were no higher
educational establishments on
the territory of the present
republics. Today in Moldavia,
Turkmenia, Kazakhstan, Taji-
kistan, Kirghizia, Byelorussia,
Azerbaijan and Armenia the
number of students per 10,000
of population exceeds the
corresponding figure in Fran-
ce or Britain.

These data demonstrate
that the task of actually even-
ing out the socio-economic
and cultural development of
nations has, in the main, been
accomplished.

In pursuing its policy on
the nationalities question the
CPSU has steadfastly follow-
ed the instructions given by
Lenin, who emphasized that

account should be taken
of the common vital inte-
rests of Soviet nations, and
their specific features. Lenin
regarded the community of
interests of socialist nations
of the USSR as a cementing
factor. Shortly before the for-
mation of the USSR, Lenin
pointed out in an interview
to a British reporter: “Our
five years’ experience in sett-
ling the national question in
a country that contains a tre-
mendous number of nationa-
lities such as could hardly be
found in any other country,
gives us the full conviction
that under such circumstanc-
es the only correct attitude
to the interest of nations. . .
is to meet these interests in
full and provide conditions
that exclude any possibility
of conflicts on that score.”?

In its policy the Commun-
ist Party of the Soviet Union
is guided by Lenin’s behest
to pe as attentive as possible
to each nation and its inte-
rests. At the same time, the
CPSU works to facilitate the
further drawing together of
nations, and comes out aga-
inst any attempt to retard
the natural process of their
coming closer together,
which is in the vital interests
of all nations and nationali-
ties of the USSR.

2 V. L. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 83, p. 386.
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RETURN TO MOSCOW
(Continued from p. 69)

some form of democracy, to some
variety of the dictatorship of the
proletariat, to the varying rate of
socialist transformations in the dif-
ferent aspects of social life.”

Russia’s Feat

It is surely clear today that so-
cialism in the West will start from
a totally different level of economic
and social development, will be in-
fluenced by a wholly different his-
torical experience, and therefore un-
doubtedly will be confronted with
a somewhat different set of imme-
diate problems and different forms
to solve them than in the case of
the October Revolutionof 1917 in
Russia, 1949 in China, 1959 in Cu-
ba, each of which, as Lenin predic-
ted, contributed ‘“something of its
own” to the experience of world
revolution.

The Soviet people have travel-
led a long and difficult road. One
of Lenin’s first post-revolution slog-
ans, ‘“Electrification Plus Soviet
Power Equals Communism,” drama-
tized the low levels of capitalist
production inherited by the new
socialist state, and this decisive fact
placed industrialization as the key
task for survival. The task to in-
dustrialize the vast country required
the rapid training of a skilled
working class out of illiterate popu-
tation.

Today’s 246 million Soviet peo-
ple are not only a literate people.
By the end of the current ninth
five-year plan, 80 million will be
university graduates or have had
some form of higher education
above the high school level in the
vast system of technicums, institu-
tes and specialized colleges.

The first five-year plan launched
in 1928 a many-years struggle to
build the material base for social-
ism. The gigantic economic-indu-
strial-military power of the Soviet

Union is no longer in dispute on a
world scale. In fact we can see
how much the Soviet Union has
accomplished since its infancy only
55 years ago. This is an accomplish-
ment which, both directly and in-
directly, enables all the other so-
cialist countries today to develop
within the safety and mutuality
of the community of socialist sta-
tes.

From the Old to the New

Pride in Soviet achievement is
widespread here. But only the older
generations remember and know
first-hand how far they travelled to
get where they are today. And with
them, I too remember. . .

... 1981, the third year of the
first five-year plan. Our ration cards
to empty shops in Moscow procured
day after day nothing but some
bread, a salt herring, a few ounces
of sugar. But the giants of socialist
industry were being built—from
Moscow to Siberia, from Murmansk
to Odessa.

...1988, the year bread ration-
ing ended and the big food shops
were opened to all of us. A brief
interval of relatively eased living
just before the holocaust.

...1941, the Hitler invasion.
Twenty million Soviet men, women,
children—civilians, military, guer-
rilla fighters, of all nationalities—
were to die before Hitler fascism
was defeated.

... 1945 onward, the years of
reconstruction out of the chaos and
agony of war. Without Marshall
Plan dollars. Achieved once again
by tightened belts, self-denial, post-
poned realization of the full flower’s
growth of socialism.

Upon each return here in 1961,
1965 and now in 1972—after living
in Moscow for 7 years in 1931,
again in 1937 and 1941—1I visit old
friends and make new ones. I wan-
der old streets and explore new
districts. I marvel at the new and
recall how it used to be.
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I explore new housing districts
replete with new shopping centers,
schools, clinics, transport lines, child
care centres, green belt gardens for
each group of buildings. More than
half of Moscow’s seven-odd million
people have moved into new,
modern apartments.

Confident of the Future

My friends are pleased at my
pleasure at all I see about me and,
acceding with pride to all the
changes that have taken place, they
talk more of all that still needs to
be achieved. And as we compare
living standards and living costs,
I realize there is a whole area to
which they are so accustomed they
do not even mention it and, for
a moment, they are surprised when
I do. The rents on their new apart-
ments are the lowest in the world—
ranging from six to 20 rubles, de-
pending on actual size of the apart-
ment and the number of persons in
the family; their city transport fare

is from four to six cents; child -
care centers in every neighbourhood
and large factory cost a few rubles
a month; the neighbourhood clinics,
to which everyone is assigned, pre-
scribed treatment and hospital care
are free; sanatoria and vacation
homes for which the trade union
foots from 70 to 100 per cent of
the bill are yearly events. And
there is freedom from fear of un-
employment.

Each of the socialist countries
has given, and continues to give,
the international revolutionary mo-
vement rich experiences in the
varied paths to socialism and the
different forms of socialist develop-
ment. True international solidarity
is actively to defend and support
the right of all peoples to struggle,
develop, come to socialism and
build socialist society in their own
way.

This article has been

taken from the US
magazine Political Af-
fairs. N.Y.
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DMITRY USTINOV

Alternate Member of
the Politbureau, Secre-
tary of the CPSU

Central Committee

No man in history
is as dear to the
working people as
Lenin. No other
teaching in human
history has had such
tremendous effect on
the course of world
development as the
Marxist-Leninist
teaching.

Report by D. Ustinov
at the celebration
meeting in  Moscow
(April 20, 1973), de-
voted to the 103rd
birth anniversary of
V. I. Lenin.

Leninism Illuminates
the Road to Communism

As the years pass the life and work
of Vladimir Ilyich Lenin emerge more
clearly in all their grandeur—this bril-
liant thinker and unyielding revolutio-
nary who founded the Bolshevik Party
and the world’s first worker-and-peasant
state—the leader of the world working
class.

Under the banner of Lenin the
Soviet people have built an advanced
socialist society and are marching con-
fidently along the road to communism.
Guided by Lenin’s teachings the work-
ing people of fraternal socialist states
are building a new life. The proletarians
of all countries, the fighters for social
and national liberation draw revolution-
ary energy from Leninism. Lenin’s
teachings and cause are the internatio-
nal possessions mankind holds in com-
mon. And today millions of people
throughout the world celebrate the
103rd anniversary of Lenin’s birth to-
gether with our Party and our people.

This year we celebrate the annivers-
ary of Lenin’s birth concurrently with
the historic 50th anniversary of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. An
important political and theoretical docu-
ment devoted to this event—the Report
by Comrade L. I. Brezhnev, General Se-
cretary of the CPSU Central Commit-
tee—vividly depicts the spectacular
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achievements of the Soviet
people, presents the tasks and
prospects of our society’s fur-
ther development in the spirit
of the decisions of the 24th
CPSU Congress. The celebra-
tion of the USSR’s jubilee de-
veloped into a convincing de-
monstration of the historic
truth of Leninism, of the
mighty vital force of the so-
cialist system, of the trans-
forming revolutionary role of
the Communist Party.

I. COMMUNIST CONSTRUC-
TION: COURSE OF LENIN’S
PARTY

Our Party is rightly called
a Leninist Party. It was
founded by Lenin. He creati-
vely developed Marxism,
worked out the theoretical
foundations and organizatio-
nal principles of the militant
working class party, the stra-
tegy and tactics of Bolshev-
ism. Having built such a
party, Lenin gave it efficient
guidance in the triumphant
struggle for the socialist re-
volution and construction of
a new society.

The current year marks
the 70th anniversary of the
Second Congress of the Rus-
sian  Social-Democratic La-
bour Party, which was a turn-
ing point in the international
working class movement. The
formation of the world’s first
proletarian party of a new
type is connected with this
historic Congress.

The practice of the class
struggle and of socialist con-
struction has totally proven
the truth of Lenin’s teaching
that the party is the supreme
form of the revolutionary or-
ganization of the working
class, that it has the leading
role in the construction of
communism.

Being the ruling party
which has taken upon itself
the responsibility for the de-
stiny of the country, the
CPSU confidently leads our
country on the road to com-
munism. All the successes of
the Soviet people are linked
with the tireless activities of
the Party, with its tremend-
ous organizational and politi-
cal work. The Party charts
the course of Soviet society’s
development with Leninist
wisdom and perspicacity and
makes maximum use, as Le-
nin taught, of the boundless
potentialities of socialism, sets
the immediate tasks realistic-
ally, the Lenin way, and per-
sistently works for carrying
them out successfully. In its
entire domestic and foreign
policy the CPSU faithfully
follows Lenin’s behests. The
Party is always with Lenin.
Lenin is always with the Par-
ty. Therein lies the strength
of the Party, and Lenin’s im-
mortality.

The feelings of boundless
love and respect entertained
by the almost 15,000,000-
strong army of Soviet Com-
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munists for their tutor and
leader, their unshakeable de-
votion to Leninism—all this
is manifested in the solemn
and stirring act which initiat-
ed the exchange of Party do-
cuments—the issue of Party
Card No. 1 in the name of
Vladimir Ilyich Lenin.

The 24th Congress of the
CPSU stressed that in the
process of the construction
of communism the Party is
coming to play an ever great-
er role. This fact shows fully
the closer unity of the Party
ranks and the increased acti-
vity of each Party organiza-
tion and each Communist.
The initial results of the or-
ganizational and political
work done in connection with
the exchange of Party docu-
ments show what a broad
and favourable influence this
important work has on all
aspects of Party life, on en-
hancing the initiative and dis-
cipline of Communists. Today
every member of the Party is
more self-exacting and more

deeply aware of being a
champion of Lenin’s great
cause.

As he opens a Party card
of the new type, a Communist
reads Lenin’s remarkable
words: “The Party is the in-
telligence, honour and con-
science of our epoch”. Affilia-
tion with such a party is a
great joy, a great frust and at
the same time a great respon-
sibility. To be a Communist-

Leninist means to serve faith-
fully the cause of the work-
ing class and of all working
people, to spare no effort and
ability in the struggle for
communism, to be worthy of
the distinguished title of a
Party member always and in
everything one does. Follow-
ing Lenin’s directive Com-
munists inspire their comrad-
es in work by their initiative,
their personal example and
by the passionate word of the
Party, infuse communist ideo-
logy in all our deeds.

The Party is successfully
playing its leading and guid-
ing role because it is most
closely associated with the
masses and expresses their in-
terests profoundly and con-
sistently. The Soviet people
show complete trust in the
Communist Party and in its
militant leading body—the
Leninist Central Commitiee—
they fully approve and sup-
port the policy of the CPSU.
Convincing evidence of this
is the steady influx of work-
ing people into the Party, the
constant replenishment of its
ranks by the finest represen-
tatives of the glorious work-
ing class, the collective-farm
peasantry and the people’s
intelligentsia. The unity of
the Party and the people is
the source of the invincible
might of Soviet society.

The CPSU steadily steers
the line of the development
of socialist democracy, of
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drawing broad sections of
working people into the man-
agement of society. The work
of the Soviets—the political
basis of our society and the
fullest embodiment of its de-

mocracy—has become more
active and diverse.
The influence of mass

public organizations such as
trade unions and the Komso-
mol in various spheres of our
state, economic and cultural
life has markedly increased.
The life-asserting influence of
Lenin’s ideas is evident in the
creative work of Communists
and non-Party people, in their
activity, initiative and enthu-
siasm.

Lenin regarded economic
development as the major
area in the fight for commu-
nism. Back in 1922, just after
the Civil War, Lenin stressed,
as he determined the tasks of
the country’s development in
peacetime: “...now concen-
trate on economics”.! Lenin
proceeded from the assump-
tion that only a powerful and
highly developed economy
can be a strong material basis
of the new socialist society,
a reliable source for improv-
ing the people’s living stand-
ards, a guarantee of the in-
dependence and defence ca-
pacity of the Soviet state. Le-
nin formulated a strategic
plan of building socialist
economy in our country and

1 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,

Vol. 86, p. 588.

headed the incredibly hard
work of its realization.

The Leninist principles of
economic development—nati-
onal economic planning, de-
mocratic centralism, combina-
tion of one-man management
and effective participation of
working people in governing
the state, the organic unity
of material and moral incen-
tives, cost accounting and
mass emulation—have be-
come powerful means in the
development of socialist eco-
nomy.

Over a very short histori-
cal period our country has
gone from a bourgeois and
landlord system, from econo-
mic and cultural backward-
ness to a society of advanced
socialism with a modern eco-
nomy, a powerful scientific
and technical potential and
high cultural standards.

The achievements of So-
viet science have won univer-
sal recognition. Excellent So-
viet-made machines and de-
vices operate everywhere—on
the ground, on water and in
the air. Atomic power has
been made to serve man.
Outer space is becoming, to
an ever greater extent, not
only an object of exploration,
but also a source of practical
benefit for the national eco-
nomy. We owe all this to the
Leninist policy of our Party,
to the selfless work of the So-
viet people.

Proceeding from the in-



USSR: ADVANCED SOCIALIST

creased possibilities and re-
quirements of our society, the
24th CPSU Congress oriented
the economy to solve the di-
verse problems involved in
improving the people’s living
standards. At the same time,
heavy industry, the basis of
the country’s economic might,
will continue developing at a
high rate.

There is only one way of
fulfilling the socio-economic
programme mapped out by
the Party, namely to improve
in every way the effectiveness
of social production. The best
way to this end is to accele-
rate scientific and technologi-
cal progress, to improve the
system of economic manage-
ment, to use manpower, ma-
terial and financial resources
more efficiently and to in-
crease the efficacy of social-
ist emulation.

Our people are enthusiast-
ically fulfilling the ninth five-
year plan. Substantial pro-
gress has been made after the
Congress in strengthening our
country’s economic might, in
improving the Soviet people’s
living standards. We are now
accustomed to the magnitude
of our accomplishments, but
the present scope of creative
work forcibly strikes the ima-
gination even as compared
with that of the recent past.

In two years and three
months of the current five-
year plan period we have pro-
duced almost a trillion roub-
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les’ worth of manufactured
goods, which equals the total
output throughout the se-
venth five-year plan period
(1961-1965). In two years we
produced more gas, mineral
fertilizers, passenger cars, do-
mestic refrigerators and other
goods than in the whole of
the seventh five-year plan pe-
riod.

Our industry has made a
good start this year. The out-
put marketing plan for the
first quarter of the year was
fulfilled by 102 per cent, the
increment of industrial pro-
duction exceeds that of the
first quarter of 1972 by 6.4
per cent, and the increment
of the average daily output,
by 7.8 per cent.

Construction work has
grown tremendously in scope
in our country. In the past
two years, the fixed produc-
tion assets of the national
economy grew by almost 80
thousand million roubles.
This exceeds all the produc-
tion assets the country
had in 1950. About 800 big
state industrial enterprises, as
well as a large number of
shops, production lines and
other units, went into service.

All this convincingly testi-
fies to the enhanced possibi-
lities of Soviet industry, to
the heroic work done by the
working class and by our en-
tire people.

A gigantic effort is now
being made to carry out the
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In 1971, the first year of the ninth five-year plan period, the Soviet
Union outstripped the USA and advanced to take first place in the pro-
duction of steel. By the end of the ninth five-year plan period the USSR
will be producing 142-150 million tons of steel.

Photo: Construction of a blast furnace at the Novolipetsk iron and steel
works.



Every year 11 or 12 million Soviet people move to new, comfortable
apartments built at state expense. In the first two years of the ninth five-
year plan period alone, five million flats were built.

Photo: A new housing block in south-west Moscow.

In the ninth five-year plan period (1971-1975) electric power stations
with an aggregate capacity of 65-67 million kilowatts will be put into
operation in the Soviet Union.

Photo: The dam at the world’s most powerful Krasnoyarskaya hydropower
station (6 mln kw) recently completed on the Yenissei River.

6—513



USSR: ADVANCED SOCIALIST SOCIETY 82

comprehensive programme of
the further development of
agriculture mapped out by
the Party. In the period of
1971-1972, state capital in-
vestments into this branch of
the economy grew 1.7 times,
as compared with the first
two years of the previous
five-year period. The supply
of machinery, mineral fertil-
izers and building materials
to the countryside has subs-
tantially increased. Lenin’s
dream of irrigating the coun-
try’s arid areas is being rea-
lized. Today, an average of
more than 600,000 hectares
of newly irrigated lands are
put into use a year, or 1147
times more than the annual
average in the eighth five-
year period.

Last year climatic condi-
tions were extremely hard,
and we fell short of the plan
targets in the output of a
number of basic farm pro-
ducts. But even under those
hard conditions, an average
of 1,400 kg of grain per hec-

tare was reaped thanks to
the Party’s firm line of
strengthening the material

and technical base of agricul-
ture, to the intense efforts
and improved skill of the
working people in the coun-
tryside, to the nation-wide
effort aimed at preventing
crop failure. This is higher
than the average yearly crop
in the past five-year period.
As a result, the average grain

crop in the last two years
amounted to about 175 mil-
lion tons, which is seven mil-
lion tons more than the year-
ly average for the period
1966-1970. The rice crop
reached an all-time high, and
the cotton crop was the high-
est in the country’s history.

The spring-time sowing
campaign is now at its height.
Soviet farmers pledged to in-
crease the grain crop and to
expand the area sown to farm
crops, cereals in the first
place. They are fully deter-
mined not only to fulfil the
state plan for the current
year, but to compensate to
the maximum for last year’s
poor harvest and to make the
most of each farm’s resources.

In a word, all branches of
our economy have good pre-
requisites for overfulfilling all
the basic plan assignments in
1973, the decisive year of the
current five-year period. And
it is up to the working people
themselves, up to each one of
us to make these prerequisites
a reality.

The programme for im-
proving the people’s living
standards, charted by the
24th CPSU Congress, is being
steadily fulfilled. In the two
years of the current five-year
period, the total consumption
fund grew by 23,000,000,000
roubles. Railwaymen, a large
proportion of farm-machinery
operators, doctors, school-
teachers and certain other
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categories of working people
had their pay raised. Mini-
mum old-age pensions paid to
retired factory workers and
office employees were in-
creased; the social mainten-
ance system in the country-
side was improved; higher
grants are paid to students of
higher and secondary techni-
cal schools. The benefits to
the population from public
consumption funds grew al-
most 15 per cent.

Since the end of last year,
an important socio-economic
undertaking of the current
five-year period has been in
progress—the wages and sa-
laries of workers in the low-
and medium-pay brackets em-
ployed in industry, transport,
communications, state agri-
cultural enterprises and cer-
tain other branches are being
steadily increased. The scale
of the wundertaking ecan be
judged by the fact that it will
affect more than 50 million
people. As a result, the in-
comes of factory and office
workers will grow by about
9,000,000,060 roubles a year.
The new pay rates will al-
ready be operative this year
in the northern and eastern

parts of the country, the
Urals included.

Much is being done to
guarantee that the growing
monetary incomes of the
working people go hand in

hand with an appropriate in-
crease in the production of

6#'

consumer goods. In two years,
the retail goods turnover has
grown by more than 14 per
cent, and the volume of
everyday services rendered to
the population, by 23 per
cent. More than 4,500,000 new
flats have been built since the
beginning of the five-year pe-
riod.- The network of educa-
tional establishments, cultu-
ral, medical and children’s in-
stitutions is broadening, and
other major measures are be-
ing taken to improve the So-
viet people’s living conditions.
That is how the Party
broadly and purposefully sets
the task of improving the
people’s living standards in
Lenin’s way, and that is how,
in Lenin’s way, it carries out
those tasks on the basis and
to the extent of the growth of
social labour productivity.

In summing up the results
of our work we should sece,
as Lenin taught us, not only
our achievements, but our
shortcomings as well. And
there are still quite a few of
them. Many industrial enter-
prises, and even a number of
ministries do not wholly fulfil
plans for the sale of output,
the mastering of new machin-
ery, the growth of labour pro-
ductivity and profitability.
New projects are still intro-
duced slowly, the operating
capacities, raw stocks and
materials, as well as working
hours, are often being used
poorly. Wastefulness and ex-
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cesses still occur. It is our
common duty to take resolute
action against all these short-
comings.

We should more per-
sistently work to implement
the main task set by the
Party in the field of the eco-
nomy formulated by Comrade
L. 1. Brezhnev: “To effect a
radical change in orientation,
to switch the accent to inten-
sive methods of economic ma-
nagement and thereby sub-
stantially raise economic effi-
ciency.”? The key problem
here is to accelerate scientific
and technological progress.

Lenin demanded that all
the products of human intel-
lect, all the latest achieve-

2 L. I Brezhnev. The Fiftieth
Anniversary of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, M., 1972, p. 73.

ments of science and techno-
logy should be used in build-
ing communism. He gave us
brilliant examples of a genui-
nely scientific and revolution-
ary approach to the problems
of technological progress.

Lenin was the initiator and
organizer of drawing up the
first long-range economic de-
velopment plan in history,
based on the use of advanced
technology — the GOELRO
Plan.

This plan remains an ex-
cellent example of solving
scientific, technical, social and
economic problems in their
unity. As a Party and state
figure Lenin had a very keen
sense of the new and could
visualize the prospects of the
development and practical
utilization of new scientific
and technical ideas.

SOVIET ECONOMY: ITS PLACE IN WORLD PRODUCTION

Look at the map of the world. The Soviet Union is the lar-
gest state with all its territories taking up one-sixth of the
earth’s land surface The population of the USSR is 250 million,
one-fourteenth of the world total.

The Soviet Union 1is rich in mineral resources and ranks
among the first in the world in prospected deposits of coal, oil,
gas, iron and manganese ores, non-ferrous and rare metals and
other natural resources.

Soviet industry, which is the basis of the country’s economic
might and the well-being of its people, is making rapid head-
way. It accounts for about one-fifth of world industrial pro-
duction. In 1922, half-century ago, the Soviet Union’s share in
world industrial output amounted to about one-hundredth.

Today the USSR produces almost one-sixth of the world’s oil,
about one-fourth of the coal, almost one-third of the iron ore.

Soviet iron and steel workers smelt annually more than one-
fifth of the world output of steel and pig iron.

Metal is known to be one of the foundations of modern eco-
nomy. For instance, this is how the gap in the steel production
of the USA and the USSR has been bridged in the last half-
century: in 1922, the Soviet Union smelted 118 times less steel

0
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We must learn Lenin’s at-
titude to science and tech-
nology. This is especially im-
portant now that the Party
and the people are concen-
trating on the solution of the
task set by the 24th CPSU
Congress—to bring about an
organic combination of the
achievements of the scientific
and technical revolution and
the advantages of the social-
ist economic system.

It is essential, above all, to
create the economic and or-
ganizational conditions which
would best promote greater
effectiveness in research work
and speed up the practical
use of its results. An impor-
tant- role is to be played by
the long-range prognoses of
the development of science,
technology and production, as
well as interbranch plans

which ensure the coordinated
work of research institutions,
industrial enterprises and as-
sociations at all stages of the
development and introduction
of new technology.

The Central Committee of
the Party deems it expedient
to concentrate efforts and
means on promising research
and projects that would per-
mit to develop science and
raise the technical standards
of the national economy. It
is extremely important for in-
dustrial enterprises to show
more promptitude in launch-
ing the production of better
machines and equipment, of
high-quality goods for the po-
pulation, in the broad use of
highly efficient technology,
in the comprehensive use of
raw and other materials.

After the 24th Congress,

than the USA, while during the first year of the ninth five-year
plan (1971-1975), the USSR smelted much more steel than the
United States, the leading power of the capitalist world.

Soviet-power stations generate more than one-seventh of the
world’s electricity and the Soviet Union annually produces one-
fifth of world’s mineral fertilizers.

Soviet mills produce one-fifth of the cotton and woollen fa-
brics. Of each ten tons of sugar one is produced at Soviet refi-
neries. The Soviet Union’s agricultural and animal produce ac-
counts for one-ninth of world agricultural production.

Of world annual agricultural output the Soviet Union ac-
counts for: cotton—one-fifth; potatoes—one-third; wheat—one-

third; rye—about half.

It also accounts for more than one-fifth of world annual
milk production and more than one-seventh of the world output

of wool.

As far as all spheres of material production are concerned,
the Soviet Union has doubled its national income in 10 years
by the beginning of the present, ninth five-year plan period
(1961-1970), while the United States required 20 years for the
same purpose (1951-1970), and it took Great Britain 32 years
(1989-1970), and the FRG 15 years (1956-1970).

From the Soviet Press
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our industry made substantial
headway in these directions.
In the current five-year pe-
riod, an average of 3,500
items have been put into se-
rial production every year, as
against 1,700 in the past five-
year period. Obsolete items
are now withdrawn from pro-
duction more speedily. There
has been definite progress in
improving the quality of
goods. A uniform system of
state approbation of output
has been introduced. More
than 7,500 items of the So-
viet industry’s output have
been awarded the state quali-
ty mark. However, the Party
committees, economic agen-
cies and all our workers, still
have much to do to fulfil the
Congress’ instructions to ac-
celerate technological pro-
ress and considerably im-
prove the quality of output.

The Party believes that a
main trend in its economic
policy is to improve the sys-
tem of production manage-
ment, to obtain a smoother
operation of our economic
mechanism. The December
1972 Plenary Meeting of the
CPSU  Central Committee
firmly insisted on improving
centralized planning, raising
the technical and economic
substantiation of plans, on
strengthening discipline and
stepping up responsibility for
fulfilment of state assign-
ments. We need to improve
planning and economic work

in all sectors of the econo-
my—from factory shops and
enterprises to ministries and
central economic agencies, to
make full use of the advanta-
ges offered by socialist plan-
ning, the possibilities of con-
centration and centralization
of production.

“Communism”, Lenin
wrote, “requires and presup-
poses the greatest possible
centralization of large-scale
production throughout the
country.” ® The recent resolu-
tion of the CPSU Central
Committee and of the USSR
Council of Ministers on im-
proving the structure of eco-
nomic management is very
important in this connection.
The enlargement of industrial
enterprises, the establishment
of big production associations,
the changeover of most bran-
ches to the two- or three-link
management system are in-
tended to speed the concen
tration of industrial produc-
tion and development of cost
accounting principles in eco-
nomic management,

In the prevailing condi-
tions ever greater importance
is assumed by economic me-
thods of management. Prices
and credit, profit and mate-
rial incentive funds, plan
quotas—all the economic lev-
ers should impel industrial
enterprises to make the most

8 V. L. Lenin. Collected TWorks,
Vol. 42, p. 96.
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of their reserves, to draw up
intensive production plans, to
speed up the application of
the achievements of science
and technology in production.
It is in this direction that the
mechanism of the economic
reform is being improved.

Automatic systems play an
ever greater role in control-
ling production processes,
running enterprises and bran-
ches of production. In the
past two years as many such
systems were put into opera-
tion as in the whole of the
last five-year period. At pre-
sent, more than half the
Union ministries and central
economic organizations use
electronic computers in con-
trol and planning processes.
It is relevant to note, how-
ever, that automated control
systems could be used on a
broader scale and much more
efficiently.

The growing scope of pro-
duction and the complication
of economic ties in our eco-
nomy, the broadening of the
rights of industrial enterpri-
ses and associations presup-
pose greater responsibility of
collectives and their manag-
ers for the state of affairs in
production, for the strength-
ening of labour and state dis-
cipline. And it is most gratify-
ing to note that the collec-
tives themselves are coming
out more resolutely and fre-
quently against those who
impede our advance.
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People have always been
the decisive factor in the suc-
cessful fulfilment of the plans.
Their creative initiative and
skill, organization and persis-
tent work are embodied in
towns, electric stations, plants
and collective farms, in all

that forms our country’s
wealth.
Soviet working people

have stepped up their social
and productive activity in the
past few years. This manifests
itself, above all, in socialist
emulation to which Lenin at-
tached tremendous import-
ance. ‘“The organization of
competition”, he wrote, “must
take a prominent place among
the tasks of the Soviet Gov-
ernment in the economic
sphere.” *

The Party called on fac-
tory workers and collective
farmers and on specialists of
the national economy fo
launch an all-Union emula-
tion for the fulfilment and
overfulfilment of the 1973
state plan. This appeal evok-
ed a ready response through-
out the country and caused
a powerful wave of new re-
markable initiatives. The
front-ranking industrial en-
terprises of Moscow and
Leningrad initiated emula-
tion under the motto: “Shock
work from the early days of
1973!”. The metallurgists of

4 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 27, p. 206.
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Magnitka, miners of the Don-
bas and the Kuzbas launched
an emulation drive for more
efficient use of machinery.
The method of team econo-
mic accounting, suggested by
Moscow construction work-
ers, is winning a wide follow-
ing. It ensures a substantial
curtailment of construction
schedules and effects a large
saving. The grain growers of
the Kuban initiated a drive
for bumper harvests.

The front-ranking women
workers of the Moscow elec-
tronic-valve plant came out
with a valuable initiative.
They pledge one hour a week
to make products out of sav-
ed materials. If this initiative
is taken up on a national
scale, it will mean thousands
of millions of roubles’ worth
of extra output, considering
the present scope of produc-
tion. Thus, the rivulets of
creative initiative merge into
the stream of a nation-wide
movement for raising produc-
tion efficiency.

Socialist emulation has
now acquired a new scale and
scope. At the same time it is
being largely enriched in both
form and content. The main
motto of emulation today is
to provide the country with
more goods of better quality
and at a lesser cost.

The people of older gene-
rations remember the move-
ment for counter-plans which
emerged in the course of the

fulfilment of the earlier five-
year plans. Now such plans
do not only embody the con-
tinuity of labour traditions,
but help to adapt to new con-
ditions the time-tested me-
thods of economic manage-
ment. The counter-plans hap-
pily combine the assignments
of the state plan with local
initiative and with socialist
pledges of the collectives.
Consequently, emulation be-
comes more purposeful and
active, and the reserves re-
vealed are taken into account
and put to use much faster.
It is the duty of the Party,
trade-union, Komsomol and
economic  organizations to
work for a consistent imple-
mentation of the Leninist
principles of socialist emula-
tion: broad publicity, compa-
rison of the results obtained,
the sharing of advanced pro-
duction techniques.

Plenums of local Party
committees and general mee-
tings of Communists devoted
to the results of the Decem-
ber 1972 Plenary Meeting of
the CPSU Central Committee
actively and creatively dis-
cussed topical problems of
our economic development
and mapped out ways of the
fullest possible utilization of
the advantages offered by
our economy. The working
people of all the Union Re-
publics pledged to give the
country this year 4,500,000,000
roubles’ worth of industrial
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output over and above the
plan. This will be a weighty
contribution to the fulfilment
of the five-year plan, an ex-
cellent gift to the mother-
land.

Tomorrow Soviet people
will come to their enterprises
and construction projects,
fields and farms to take part
in the All-Union Communist
Subbotnik and to manifest
their loyalty to the traditions
of the Great Beginning and
to Lenin’s cause.

Allow me at this solemn
meeting to wish great success
to all the participants in this
wonderful festival of labour.

The Party considers the
intensification of work for the
communist moulding of work-
ing people and for enhancing
their political and labour acti-
vity to be the necessary con-
dition for the implementation
of our plans and a most im-
portant factor of the progress
of socialist society. The Party
persistently works for the in-
tegrity of economic and ideo-
logical and educational work
and demands that the moral
and political consequences of
economic and administrative
decisions be taken into consi-
deration.

The steady upswing of the
entire ideological work is pro-
moted by the new ideas and
conclusions to be found in the
materials of the 24th CPSU
Congress, in the documents
related to the 50th annivers-

ary of the USSR and the re-
solutions of the Central Com-
mittee of our Party. This ref-
ers, first and foremost, to the
theses on the advanced social-
ist society, on the Soviet peo-
ple as a new historic com-
munity of people, and on the
ways of building the material
and technical basis of com-
munism. The development of

these and other pressing
theoretical and political prob-
lems has replenished the

treasure-house of Marxism-
Leninism, strengthened the
scientific foundation and ex-
tended the opportunities in-
herent in ideological educa-
tion, and has strengthened its
bonds with practice.

While fostering in the So-
viet people the ideas of scien-
tific communism, the spirit of
proletarian  internationalism
and a communist attitude to
work, the Party resolutely
comes out against infiltration
of bourgeois and petty-bour-
geois views and morals into
our midst. For a Communist,
and for a Soviet citizen, active
struggle against hostile ideo-
logical influences is a struggle
for the triumph of the social-
ist principles, the triumph of
our ideals.

The high moral qualities
of the builders of communism
are asserted in the uncom-
promising struggle against
such phenomena, alien to our
system, as indifference to po-
litics and to public interests,
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hooliganism and drunken-
ness, misappropriation of so-
cialist property. We have to
combat these and other ne-
gative phenomena by every
means at our disposal-—ideo-
logical-educational work, ad-
ministrative action, the incul-
cation in each individual of
requirements and habits of an
intellectually mature, highly
cultured member of socialist
society, a more exacting atti-
tude toward one’s self and
others.

By its work in the fields
of the economy, culture and
ideology, the Party streng-
thens and develops our social
and state system, and asserts
the Soviet socialist way of
life.

Characteristic of this way
of life are social optimism,
firm confidence in the morrow
based on the great socio-eco-
nomic gains of socialism, on
the guaranteed right to work
and the steady improvement
of living standards. This way
of lifeis distinguished by a
profoundly humane and col-
lectivist nature of people’s re-
lationships, born of the unity
of their interests and aims.
This way of life presupposes
a high degree of conscious-
ness, intolerance of shortco-
mings, social activism based
on a developed sence of res-
ponsibility of each for the af-
fairs of his collective and
society as a whole.

The Soviet way of life is

our most valuable possession,
our national pride. It is deve-
loping and becoming enrich-
ed in the day-to-day practice
of economic and cultural de-
velopment. The more pur-
posefully and better we work
today, the sooner will Lenin’s
ideas about the all-round de-
velopment of man, and the
complete triumph of com-
munism be realized.

II. SOCIALISM AND PEACE ARE
INDIVISIBLE

By its revolutionary, pro-
gressive influence on world
processes, socialism asserts
peace and friendship between
peoples. As the new system
discloses its advantages, its
appeal to all conscious work-
ing people becomes greater,
as Lenin predicted. It is in
socialism that the world re-
volutionary movement and
working people justly see an
example of the realization of
people’s dreams, their hope
and support.

The Soviet Union upholds
in the international arena the
supreme truth of life—the in-
terests of the working class,
of all working people, the
ideals of socialism and com-
munism. Lenin’s Party is effi-
ciently applying the foreign
policy principles bequeathed
by our great leader, as a
powerful weapon in the
struggle against imperialism,
for peace, democracy and so-
cialism, as an active means of
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protecting the freedom and
independence of the people.

Questions of foreign poli-
cy, questions connected with
the implementation of the
Peace Programme put for-
ward by the 24th CPSU Con-
gress constitute an object of
the special attention of the
Party’s Central Committee
and the Soviet Government.
The Politbureau and Comrade
L. I. Brezhnev, General Se-
cretary of the CPSU Central
Committee, personally, pay
daily attention to these ques-
tions, dealing with them thor-
oughly and concretely. The
unprecedented “peace offen-
sive” of the Soviet Union that
has been developing in recent
years and the important im-
provements achieved, in all
spheres of international rela-
tions, testify to the truly ti-
tanic activities aimed at en-
suring favourable external
conditions for building com-
munism, at strengthening uni-
versal peace. A worthy ap-
praisal of these activities is
offered by the fact that they
have won extensive recogni-
tion of the peoples of the so-
cialist community, of all pro-
gressive world public opinion.

Historical experience shows
convincingly that the succes-
ses achieved in the construc-
tion of the new society form
the most reliable basis for the
consistent class foreign policy
and the successful struggle
for peace and peaceful coex-
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istence. The changing balance
of forces in the international
arena is determined, to an
ever greater extent, by the
fact that socialist economy is
the most dynamic economy
in the world. The high rates
of economic development of
the Soviet Union and the fra-

ternal countries are stable
and are accompanied by a
steady improvement in the

working people’s
cultural standards.

living and

Last year, the total indu-
strial output of the CMEA
member-states topped rough-
ly eightfold the 1950 figure,
whereas in the developed ca-
pitalist countries the corres-
ponding increase was three-
fold. The successes achieved
by the world socialist econo-
my are all the more impressi-
ve against the background of
the further deepening of the
general crisis of the capitalist
system. Many examples illu-
strate today the unprecedent-
ed force of the law of the un-
even economic and political
development of capitalism,
the law which Lenin discov-
ered. The inter-imperialist
contradictions are becoming
more acute. The chronic in-
stability of capitalist economy
finds its expression in pe-
riodic  slumps, unemploy-
ment, growing inflation and
currency crises. Monopoly
oppression grows, and exploi-
tation of working people assu-
mes ever more subtle forms.
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“That’s my favourite corn!”

Nikolai Lisogorsky
(USSR)
Krokodil
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Eryk Lipinski
(Poland)
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The prospects opening up
before the peoples of socialist
countries are entirely differ-
ent. The coordination of eco-
nomic development plans and
the joint work being done
within the framework of the
comprehensive programme of
socialist integration enable our
countries not only to make
more rational use of their re-
sources, but also to cope with
the tasks which would have
been much harder to accom-
plish single-handed. By joint
effort, the CMEA countries
solve the complex problems
involved in keeping their na-
tional economies supplied
with many kinds of raw ma-
terials, fuel, machines, equip-
ment, fransport and comput-
ers, and do joint research.
This opens the way to a fuller
utilization of the growing po-
tential of world socialism.

Close inter-party ties, all-
round cooperation and mu-
tual assistance, the intensive
exchange of experience in so-
cialist and communist con-
struction, the growing foreign
policy interaction and mutual
cultural enrichment — such
are the relations between
the fraternal parties and peo-
ples of socialist countries to-
day. This is precisely the em-
bodiment of the Leninist
principles of proletarian in-
ternationalism.

Lenin had prophesied that
the time would come when
the international unification

of the triumphant proletariat
in several countries would
have a decisive influence on
world politics. This prediction
is becoming historical reality.

I would like specifically to
underscore the fruitfulness of
fraternal foreign policy co-
operation. That is evidenced
by the indisputable successes
recorded by the Soviet Union
and the socialist countries in
the struggle for the streng-
thening of international secu-
rity. The most important of
these successes is the ending
of the Vietnam war, the long-
est and bloodiest in the last
decades. This was made pos-
sible primarily by the staunch-
ness and courage of the pa-
triotic forces of Vietnam, by
the mass heroism of the Viet-
namese people. It was made
possible by the firm support
of the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries, of all pro-
gressive forces in the world.
This victory is of truly his-
toric importance.

The outcome of the events
in Vietnam reflected the new
alignment of world forces,
the further weakening of the
imperialist positions. It show-
ed clearly that today the
peace-loving peoples can suc-
cessfully withstand imperial-
ist pressure and aggression.
The interventionists put a
monsirous war machine into
action, they went to the
length of mass annihilation of
the civilian population, lost
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scores of thousands of their
own men, spent almost
$ 150,000,000,000 but, despite
all its efforts, the world’s big-
gest imperialist power was
compelled to retreat.

We consider it our inter-
nationalist duty to resolutely
support the Government of
the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam and the Provisional
Revolutionary Government of
the Republic of South Viet-
nam in their effort to con-
solidate peace, to ensure the
fulfilment of the Paris agree-
ments and to realize the na-
tional aspirations of the Viet-
namese people.

The mounting support
given by Asian countries to
the idea of collective security
will be conducive to the im-
provement of the situation in
that part of the world.

The strengthening Soviet-
Indian friendship, the devel-
opment of the economic and
cultural contacts between the
Soviet Union and Japan as
well as other Asian states are
of great importance.

New  opportunities are
presenting themselves in Eu-
rope for safeguarding security
and promoting broad-scale in-
ternational cooperation. For
us, the problem of European
security is not an abstract
notion. Our people remember
the nazi aggression, which
started from the centre of
Europe, the loss of more than
20,000,000 Soviet lives, the
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destruction of tens of thous-
ands of our own cities and
villages. That is why the So-
viet Union and other frater-
nal socialist countries have
been working so persistently
for years on end for the pro-
vision in Europe of firm gua-
rantees of peace.

Our constructive policy is
meeting with ever greater un-
derstanding on the part of
realistically-minded people. It
can be said with satisfaction
that the results of the post-
war development in Europe
are now consolidated by offi-
cial recognition of the invio-
lability of the existing bord-
ers. The contacts between the
USSR, on the one hand, and
such influential states as
France and the FRG, on the
other, are broadening. A four-
power agreement on West
Berlin has been concluded.
The policy of diplomatic
blockade of the German De-
mocratic Republic has suffer-
ed fiasco. The GDR and the
FRG have signed an agree-
ment on the principles which
are to underlay relations be-
tween them. Practical prepa-
rations are under way for
an all-European conference
which is expected to lay the
foundations of the future
peaceful development of Eu-
rope under the conditions of
security and equal coopera-
tion of all the states of the
continent.

The interests of securing
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peace insistently call for the
sclution of the disarmament
problem. Although the road
to disarmament is not easy,
such important acts as the
Soviet-American  Agreement
on Limitation of Strategic Of-
fensive Arms and the Conven-
tion on the Banning and De-
struction of Biological Weap-
ons show that, given a realis-
tic approach, agreement is
quite possible in this field. If
our partners display realism
and respect for the principle
of mutual security at the cur-
rent negotiations, we may ex-
pect further steps towards
limiting the arms race.

It is universally recogniz-
ed that the political climate

in the world has improved
markedly after the Soviet-
American talks in Moscow

last May. These talks may be
described as a turning point
in normalizing relations be-
tween the USA and the USSR.

We see that there is room
for a still further improve-
ment of Soviet-American re-
lations, but we also see that
inn the United States there are
forces opposed to this trend.
As for the Soviet Union’s po-
sition, it was clearly defined
by Comrade L. I. Brezhnev
who said: “If the two coun-
tries—the USSR and the
USA—will really follow the
course charted jointly during
the Moscow  negotiations,
then, we believe, it might be
possible to take new substan-

tial steps in developing So-
viet-American relations for
the benefit of the peoples of
the two countries and for
universal peace during furth-
er contacts.” ®

The development of rela-
tions of peaceful coexistence
means the broadening of con-
structive cooperation in the
economic, scientific, technical
and cultural fields. Its possibi-
lities have increased immense-
ly in the conditions of a tur-
bulent growth of the econo-
mic potential of the Soviet
Union and of the entire so-
cialist community. The world
public is increasingly aware
of the hopelessness of placing
obstacles in the way of devel-
oping contacts with socialist
countries. It goes without say-
ing that these contacts can
only be based on mutual ad-
vantage and equality, on the
total renunciation of discri-
mination and interference
into internal affairs of others.

Much has been done over
the past few years to prevent
the danger of a thermonuclear
war and to ensure peaceful
cooperation of the peoples.
But there are still many
things which call for continu-
ed vigilance on our part. Not
all obstacles have as yet been
removed in the way of a po-
litical settlement in Indo-
china. Israel continues its ag-

5 L. L. Brezhnev. The Fiftieth An-
niversary of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, M., 1972, p: 58.
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gression against the Arab
states. We are solidly behind
the latter in their righteous
cause. We shall continue to
support steadfastly the natio-
nal liberation movement, the
just struggle of the peoples
against colonialism and neo-
colonialism.

The Communist Party, al-
Lenin’s

ways mindful of
warning that imperialism
seeks to solve international

problems through violence, is
doing everything necessary to
strengthen and improve the
defence might of socialism.
Thanks to the concern of the
Party, the Soviet state and
the entire people, thanks to
the efforts of the defence in-
dustry workers, our Armed
Forces are equipped with the
latest arms and materiel. The
combat readiness of the So-
viet Army and Navy is on a
high level. And we had plenty
of occasion to see that this
has a most sobering effect on
all kinds of war-mongers.
The Soviet Armed Forces
stand guard over our peace-
ful creative work, and vain
are the efforts of imperialist
and Peking propaganda to
whip up the myth of a “So-
viet military threat”. The peo-
ples of all countries know,
and we want to stress that
once again, that all defence
might of the USSR exists only
for the defence of socialism,
of the freedom and security
of peoples, for defence of the

7—513

noble cause of democracy and

peace!
One of Lenin’s main lega-
cies to Communists, to the

working class was the direc-
tive to strengthen the prole-
tarian ranks. Our Party con-
siders itself an inalienable
part of the international com-
munist and working class
movement. It steadfastly car-
ries out the tested Marxist-
Leninist principles of proleta-
rian internationalism, active-
ly works for cohesion of the
ranks of the entire anti-im-
perialist front, its communist
vanguard in the first place.

We have made substantial
headway over the past few
years in solving this vital
problem. After the 1969 Mos-
cow Meeting, relations be-
tween the communist and
workers’ partiés have become
still closer, and their home
and foreign policy activities
more effective. This is evid-
enced by the recent major
successes achieved by Com-
munists along with other left-
wing forces in France and
Chile, by the development of
the bilateral and multilateral
cooperation between the frat-
ernial parties.

We must note that Pek-
ing’s anti-Leninist and social-
chauvinistic position still re-
mains a serious obstacle in
the way of the anti-imperial-
ist struggle. It is strange and
monstrous, to use Lenin’s
words, that the present Chi-
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nese leaders, who lay claim
to some kind of special revo-

lutionary standing, should
have cast the principles of
proletarian internationalism

aside. It is strange and mon-
strous that Peking’s interna-
tional policy is permeated
with anti-Sovietism and a spi-
rit of dissension as regards
the communist and national
liberation movement, that it
actually plays into the hands
of the out-and-out anti-com-
munists.

This anti-Leninist course
does considerable damage to
the interests of the interna-
tional working class, to world
socialism, to the interests of
the Chinese people them-
selves. This is why our Party
and Communist-Leninists of
all countries have always op-
posed and will continue to
oppose the Maoist course, will
fight for the unity of all the
revolutionary forces of today.
We believe that in the end the
artificial barriers put up by
the Peking leadership in the
way of cooperation with the
USSR and other socialist
countries will be removed and
the Chinese people will take
a worthy place in the family
of fraternal countries, in the
common ranks of the fighters
against imperialism.

Lenin saw the guarantee
of the triumph of our revolu-
tionary cause in the unity of
world socialism, of the inter-
national communist and
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workers’ movement, in their
close alliance with the strug-
gle of all the oppressed. We
have always abided by Le-
nin’s policy and will never
deviate from it.

Our firm conviction that
the cause of peace will in the
long run win out, grows with
the develepment of the anti-
war movement of the peoples
and of the broad democratic
public. We stand for a real
and ever more active influ-
ence of the popular masses
on world politics. Hence, the
idea of holding a World Con-
gress of Peace Forces is sup-
ported by the Soviet people.

One cannot help but re-
joice as one observes modern
historical development. For
all its contradictions, for all
the difficulties encountered by
individual countries in the
way of social progress, we
clearly see that the world is
developing in Lenin’s way.
The ideas of socialism and
communism, freedom and in-
dependence, brotherhood and
friendship between peoples,
the life cause of Vladimir
Ilyich Lenin, have gained
popular following and beco-
me a powerful material force
paving the way to the happy
future of mankind.

Behind the great teaching
of Lenin lies the truth of his-
tory, the vital interests of the



overwhelming majority of the
earth’s population, the objec-
tive need of the communist
transformation of society.
To prepare by many years
of effort for the transition to
communism—that is how Le-
nin defined the programme
aim of our Party, of the So
viet people’s creative labour. ¢
To date, we have covered a
considerable part of the road
leading to this objective. On
the basis of the successes al-
ready achieved, we shall con-
finue working and living in
Lenin’s way, asserting the im-
mortal cause of Lenin, the
cause of the Communist Par-

ty, by uall our aspirations
and deeds, by labour and
struggle.

Long live the Leninist
Communist Party of the So-
viet Union, the inspirer
and organizer of all our

victories!

Long live the heroic So-
viet people, the builder of
communism, and may it pros-
per!

Long live Marxism-Lenin-
ism, the eternal and invincible
international teaching!

6 See V. I. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 33, p. 58
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Interviews

GRAIN PRODUCTION: A KEY
PROBLEM

Questions: Why do we in the USSR
attach so much importance to ex-
panding grain production? Why is
the target figure for 1973 so high
(197 .4 million tons of grain)?

These and other questions of an
APN correspondent were answered
by Kirill NAZARENKO, Deputy
Minister of Agriculture of the
USSR, and the country’s foremost
specialist on grain production.
Answer: The need for protein—this
is the crux of the matter. Increase
in grain production is, indeed, a
key problem in Soviet agriculture,
and the demand for grain is stea-
dily growing. And it is not so much
a matter of producing more food as
more f[odder grain.

According to a report recently
made public by the UN Commission
on Human Rights, the calorific va-
lue of nutrition in the Soviet Uni-
on is higher than in the Federal
Republic of Germany or Great Bri-
tain.

The data published by the UN
Commission have merely confirmed
the studies of Soviet agricultural
specialists. Per capita daily consum-
ption of food in the USSR amounts
to 8,100-3,200 calories. This means
that the Soviet Union ranks among
the countries with the highest level
of nutrition.

The share of animal produce,
vegetables and fruit in the daily
diet of Soviet people is growing at
a fast rate, while the consumption
of bread is gradually decreasing.
However, Soviet scientists working
on diet problems maintain that the
amount of protein in the present
diet is still insufficient. That is
why the consumption of meat,
milk and eggs in the USSR should



be increased. In order to raise the
protein content it is necessary to
expand grain production and in-
crease the grain content of fodder.
In other words, when talking about
increasing grain production we
actually mean an expansion of live-
stock farming.

O: How would you assess the re-
sults of 19722

A: The unusually unfavourable cli-
matic conditions last year cannot
blot out the outstanding achieve-
ments scored by Soviet grain-grow-
ers during the last decade.

Despite the severe drought, the
USSR had a grain crop of 168 mil-
lion tons last year, thus maintain-
ing the level of the average annual
grain harvest of the past 8th five-
year period (1966-1970). Moreover,
it was 28 million tons more than
in 1962, the best year in the 7th
five-year period. Grain production
is thus becoming increasingly sta-
ble. It should be noted that in our
history there were only four years
—1966, 1968, 1970 and 1971—when
we produced more grain than in
1972.

1 should also like to add that
agricultural conditions in the USSR
are far more complex than in the
USA, Canada and Western Eu-
Tope.

Q: What are the current plans?

A: A long-term programme for im-
proving the people’s standard of
living has been adopted and is now
being implemented in the USSR.
This is the main task of the Soviet
9th five-year plan.

Agricultural production accounts
for 75 per cent of the total output
of consumer goods. The consump-
tion of milk and dairy produce in
the USSR is much greater than in
the FRG, Great Britain and the
USA. The consumption of meat is
also rising. As compared with 1970,
the sales of meat increased 22 per
cent, and of eggs—36 per cent.

I don’t want to cite too many
figures but I would like to say
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something about the plans of our
live-stock farmers.

In 1978 it is planned to com-
mission egg-producing poultry fac-
tories with a total of 9.6 million
laying hens (in 1971 the figure was
5.6 million hens), and broiler-pro-
ducing factories with a total of 29
million hens (in 1971 the figure
was 10.4 million). The head of live-
stock will also increase.

That explains our grain target

figure for 1978: 197.4 million tons.
Q: Do you think the target will be
met?
A: Fulfilment of the grain produc-
tion plan is ensured by the imple-
mentation of a number of compre-
hensive measures aimed at intensi-
fying agricultural production in the
USSR. The three major factors in
the intensification are a high de-
gree of mechanization, chemicaliza-
tion of agriculture and large-scale
land reclamation. All this will make
it possible to raise the efficiency
of agriculture. Of great importance
is the use of scientific achieve-
ments, in particular, plant selec-
tion. Highly productive varieties
are a major factor in increasing
grain yield. Here is an example:
“Bezostaya-1" is one of the best
varieties of “sturdy” wheat bred
by Academician Pavel Lukyanen-
ko. It holds first place in the world
among the winter wheat varieties.
It is sown on 8 million hectares in
the USSR and on about 3 million
hectares in other countries. ‘“Bezo-
staya-1" yields up to 50-60 cent-
ners per hectare at the best farms
of the USSR and other countries.
Of late, new varieties, such as
“Avrora”’, “Kavkaz” and ‘“Miro-
novskaya-Yubileinaya”, whose yield
is even higher (up to 70-75 cent-
ners per hectare) are cultivated in
the USSR.

All this shows that our plans are
realistic and that Soviet agricultu-
ral policy is sound.

(APN)
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Socialist Economic
Integration: Results
and Prospects

Politicheskoye samoobrazovaniye No. 2, 1973 (C)

Much valuable experience has been
gained by the world socialist communi-
ty in the field of cooperation between so-
cialist countries in the economic, politi-
cal and defence spheres, and in the fur-
ther development of the economic in-
tegration of the CMEA member-count-
ries.

The decisions of the 26th Session of
the CMEA, the results of the meeting *
in the Crimea in 1972 of the leaders of
the communist and workers’ parties of
the fraternal countries, and the results
of bilateral negotiations of party and
government delegations are all impor-
tant practical steps towards carrying
out the course of economic integration
of socialist states, of strengthening their
unity and cohesion.

Implementation of the tasks out-
lined in the Comprehensive Programme
makes it possible to carry out more ef-
fectively production, technical, trade
and financial cooperation among CMEA
member-states and to adopt more effi-
cient methods of planned guidance of
this cooperation. The norms of econo-
mic 1nterre1ationships worked out in the
past are now acquiring new content in
the conditions of integration. Internatio-
nal ties are not only broadening, but
are also qualitatively improving.
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The admission of the Re-
public of Cuba to the Council
for Mutual Economic Assis-
tance at the 26th CMEA Ses-
sion was a significant event.
It was evidence of the
CMEA’s growing authority.

Socialist economic inte-
gration differs radically from
capitalist integration both in
the objectives pursued, in the
forms and methods employ-
ed, and in its socio-political
implications. Socialist integra-
gration carries into effect pu-
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blic ownership of the means
of production and the plan-
ned system of economic ma-
nagement. Capitalist integra-
tion strengthens the sway of
the capitalist monopolies, it
is based on subordination of
the weaker to stronger part-
ners, and thus undermines
the foundations of the sover-
eignty of member-states. So-
cialist and capitalist integra-
tion, therefore, manifest basi-
cally different  historical
trends of social development.

Increasing the Scope of Cooperation in the Field

of Production

The state of the economy
of the CMEA countries in
1971-1972  testifies to the
steady growth of their econo-
mic, scientific and technical
potential, to a broadening of
the material base for further
raising the people’s standard
of living.

The economic growth of
the CMEA member-countries
is largely connected with the
process of deepening the in-
ternational socialist division
of labour. This process calls
forth, specifically, the neces-
sity to set up in each country
an industrial structure design-
ed for active participation
in international specialization
and cooperation of produc-
tion.

In the field of material
production, in 1971-1972, the

main emphasis was on mutu-
al delivery of machines and
equipment both within the
framework of foreign trade
exchanges and of joint deli-
veries. As in previous years,
mutual trade in machinery
and equipment grew faster
than the export trade as a
whole.

On the other hand, deve-
lopment of industrial produc-
tion has now, in the conditi-
ons of the scientific and tech-
nical revolution, become un-
thinkable without the close
association, technological in-
terdependence and amalgam-
ation of production potenti-
als of individual socialist
countries, without the establi-
shment of large-scale joint
industrial enterprises in mo-
dern industries and without
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a considerable development of
the system of division of la-
bour between the CMEA
countries. In the period 1961-
1970, the exchange of ma-
chinery and equipment al-
most tripled. The share of
machinery and equipment in
the export of the CMEA
member-countries within the
framework of their intra-
trade rose in 1972 to 40 per
cent. There is no doubt that
socialist economic integration
will accelerate this process
still further.

The important agreements
signed in 1971-1972 substan-
tially broadened the sphere
of economic cooperation be-
tween the CMEA countries.
The agreements on interna-
tional specialization and co-
operation in the production
of equipment for the manu-
facture of glass and ceramic
articles and in the manufac-
ture of heavy-duty trucks
have come into effect.

The agreement on multi-
lateral specialization of pro-
duction of trucks covers three
groups of heavy-duty trucks
and provides for a mutual de-
livery of 12 thousand units
during the five-year period
ending in 1975, when the
share of specialized produc-
tion in the total production

of heavy-duty trucks will
reach 36 per cent.
International agreements

of this kind bring maximum
benefit. In the course of
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their implementation some
countries or others begin to

produce individual products
on a joint basis, accelerating
thereby the process of inter-
national socialist division of
labour. Pooling their efforts
on the basis of cooperation in
the field of production tech-
nology becomes a powerful
factor of intensification of

“We assert that the inte-
rests of socialism, of world so-
cialism are higher than natio-
nal interests, higher than the
interests of the state.”

V. L. Lenin. 1918

economic development. A no-
table example of cooperation
among fraternal countries in
recent years is provided Dby
the attention paid to electro-
nics. This is quite understan-
dable. The rate of introduc-
tion and the scale of applica-
tion of the products of this
industry have a direct effect
on technological progress in
the vital sectors of the econo-
my. Efforts were continued
towards the establishment of
a single computer service in
accordance with the agree-
ments previously concluded
by a number of CMEA mem-
ber-states. The setting up of
a joint and coordinated auto-
mated communication system
for the transmission of all
types of information is of
tremendous economic signi-
ficance. Work on this system
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CMEA: ALLIANCE OF EQUAL STATES

— The socialist community is developing rapidly. In the period 1950-
1972 the CMEA countries’ industrial output rose eightfold, whereas that
of the developed capitalist countries increased threefold.

— The decisive factor in the development of the CMEA states’ in-
dustrial production is the growth of labour productivity as a result of the
introduction of new machinery and more sophisticated technology. This
accounted for an 80 per cent increase in industrial production in the
Soviet Union, a 91 per cent growth in Czechoslovakia and a 100 per cent
increase in Hungary in 1979,
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— The swift development of national economies and the intensification
of economic cooperation among the CMEA countries are bearing fruit
The fact that more than 60 per cent of their foreign trade takes place
among themselves (the corresponding figure for Common Market coun-
tries in 1971 is 49 per cent) indicates that the formation of the CMEA
complex is well under way.

— All CMEA countries pay a great deal of attention to housing
construction. In the current five-year period (1971-1975) some 60 million
people living in the CMEA countries will move to new homes. This is
more than the population of Great Britain or Italy.
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started in 1971 under the
auspices of the CMEA’s Per-
manent Commission for the
Radio and Electronics Indu-
stries.

The current exchange of
products between the CMEA
member-states shows that
large-scale industrial coope-
ration, which is just begin-
ning, is already exerting a
positive effect on the course
of socialist integration. The
cooperative ties now being
established provide the mate-
rial prerequisites for the fu-
ture technological integration

of the CMEA countries’ in-
dustrial complexes.

The scope of cooperation
in the specialization and in-
tegration of production can
be assessed from the number
of agreements concluded in
this area. Thus, in the period
between the 25th and 26th
CMEA  sessions, Bulgaria
concluded 45 bilateral agree-
ments with the other CMEA
countries; Hungary, 43; the
GDR and Czechoslovakia,
over 60; Poland, 38; Roma-
nia, over 30, and the USSR,
B

The Fuel and Raw Materials Problem.
Development of Power Industry

The aim of economic in-
tegration is gradually to
draw together and level up
the CMEA countries’ econo-
mic development standards.
Economic cooperation in
many ways contributes to ra-
pid scientific and technolo-
gical growth in each of the
countries taking part in the
integration.

All this gives a new di-
mension to the problem of
fuel and raw materials sup-
ply in the European socialist
countries. This problem will
be solved with the participa-
tion, in one form of another,
of the countries interested in
building up the appropriate
production capacities and in
creating enterprises on a
joint basis.

For instance, in the course
of coordination of plans
for the period 1971-1975, the
Soviet Union concluded ag-
reements withr the CSSR and
the GDR on their participa-
tion in the development of
new Soviet capacities in oil

- and gas; with Bulgaria, on

building in our country ad-
ditional capacities in gas, tim-
ber, pulp-and-paper and me-
tallurgy; with Romania, on
increasing Soviet capacities
in iron ore; with Hungary,
on its participation in raising
the output of cardboard, as-
bestos, phosphorus-contain-
ing raw materials and fertili-
Zers.

The most comprehensive
multilateral agreement on
raw materials supply was the



WORLD SOCIALIST COMMUNITY TODAY AND TOMORROW 107

one signed during the 26th
CMEA Session on the cons-
truction of a large-scale cel-
lulose factory in Ust-Ilim with
an annual output of 500,000
tons. The construction of this
factory will be a joint under-
taking of the People’s Repub-
lic of Bulgaria, the Hungari-
an People’s Republic, the Ger-
man Democratic Republic,
the Polish People’s Republic,
the Socialist Republic of Ro-
mania and the USSR.

Much attention is being
given to power industry in
the fulfilment of the Com-
prehensive Programme. The
mutual delivery of electric
power through the Mir Uni-
fied Power Systems (UPS) is
of foremost importance for
all the FEuropean socialist
countries. Whereas in 1963
the total power output of the
UPS was 146 thousand million
kwh, today the figure has
more than doubled and
amounts to 300 thousand mil-

lion kwh. The mutual deli-.

very of electric power through
this system has grown six
times. At present, measu-
res are being taken to expand
the reciprocal electric power
supply.

Proposals are now being
formulated on the joint cons-
truction in the USSR and a
number of other CMEA mem-
ber-states of several large en-
terprises of the metallurgical,
chemical, pulp-and-paper,
non-ferrous metallurgy and

FROM THE JOINT COMMU-
NIQUE ON THE FRIENDLY
VISIT OF L. I. BREZHNEV
TO POLAND ON MAY 11-12,
1973

The two sides noted with
profound satisfaction the suc-
cessful development of all-round
friendly relations hetween the
CPSU and the PUWP, between
the Soviet Union and the Polish
People’s Republic. They again
confirmed their mutual desire to
develop the two countries’ poli-
tical and economic cooperation
both on a bilateral and a multi-
lateral basis—within the frame-
work of the Warsaw Treaty
Organization and the Council
for Mutual Economic Assist-
ance—and to actively promote
the implementation of the Com-
prehensive Programme of social-
ist economic integration.

The participants in the meet-
ing emphasized that fraternal
cooperation between the CPSU
and the PUWP was decisive in
the steady development of the
precess of rapprochement be-
tween the peoples of the USSR

and the PPR. This cooperation
makes it possible to make fuller
advantage, in mutual interests,
of the experience of socialist
and communist construction, to
coordinate the efforts of both
countries in international af-
fairs, and to raise on a higher
level the unbreakable Soviet-
Polish friendship.

Pravda, May 18, 1973
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other industries. Of special
importance is the construc-
tion on the territory of the
USSR, with the participation
of all the interested member-
countries of the Council of
Mutual Economic Assistance,

Integration in Transport

Much has been accom-
plished in the implementation
of the part of the Compre-
hensive Programme dealing
with integration in transport.
Here special mention should
be made of the agreement
signed in 1971 by Bulgaria,
Hungary, the GDR, Mongo-
lia, Poland, the Soviet Union
and Czechoslovakia on cen-
tralized container transport.
This agreement contributes
to the establishment of an ef-
fective cargo transportation
system corresponding to the
present-day requirements of
the CMEA member-states’ na-
tional economies.

The Berlin-Moscow contai-
ner service started its regu-
lar operation in autumn
1972. In the opinion of GDR
specialists in the field, this
“piggyback technique” which

of a huge metallurgical com-
plex with a yearly capacity
of over 10 million tons. This
project is envisaged in the
Comprehensive  Programme
of socialist economic integra-
tion.

allows to deliver cargo from
producer to consumer with-
out its handling en route, dou-
bles, as it were, the amount
of transportation facilities.

Much is being done for the
further development of oil
and gas transportation be-
tween the CMEA countries by
pipeline. The construction of
the second stretch of the
Druzhba oil pipeline conti-
nues. By 1975, the pipeline
will deliver to CMEA coun-
tries up to 50,000,000 tons of
Soviet oil annually. New ex-
tensions have been added to
the USSR-Bulgaria gas pipe-
line to be commissioned in
1974 and to the trans-Euro-
pean gas pipeline to be used
for delivery of Soviet natural
gas to Czechoslovakia and
the German Democratic Repu-
blie.

Scientific and Technological Cooperation

An integral part of the
broad cooperation in the field
of production among the
CMEA member-countries is
the development of new forms
of scientific and technical co-
operation designed to speed

up technological progress in
the fraternal countries.

The CMEA countries have
thus far signed 16 multi-
lateral cooperation agree-
ments tackling 18 major sci-
entific and technical pro-
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blems listed in the Compre-
hensive Programme. They
represent joint programmes
of the CMEA member-coun-
tries on the development of
division of labour and coope-
ration in research and pilot
projects and on the use of

the most effective forms of
cooperation.
An important factor in

improving contacts between
the CMEA countries is the
Intersputnik agreement on
the establishment of an inter-
national system and organi-
zation for space telecommu-

nications, signed in Moscow
by representatives of the
CMEA countries in 1971. The
purpose of this new organi-
zation is to meet the require-
ments of the member-siates
for telephone and telegraph
channels, colour and black-
and-white television, and the
exchange of all types of in-
formation. This system con-
sists of a series of communi-
cation satellites complete
with repeaters and onboard
guidance  equipment and
earth stations interconnected
via artificial satellites.

Improvement of Planning and Organizational Forms

of Cooperation

As the economic integra-
tion of socialist countries de-
velops, their ties in the sphere
of production, science and
technology grow in comple-
xity, and this calls for im-
provement of organizational
forms. One such trend of im-
provement in recent years
has been the development
of joint planning in various
spheres of material produc-
tion of the CMEA member-
states.

In 1971-1972, the CMEA
agencies drew up a program-
me for the coordination of
the CMEA countries’ econo-
mic development plans for
the period 1976-1980 and foi
longer terms.

The fact that socialist co-
untries have adopted the

long-range (10-15 years and
more) approach in planning
their cooperation opens up
entirely new possibilities in
the realization of the major
advantages offered by the
planned division of labour
between them. Such an ap-
proach makes it possible to
determine the most effective
ways of jointly solving vital
economic problems.

The International Bank
of Economic Cooperation
(IBEC) plays an important
role in the development of
economic contacts between
the CMEA countries. The to-
tal sum of transactions in
transferable roubles between
the CMEA banks, carried out
through the IBEC, amounted
to about 40 thousand million
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FROM THE JOINT COMMU-
NIQUE ON THE FRIENDLY
VISIT OF L. I. BREZHNEV TO
THE GDR ON MAY 12-13, 1973

The participants in the meet-
ing expressed profound satis-
faction with the development of
relations between the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and
the Socialist Unity Party of
Germany and between the Soviet
Union and the German Democra-
tic Republic. The all-round poli-
tical, economic, scientific and
cultural cooperation, active par-
ticipation in the multilateral con-
tacts of the socialist states for
the realization of the Compre-
hensive Programme of socialist
economic integration are in the
vital interests of the two coun-
tries and of the entire socialist
community.

The two sides stressed their
unbending resolve to constantly
strengthen and develop the un-
breakable brotherhood, unity
and friendship between the
USSR and the GDR, and to
this end promote in every
way the interrelationships of the
national economies of the coun-
tries, through the broad utiliza-
tion of the socialist division of
labour and cooperation, and
build up cooperation in eve-
ry field of public, state, eco-
nomic and caltural life.

Pravda, May 14, 1973

transferable roubles in 1972.

The International Invest-
ment Bank (IIB), set up in
accordance with the decision
of the 23rd and 24th CMEA
sessions, began granting cre-
dits to CMEA countries for
the construction and moder-
nization of industrial enter-
prises. Towards the end of
1972, IIB credits covered 26
industrial  enterprises; the
respective CMEA countries
will be issued credits to a to-
tal sum of 280 million trans-
ferable roubles.

The biggest credit issued
by the Bank was that to the
CSSR for the modernization
and expansion of the produc-
tion of off-the-road trucks at
the Tatra Plant. Czechoslova-
kia undertook to supply more
than 4,000 such trucks to
the CMEA countries annually
after the project has been
completed. In this way the
credit helps in implementing
the agreement on multilateral

cooperation in the field of
production of heavy-duty
trucks.

Much emphasis is placed
in the CMEA Comprehensive
Programme on the further
strengthening of inter-state
and international economic
organizations. The CMEA
countries have set up so far
over twenty such joint ven-
tures.

In the course of develop-
ing planned and mutually ad-
vantageous cooperation an
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important role attaches to
such organizations as Inter-
metal, Interkhim, the Organi-
zation for Cooperation in the
Roller  Bearing Industry
(OCRBI), the Common Fleet
of Freight Cars (CFFC), and
SO om.

The Committee for Co-
operation in Planning, which
was set up in accordance
with the decision of the 25th
Session of the CMEA and is

composed of directors of the
central planning bodies of
all the CMEA member-coun-
tries, and also the Commit-
tee for Scientific and Techno-
logical Cooperation, compos-
ed of chairmen of commit-
tees, ministers and directors
of agencies dealing with sci-
ence and technology, have al-
ready got down to the task
of establishing cooperation in
their respective fields.

The CMEA Member-Countries in the Year 1985

Only the first steps have
so far been made towards
fulfilling the Comprehensive
Programme of socialist eco-
nomic integration. Broad
prospects have been opened
up for the further develop-
ment of cooperation between
the CMEA countries.

According to tentative
estimates their aggregate na-
tional income will grow 2.5-3
times by 1985 as compared
with the 1970 level. Industri-
al output will grow 3 to 3.5
times. Manpower and material
resources will increase, and
capital investments will at
least triple. Even if the share
of the CMEA countries in the
world population does not al-
ter, their share in the world’s
total national income will go
up from 27 to 33-36 per cent,
and in the world’s overall in-
dustrial output, from one-
third to two-fifths.

By 1985, the CMEA coun-

tries will have built many
new industrial and other en-
terprises whose capacities
will exceed those of today’s
enterprises by 2 or 2.5 times.
This will have the most bene-
ficial effect on the rationali-
ty and effectiveness of the in-
ternational division of la-
bour.

International cooperation
will sharply increase in scope
and will come to involve
the production of sophisticat-
ed machine systems for vari-
ous branches, and the build-
ing of complete plants, auto-
mation and process control
complexes, etc. This will serve
as a basis for the building
of joint production comp-
lexes operating according to
a single programme.

Even if the rate of the
foreign trade turnover re-
mains at its present level, the
total volume of foreign trade
of CMEA countries will in-
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crease about 4.5 times in
the period 1971-1985, and
amount to half of the volume
of world trade in 1970. This
will inevitably lead to moder-
nization of the joint trans-
port system linking the so-
cialist countries.

There is no doubt that
this period will also see the
solution of such a vital socio-
economic problem as the fur-
ther evening up of the levels
of economic development of
the CMEA countries.

The implementation of
the measures provided for in
the Comprehensive Program-
me will contribute to the fur-
ther strengthening of the po-
litical positions, unity and
cohesion of the socialist com-
munity on the basis of Marx-
ism-Leninism and proletari-
an internationalism.

“...In the present condi-
tions”, emphasized Comrade

L. I. Brezhnev, General Sec-
retary of the CPSU Central
Committee, in his report on
the fiftieth anniversary of the
USSR, “far from diminishing,

the need for unity and the
closest cooperation among
socialist countries has be-

come even greater. Today we
require unity, cooperation
and joint action chiefly in
order to accomplish more
quickly and effectively the
tasks of developing socialist
society and building commu-
nism. Moreover, we require
unity, cohesion and coopera-
tion in order to attain the
best results in safeguarding
and consolidating the peace,
so vital for all the peoples,
to further the international
détente and to effectively re-
pulse all aggressive sallies of
the imperialists, all attempts
to impinge on the interests
of socialism.”
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technological
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The present-day scientific and tech-
nological revolution is having a profound
effect on all aspects of life in capita-
list society—the economy, the social and
class structure, the people’s living and
working conditions, and the forms and
sources of class conflicts. Assessment of
its social consequences is becoming a
major issue in the ideological struggle.

The question of the historical desti-
ny of the working class in capitalist
countries, and of its role and place in
modern social development is of the
greatest import. The proletariat, being a
class directly involved in social produc-
tion, cannot but be influenced by the
revolutionary changes which occur in
the productive forces of society. Bour-
geois ideologists contend that, as a re-
sult of these changes, the proletariat is
a class which is “ceasing to exist”, and
that it is powerless from the revolutio-
nary point of view and incapable of ac-
ting in a constructive, creative way.
These allegations appear to be the main
basis on which they rest their “proof”
of the “obsolescence” of the Marxist-
Leninist revolutionary teaching. Fur-
ther, these ideas are an attempt to prove
that socialist revolution is impossible in
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the modern capitalist world,
which does mot need it. Si-
milar concepts, if in a slight-
ly modified form, are widely
employed by present-day re-
visionism in its clash with
the ideology and policy adopt-
ed by the Communist Par-
ties.

The Marxist-Leninist doc-

trine on the revolutionary role
of the working class is ba-
sed on an analysis of the lat-
ter’s objective status and pla-
ce in capitalist society. This
analysis provides an answer
to the question, “what the
proletariat is, and what, con-
sequent on that being, it will
be compelled to do”.1

Technological Progress and the Development

of the Industrial Proletariat

Under capitalism techno-
logical progress leads to a
growth in the proportion of
wage labourers in the able-
bodied population. Between
1900 and the early 1970s the
total number of wage labou-
rers in the advanced capital-
ist countries grew from 82.2
to 234.9 million, while their
proportion in the able-bodied
population went up from
53.3 to 79.5 per cent. Wage
and salary earners make up
the bulk of those engaged in
manual, non-manual and
mental work. Not all of these,
of course, belong to the
working class. Nevertheless,
the growth in the proportion
of hired labour shows that
an ever increasing part of the
population in capitalist coun-
tries is forced to sell its la-
bour.

Denying this process of
proletarianization many bo-
urgeois economists and socio-
logists reduce the question of
the historical destiny of the

working class to one of the
prospects of only one section
of it—manual workers. This
is the approach that permea-
tes a thesis that is current at
the present time in Western
bourgeois literature, the the-
sis that the working class will
become progressively smaller
and will ultimately disappear
as an inevitable outcome of
technological progress.

As is known, automation,
the application of cyberne-
tics to production, and the
growing role of science as a
productive force, increase the
specific weight of mental
work. At the same time, the
accelerated growth of labour
productivity in the sphere of
material production as com-
pared with the non-produc-
tive sphere (services and ma-
nagement, and the increased
social requirements in the

! K. Marx and F. Engels. The
Holy Family or Critique of Critical
Critique, M. 1956, p. 53.
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spheres of public health, edu-
cation, cultural services, in-
formation, etc.) together with
the bureaucratization of ca-
pitalism’s economic and so-
cio-political institutions—all
this has also considerably ex-
panded the sphere of applica-
tion of those engaged in men-
tal work and in so-called
non-manual labour (sales-
men, office employees and si-
milar categories of hired la-
bour). These processes give
rise to a tendency towards a
decrease in the proportion
of manual workers in the
able-bodied population, al-
though their absolute number
is constantly growing.

Speaking of the industrial
proletariat it is worthwhile
noting that the dropping pro-
portion of manual labour
cannot but tell on its socio-
cultural make-up and evolu-
tion.

In bourgeois literature the
trend towards a lower pro-
portion of manual labour in
the work force is either ex-
aggerated and absolutized or
is considered outside its re-
lation to the qualitative chan-
ges taking place within the
working class itself. Conse-
quently we are presented
with an arbitrary and distor-
ted picture.

Even in the USA, where
the level of production auto-
mation is far higher than in
other countries, the number
of persons designated by the

8=

official statistics as belong-
ing to the category of ‘“non-
agricultural manual labour”,
is tending to increase and it
is assumed that the demand
for their work will increase
further. The possible de-
crease in their proportion in
the able-bodied population of
the capitalist countries by the
end of this century to 35 or
even 30 per cent (the estim-
ate given in some American
prognoses) in no way means
that this category is turning
into a small, let alone “dis-
appearing”, social group.

The question relating to
the qualitative changes with-
in the working class resulting
from the general intellectua-
lization of production activi-
ty is very complex indeed,
and it would be wrong to view
this process as a mere repla-
cement of manual Ilabour
by brain. For example, the
work of adjusters and re-
pair mechanics of automatic
equipment requires  both
physical effort and skill, and
mental effort which presup-
poses a relatively high level
of theoretical knowledge. On
the other hand, the work of
an operator on an automatic
line often does not require
physical effort. In both cases
we are of course discussing

workers’ trades, since the
workers exert an influence
on the object and instrum-

ents of labour in the process
of production and thus differ,
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for example, from engineers
who act as organizers of pro-
duction or designers of new
equipment. In addition to
this, the above-mentioned
distinctions are to a large
extent obliterated in the
work of medium level techni-
cal personnel. It should be
borne in mind that the wor-
kers and technicians of a
new type of skill constitute
the most rapidly increasing
groups of the working class.

To sum up: The scientific
and technological revolution

is having a considerable in-
fluence on the industrial pro-
letariat, the nucleus and the
most representative section
of the working class. Within
the industrial proletariat, the
fastest growing groups are
those which combine physic-
al effort and brainwork. At
the same time, the majority
of workers are now better
prepared for work requir-
ing mental effort and can bet-
ter perform it, as a result of
the growth in the education-
al level.

The Proletarianization of the Working Class
and Modifications in Its Structure

The greatest scientific and
cognitive importance of the
Marxist-Leninist doctrine
concerning the classes lies in
the fact that it not only in-
corporates an analysis of the
obvious empirical class dis-
tinctions, but also identifies
what lies at the root of these
distinctions, i.e., the place
held by each class in the pro-
duction relations prevailing
in a given socio-economniic
structure. Such an approach
is especially valuable in exam-
ining the current trends in
the development of the work-
ing class, since in the condi-
fions of the scientific and
technological revolution the
external, derivative -criteria
and features of the position
of the proletariat are subject
to constant change and fre-

quently lose their meaning.
For example, with the
spread of automation, a sali-
ent “empirical” feature of
the working class in the past
—manual labour—ceases to
be typical of all of its groups
(operators of automatic com-
plexes cannot be classified as
strictly manual workers).
The Marxist-Leninist the-
sis of the revolutionary role
of the proletariat is based on
an analysis of its place in the
system of production rela-
tions under capitalism. The
place of the working class is
largely determined by its ali-
enation from the ownership
of the means of production
and its association with the
means of production through
the process of the sale and
purchase of labour, and the
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appropriation by the capital-
ist class of the surplus labour
of the workers.

Examining the main char-
acteristic features of the pro-
letariat, most Marxist schol-
ars come to the conclusion
that the social boundaries of
the working class are expan-
ding and that the proportion
of non-manual and mental
workers (office employees
and certain groups of the in-
telligentsia belonging in this
class) is tending to increase.

This conclusion, however,
is not tantamount to the ar-
bitrary classifying in the wor-
king class of all the groups
of workers for hire. The
economic relations between
the sellers of labour and those
who appropriate their sur-
plus work, i.e., the owners of
the means of production—
are mainly responsible for
the class division of the capi-
talist system, but the concept
of the class division cannot
be reduced solely to a matter
of economic relations.

Among the principal spe-
cific features defining each
class, Lenin mentioned the
role of the class in society’s
organization of labour, the
dimensions of the share of
the social wealth of which
they dispose and the mode of
acquiring as well as its place
in the historically determined
system of social production
and its relations to the means
of production. It is only

when all these features are
present that a class is form-
ed as a specific socio-econo-
mic entity.

In examining the class
status of intellectuals and of-
fice workers, it is essential to
bear in mind the role and
meaning of the organization
of social labour.

The thesis that a conside-
rable proportion of office em-
ployees and professionally
qualified staff have become
proletarianized is supported
by something more than the
“economic” fact that most of
them have been turned into
hired workers. There is no-
thing new in this as far as of-
fice workers are concerned;
moreover, at all stages of ca-
pitalism’s history, some of
the highly qualified brain-
workers have likewise work-
ed for hire. The new feature
of the present-day situation
is that the rapid growth of
these sections of the popula-
tion, and the greater part
they have come to play in
production, have resulted in
qualitative changes in their
status. Whereas the top
bracket of employees and in-
tellectuals, by virtue of their
greater role in capitalist pro-
duction management, have
managed to win a certain po-
sition in the system of bour-
geois class domination, most
of them are drawing closer
to the industrial proletariat,
socially. This manifests itself
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in their concentration at big
commercial and financial en-
terprises, and offices and re-
search and design bureaus,
and in their increasing subor-
dination to the capitalist or-
ganization of labour and the
attendant parcelling of la-
bour functions.

The proletarianization of
white-collar and intellectual
workers is an outstanding
feature of the development of
the working class in capital-
ist countries. Certain groups
of the intelligentsia and office
workers (such as small
clerks, tradesmen and engi-

neering and technical staff,
and research workers, per-
forming executive, subordi-

nate functions at design bu-
reaus and laboratories) are
objectively merging with the
proletariat, and taking on its
main specific features. We
are speaking, however, only
of a process, not an accom-
plished fact.

The contemporary work-
ing class in capitalist coun-
tries is a complex, developing
social entity, comprising the
exploited workers in the ma-
nual and non-manual cate-
gory and certain groups of
brainworkers. It is an entity
which includes a multitude -
of transitional (but relative-
ly stable) groups at different
stages of proletarianization.
The most important specific
features of the development
of the working class in the
conditions of the scientific
and technological revolution
are, firstly, the considerable
rise in its cultural and educa-
tional level, including the
“intellectualization” of work;
secondly, the growing com-
plexity of its structure; and
thirdly, its increased ability
to express the needs and in-
terests of the broadest sec-
tion of the working people
exploited by capital.

The Leading Revolutionary Force

How, then, do these ob-
jective processes affect the
proletariat’s class struggle
and what effect do they have
on its role in the socio-politi-
cal life of capitalist society?
According to bourgeois and
revisionist theoreticians, the
growing complexity of the
structure of the  working
class leads to its disintegra-
tion into a number of isolated
trade groups, radically differ-

ing in their interests and the
role they play in the class
struggle. The advocates of
such concepts declare . that
the main mass of the proleta-
riat, and first of all manual
workers and rank-and-file
white-collar workers, have
become integrated into the
capitalist system because ca-
pitalism, they say, meets their
requirements which capital-
ism itself shapes through the
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mechanism of mass produc-
tion and advertising. At best
these sections of the working
people are only capable of
upholding their purely eco-
nomic, ‘‘quantitative”  de-
mands, which in no way me-
naces capitalism’s mainstays.

Modern-day revisionism
supplements these arguments
with a thesis to the effect
that “new revolutionary for-
ces” are assuming the lead-
ing role in the “quantitative”
reconstruction of society, the
role the working class has
ceased to play. This role is
said to be taken over either
by the “new working class”
incorporating highly qualified
workers of the leading bran-
ches of industry, and also
engineers and research work-
ers, or purely by the techno-
scientific intelligentsia, or else
by the student youth.

All these theories are mar-
ked by a counterposing of

workers by brain to workers
by hand*, by the substitu-

3 S. Mallet. La nouvelle classe
ouvriére, Paris, 1969; P. Sweezy
and Ch. Bettelheim. “Dictature du
prolétariat, classes sociales et idéo-
logie prolétarienne” (Les temps
modernes, avril 1971); H. Lefébvre.
“La classe ouvriere est-elle révolu-
tionnaire?” (Colloque de Cabris:
Sociologie et révolution. L’homme
et g socicle, . nawdls 1971,
pp. 153-155). °

4 “Ultra-Left” theoreticians, in
fact, proceed from a similar premi-
se when they deny the revolution-
ary potentialities of brainworkers.
For example, E. Mandel, a Trots-

tion of trade distinctions for
class distinctions. Such con-
cepts are based as a rule on
“technological determinism”;
the degree of progressive-
ness”’ and ‘“revolutionary
character” of this or that class
or section, and its role in the
class struggle, are adduced
from its relation to modern
technology and to the modern
functions of qualified intel-
lectual work.

Roger Garaudy bases his
conception of a “new historic-
al bloc”’—which actually boils
down to a denial of the wor-
king class’s leading role—on
arguments about all strata
“born of technological pro-
gress and developing hand in
hand with it” becoming the
vanguard of the revolutiona-
ry process. Naturally, given
such an approach, which to-
tally ignores the socio-class
differentiation of the intelli-
gentsia and office employees,
all “engineers, technicians,
research workers, teachers,

kyite, asserts that the intelligentsia
represents a special section of socie-
ty and that itsinterests do not coin-
cide with those of the proletariat
(Alternative, April 1971). M. Bri-
dier, a West German author, sees
in the technical intelligentsia a
“new bourgeoisie”. (Die neue Arbei-
terklasse. Hrsg. von F. Deppe u.a.
Frankfurt -a/M., 1970, S. 116-126).
The Furopean Leftists are putting
these ideas into practice, in an
attempt to set unskilled workers®
against skilled ones, and the work-
ers as a whole against intellectual
and office workers.
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officials” and even ‘“‘adminis-
trative staff” are automati-
cally becoming the “revolu-
tionary vanguard.” ®

Critics of the Marxist-Le-
ninist teaching actually re-
duce the objective socio-eco-
nomic basis of the unity of
the working class to the ho-
mogeneity of its production
and technical functions, and
the nature of its work. What
is decisive, however, is the
place occupied by the work-
ing class in capitalism’s pro-
duction relations. The com-
munity of interests of the va-
rious sections of the proletari-
at stems first of all from its su-
bordinated position in the
system of capitalist exploita-
tion and social oppression. It
goes without saying that the
most numerous sections of
brainworkers are now dis-
playing a growing opposition
to capitalism and are coming
to play a more and more ac-
tive role in the class struggle.
But this can least of all be
explained by the nature of
their labour functions. It is
rather determined largely by
the process of the proletaria-
nization of intellectuals and
white-collar  workers and
the change in their economic
and social position ensuing
from their “incorporation” in
the system of exploited hired
labour.

While

determining the

5 Garaudy par Garaudy. Paris,
1971, p. 86.

modification in forms of
capitalist exploitation, the
scientific and technological
revolution at the same time
leads to its intensification
and, therefore, it cannot be
regarded as a factor facilitat-
ing the ‘integration” of the
working class in society. The
widening gap between the in-
comes obtained by the bour-
geoisie and those of the wor-
king people, the insecure
standard of living, the inten-
sification of labour, increas-
ing nervous and mental
strain, unemployment and
uncertainty in the morrow—
are phenomena the working
class has inevitably to cope
with under the most “moder-
nized” and technically ad-
vanced capitalism.

And what is more, capita-
lists look upon the workers’
higher level of knowledge as
a sort of “reserve” to be made
use of in the event of the
modernization of equipment
and of production technology.
This accounts for the anoma-
lous position whereby the
qualifications and skill of an
ever-growing number of wor-
kers are greatly at variance
with their “partial”, “parcel-
led” labour functions.® Such
utilization of labour leads to
a systematic suppression of

6 For example, in the USA in
1971, 47.6 per cent of semi-skilled
and 42 per cent of unskilled work-
ers had a complete secondary or
more advanced education. (Monthly
Labor Review. Nov. 1971, p. 35).
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the capabilities of the work-
ing people and their interest
in creative work obtained as
a result of education, and
their knowledge is wasted.

The worker’s intellectual
potentialities cannot materi-
alize to any great extent un-
less they are freely develop-
ed in the process of labour.
This implies primarily conti-
nuation of education and pro-
gress in his trade. These are
vital requisites for the repro-
duction of modern, skilled la-
bour force.

The free development of
a worker is only possible
with the elimination of class
inequality in education and
in fhe division of labour, and
with the overcoming of the
social barriers which prevent
the bulk of the working peo-
ple from having any say at
their place of work and so-
ciety in general. This cannot
be achieved within the frame-
work of the capitalist sys-
tem.

Nowadays relations of ex-
ploitation manifest themsel-
ves not only in the form of
property inequality, material
poverty or the sweating sys-
tem of labour organization.
More often than not exploi-
tation takes the form of the
predatory plunder of the
worker’s intellect, which is
done in such a manner as to
corrupt and degrade him.
The contradiction between
executive, totally subordina-

121

CLASS BATTLES IN
CAPITALIST COUNTRIES

1971

1965 .

1967 1969

Number of participants in strik-
és, demonstrations, protest meel-
ings, action days and other mass
actions in the developed capital-
st countries.

@ In the USA, Japan, France,
Italy and Great Britain the
number of strikes increased
from 64,000 in the period 1962-
1966 to 83,000 in the period
1967-1971, and the number of
strikers—from 47 million to 78
million.

@® One of the biggest class
actions of the working people
was the general strike that was
held in Italy on January 12,
1973, with 20 million people ta-
king part in the strike.

® In Japan, during the 1972
“spring offensive”, eight million
people went on strike.

@ In 1972, during the natio-
nal strike of British dockers, the
General Council of the British
Trades Union Congress, for the
first time in the last 46 years,
took a decision to call a general
strike of solidarity.

From the Foreign Press
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te and dependent labour on
the one hand, and the func-
tions of management alienat-
ed and isolated from it on
the other, is of a class nature
under capitalism and repre-
sents a specific modification
of the contradiction between
manual work and brainwork,
a modification which is en-
demic to the current stage of
the scientific and technologi-
cal revolution.

The scientific and techno-
logical revolution calls for a
way of associating the instru-
ments of production with la-
bour such as will enable
working people to satisfy
their growing intellectual and
moral requirements in the
process of work. Capitalism’s
inability to resolve this prob-
lem is a typical manifesta-
tion of the contradiction bet-

ween the productive forces
and production relations at
the present stage of its deve-
lopment.

Holding forth on the al-
leged ‘“economism” of the
majority of the working class
and its inability to struggle
for “qualitative” demands, re-
visionist theoreticians are
clearly going out of step with
life. They are disregarding
the profound changes in the
workers’ demands and in the
motives for their social be-
haviour, changes that are
evident even to many obser-
vers in the capitalist world.

The mass-scale militant
actions of the working class
in a number of capitalist
countries in recent years—
such as the May-June 1968
general strike in France, the
demand for workers’ control

“First beef went
then
then chicken went up...

pt: .
lamb went wup...

i

Morning Star—
Za rubezhom
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in Italy and the struggle of
British shipbuilding workers
and miners—indicate that the
broad mass of the proletari-
at, including manual workers,
are to a greater extent com-
bining a struggle to achieve
radical, qualitative changes
in their social status with the
struggle for their ‘“econo-
mic” demands.

Workers are becoming in-
creasingly capable of consci-
ously participating in econo-
mic management and in or-
ganizing public life. Since it
is impossible for them to rea-
lize their capabilities under
capitalism, this situation pro-
vides new conditions for the
working class to accomplish
the historical task of going
over to the socialist mode of
production. v

The composition of the
working class is becoming
ever more complex; numer-
ous new proletarianized and
transitional groups are ap-
pearing; the intellectuals and
the middle strata are getting
more democratically-minded.
Consequently, the role of the
industrial proletariat as a for-
ce that can rally and unite
this heterogeneous mass in the
common struggle is bound to
enhance.

Such are the main objec-
tive tendencies that are de-
termining the role of the con-
temporary working class in
capitalist countries in the re-
volutionary process.

MR. MEANY CAN'T STAND IT
Pravda, May 22, 1973

1 had already been to many
organizations and institutions in
the US capital before I stepped
across the threshold of the Wash-
ington headquarters of AFL-CIO.
Everywhere the doors opened, and
people. readily talked to a Pravda
correspondent and gave him inter-
views. But at 815 16th Street—
the smart-looking building very
much like the office building of
any large corporation—I ran into
a wall of silence. When I showed
my press card the Assistant to
AFL-CIO President George Meany
turned pale. In another instant I
understood. He was not so much
afraid of a ‘“red newsman” as of
his boss. “Brother Meany (mem-
bers of trade unions in the US ad-
dress one another as “brother”)
forbids us to talk to Communists,”
the trade union brother muttered.
I laughed and said that I hadn’t
encountered such a ban even at the
Pentagon. The Assistant to Meany
looked still more uncomfortable
after that.

...A big limousine drove up to
the door, and out stepped a thick-
set, sturdy old man. Imperiousness
was written all over him, and mar-
ked every movement he made. It
was hard to believe that George
Meany, years ago, in the early
days of his obscure youth, worked
as a plumber. Since then much wa-
ter has passed through the sewer
pipes which young George instal-
led at the hotels of New York. For
half a century he has been a pro-
fessional trade unionist, in fact a
bureaucrat with the manners and
attributes of a boss of big busi-
ness. He draws a salary of $90,000
a year. Herbert Hill, a Black pub-
lic figure, has called Meany a bu-
sinessman whose business is trade
unions.



——
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The late President Kennedy once
told reporters with a grin that
he had just received his Right op-
position leader. His visitor at the
White House was not any millio-
naire from Texas, but “labour lea-
der” Meany.

The only time Meany utters the
word “peace” is when he talks
about “class peace.” The 78-year-
old trade union boss is actually
proud of the fact that he has never
in his life taken part in a strike.
(He once said he wouldn’t even
know how to lead one.) With re-
markable candor he thus assesses
his half-century work in defence
of capitalism. The kings of indus-
try ought to get down on their
knees and thank the Lord that their
system is saved by American trade
unions.

But let anyone talk about pea-
ce among nations and this peace
fighter who fights at the class war
front would instantly fling down
his olive branch. For several deca-
des he has been a vociferous sup-
porter of the Pentagon’s military ad-
ventures. Throughout the years of
the Vietnam war, Meany, said the
news commentator Jack Anderson,
flew in the squadron of the hawks.

Meany is violently opposed to
any constructive steps designed to
improve international relations. The
principles of peaceful coexistence,
which have been written into the
Soviet-US agreement of 1972 as a
basis for ordering relations be-
tween the two countries, are to
Meany nothing but “communist pro-
paganda”. It’s amazing how anyone
can be so completely cut off from
life.

Now Meany is up in arms over
the normalization of Soviet-US trade
relations. His recent speech de-
livered at a dinner at the “Wal-
dorf Astoria” in New York is an
anti-trade manifesto penned in the
style reminiscent of the worst years
of the “cold war”.

To Meany, development of trade
and economic ties between the

United States and the Soviet Union
means giving away gifts to Mos-
cow. Normalization of trade be-
tween the two countries, and the
granting to the Soviet Union of the
most favoured-nation status, which
was offered by the White House,
do not, in Meany’s opinion, give
the United States any advanta-
ges.

There really is no need to re-
fute these strange notions of George
Meany’s as this is being done,
and effectively, by official Washing-
ton spokesmen and representati-
ves of the US business world. It
has been pointed out both in the
US President’s speeches and mes-
sages and in statements by US bu-
sinessmen and trade union officials
that normalization of economic re-
lations between the USSR and the
USA is of benefit to both coun-
tries.

Apparently realizing that he had
overshot the mark in asserting that
only the USSR, but not the USA,
would derive benefit from trade be-
tween the two countries, Meany at
the end of his speech all but ack-
nowledged that business circles in
the country would, too, benefit from
trade deals with the Soviet Union.
But then he made the reluctant ack-
nowledgement only so that he could
come out with yet another ex-
traordinary statement, namely, that
trade with the Soviet Union will
mean hardship for—you guessed it
—American workers. It will, accor-
ding to Meany’s alarming forecasts,
cause prices to go up in the US.

Well, some old men seem to have
short memories. In the fall of
1969, just three vears before the
signing of the Soviet-US trade ag-
reement, Meany declared in a let-
ter to the US President that big
business was responsible for the
high cost of living in the country.

In trying to frighten American
workers by talking about the “dan-
ger” of having trade with the So-
viet Union, Meany has forgotten
the millions of unemployed mem-
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bers of trade unions in his coun-
try. Meanwhile officials of large
trade unions have all pointed out
an elementary truth: rising trade
with the Soviet Union would help
reduce unemployment in the Unit-
ed States. United Auto Workers
President Leonard Woodcock has
said that development of trade
with the Soviet Union would bring
much benefit to American workers
and would increase employment at
factories and plants that receive
Soviet orders. But apparently Mea-
ny is not overly concerned about
the lot of the unemployed.

Thus we have a rather bizarre
picture before us. Many US busi-
nessmen want* mutually advanta-
geous trade with the Soviet Union.
Millions of American workers wel-
come trade with the socialist coun-
tries as it corresponds to their own
interests. And according to public
opinion polls, an overwhelming ma-
jority of the American people fa-
vour normalization of relations

with the USSR.

But “labour leader” George Me-
any is trying to preserve and prop
up the discriminatory barriers that
impede development of mutually
advantageous contacts between the
two states.

Meany is falling into a state of
isolation without being aware of
it. His authority among trade uni-
ons has been steadily diminishing
already for many years, and most-

ly because of his overzealousness in
red-hunting, an occupation which
takes up so much of the time of
the AFL-CIO leadership. It is not
really surprising that at trade umi-
on meetings resolutions calling for
Meany’s retirement have been pro-
posed. Just the other day Leonard
Woodcock, on behalf of the nearly
two-million Auto Workers Union
which he heads, sharply criticized
those who, ignoring the interests of
American workers, try to prevent
the development of trade with the
Soviet Union. It was Meany whom
Woodcock had in mind. And many
other trade unions in the US have
spoken out.against Meany’s posi-
tion.

Business circles, too, have taken
the trade union boss to task. The
Well Street Journal has emphati-
cally dissociated itself from what
it terms Meany’s narrow under-
standing which has led him to
adopt a suspicious attitude to a re-
laxation of tension. The newspaper
notes the rash attempt by Meany
to wreck the new US foreign trade
policy by raising questions that have
no bearing whatever on the interests
of the United States.

Wherever one looks one sees
openings. But at 815 16th Street
the windows and doors are tightly
shut to make sure that no fresh
breath of change would penetrate
the edifice. Mr. Meany can’t stand it.

Sergei VISHNEVSKY



NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVYEMENT:
ACHIEVEMENTS AND PROSPECTS
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In the modern

epoch, when world
socialism is becoming
the decisive force in
mankind’s
development and the
capitalist system is in
a state of general
crisis and is more
and more discrediting
itself in the eyes

of the peoples, the
non-capitalist way

of development
towards socialism
taken by a number
of Asian and African
countries is becoming
an important logical
historical development.
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Some Aspects of Non-
Capitalist Development

Mezhdunarodnaya Zhizn No. 5, 1978 (C)

A characteristic feature of the pre-
sent situation in Asian and African coun-
tries is that the national liberation revo-
lutions are maturing into social revolu-
tions against neo-colonialism and inter-
nal reaction, against the very founda-
tions of the exploiting system. As was
emphasized by Leonid Brezhnev, General
Secretary of the CPSU Central Commit-
tee, the “struggle for national liberation
in many countries has in practical terms
begun to grow into a struggle against
exploitative relations, both feudal and
capitalist” 1,

The Real Alternative
to Neo-Colonialism

The socialist community’s achieve-
ments in all spheres of life, the mount-
ing struggle of the international working
class against capitalism, socialism’s in-
creasing attraction for the working mas-
ses of the new states, the crisis of capi-
talism as a system and capitalism’s ina-
bility to offer the former colonies a mo-
del for social development correspond-
ing to their conditions have led to the
emergence of a new type of the libera-
tion revolution, the national democratic
revolution whose objectives range
beyond the framework of bourgeois de-
mocratic revolutions.

! 24th Congress of the CPSU, M., 1971, p. 25.
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National democratic revo-
lutions are unfolding in Alge-
ria, Syria, the Arab Republic
of Egypt, Burma, the Peo-
ple’s Republic of the Congo,
Iraq and some other coun-
tries. They are accompanied
by radical socio-economic re-
forms—nationalization of the
property of the imperialist
monopolies, the big bourgeoi-
sie and that section of the na-
tional middle bourgeoisie
which, in alliance with the
imperialists, opposes progres-
sive changes; emancipation
of the peasants; social re-
forms designed to ease work-
ing conditions, expand and
improve health services and
public education. Significant
changes are taking place in
the ideological and political
spheres; socialist-oriented
countries are strengthening
and deepening their relations
with the Soviet Union and the
socialist community as a
whole.

The peoples of the deve-
loping countries are beginn-
ing to realize that if they do
not break away from the ca-
pitalist system they will nev-
er achieve real progress and
overcome their backwardness
and poverty; that non-capita-
list development which is the
alternative to neo-colonial-
ism, to economic and politi-
cal dependence on imperial-
ism, can bring them genuine

political and economic inde-
pendence.

In Somalia, Mali, Uganda
and other countries the poli-
tical developments over the
past few years lead to the
conclusion that anti-capitalist
trends are growing in deve-
loping African states.

The national democratic
state apparatus is the instru-
ment of non-capitalist deve-
lopment in the newly-free
countries. Its class essence
makes it the vehicle of the
bloc of revolutionary, anti-
imperialist, anti-feudal and
anti-capitalist forces. These
are countries with a democra-
tic dictatorship of the majori-
ty, or, to use Lenin’s words, a
dictatorship of the revolutio-
nary people. They have re-
jected capitalism and pro-
claimed a policy with the
long-term perspective of buil-
ding a socialist society.

At the present stage, the
national democracy constitu-
tes the force directing non-
capitalist  development. It
champions the interests of the
working peasantry and the
proletariat, part of the natio-
nal bourgeoisie and the pro-
gressive  intellectuals. The
fact that leadership is in its
hands is largely due to the
social class structure of the
population in the Asian and
African countries and to the
specifics of their economy.
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Disposition of Class Forces

The present transitional
forms of the economy in the
Asian and African countries
which have chosen non-capi-
talist development are char-
acterized by the interaction
and intertwining of various
socio-economic structures.
These are in the main: small-
scale commodity production,
with most of the peasants
and artisans selling their pro-
ducts; patriarchal, mostly na-
tural peasant economy, in
some cases with primitive
forms of communal and clan

relations (Tropical Africa);
foreign and local private ca-
pitalism; state capitalism;

state sector; cooperative pro-
duction.
The state sector and the

agricultural cooperatives,
which are developing along
anti-capitalist lines, pursue

the objective of creating the
material preconditions and
clearing the way for the sub-
sequent transition to the so-
cialist reconstruction of the
economy. On the political
level, as Leonid Brezhnev
pointed out in his Report at
the 24th Congress of the
CPSU, the “state sector. .. is
essential as an economic basis
for a revolutionary-demo-
cratic policy”. ?

The maintenance or tole-
ration in these countries’ eco-

2 94th Congress of the CPSU,

Moscow, 1971 p. 24.

nomies of local or foreign pri-
vate enterprise is a form of
the class struggle and it re-
quires unremitting control
over non-socialist structu-
res in order to prevent them
from becoming the predomi-
nant economic force.

In most Asian and African
countries the working class is
still numerically small due to
the multistructural economy
and the weak development of
social class relations. On the
average, factory workers com-
prise approximately 2-3 per
cent of the population, and
the percentage of skilled
workers is even smaller. In
some countries of Tropical
Africa the working class is
virtually non-existent or only
emerging. Nonetheless, the
drive for non-capitalist devel-
opment, for a socialist ori-
entation of the Asian and Af-
rican countries is an indispu-
table fact.

The building of industrial,
agricultural and other enter-
prises, particularly in the
state sector, is accompanied
by a steady numerical growth
of the proletariat, by quali-
tative changes in its social
composition and by a rise in
its level of concentration and
organization. It is indicative
that the programmes of the
Congolese Workers’ Party and
of the Democratic Party of
Guinea contain  provisions
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reflecting the interests and
ideology of the working class.

The socio-economic, poli-
tical and ideological changes
taking place in the countries
with a socialist orientation
justify the conclusion that in
these countries the working
class will play a growing poli-
tical role and that ultimately
it will lead the struggle for
socialism.

In the African and Asian
countries the peasants form a
very large majority of the
able-bodied population—
from 65 to 75 per cent and in
some countries even higher.
They are not only the most
numerous but also the most
exploited section of the popu-
lation and are gripped in the
vice of caste, tribal and other
prejudices. However, the po-
litical awareness and revolu-
tionary mobility of the work-
ing peasants increase in ac-
cordance with the socio-eco-
nomic changes and the ine-
vitably accompanying them
class stratification. Experi-
ence teaches that immense
revolutionary power is latent
in the peasantry.

The growing peasant sup-
port for the non-capitalist ori-
entation is quite natural, for
non-capitalist development
gives the peasantry incompa-
rably greater socio-economic
and political benefits than cap-
italist development. The ag-
rarian reforms which envis-
age the abolition of feudal

g*

property, the restriction of
landholding, the formation of
cooperatives on democratic
lines, the setting up of local
organs of administration,
and also the nationalization
of the credit and banking sys-
tems meet the vital interests
of the peasant masses.

While noting the revolu-
tionary potential of the pea-
santry, Marxist-Leninists
warn against any exaggera-
tion of that potential, against
any absolutization of the role
of the peasants as is being
done by the ultra-Left ideo-
logists, the Trotskyites and
some circles in the national
liberation movement. Lenin
regarded the peasantry as the
chief ally of the proletariat.
He particularly underscored
the need for the closest alli-
ance between the working
class and the peasantry in
backward countries.

However, Lenin never
counterposed the countryside
to the town and never regard-
ed the countryside as the cen-
tre of revolution. He took
pains to show that class-con-
scious workers had to educate
the peasant masses and sti-
mulate their revolutionary
energy, stressing that ‘the
town inevitably leads the
country. The country inevita-
bly follows the town”. 3

Facts indicate that in the
historical conditions obtain-

$V. I Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 80, p. 257.
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ing in the Asian and African
countries the vanguard role
is played by the urban revo-
lutionary-democratic forces.
The political life of these
countries is strongly influenc-
ed by the intelligentsia, small
proprietors, handicraftsmen,
small shopkeepers, white-col-
lar workers, army officers,
people engaged in the liberal
professions, and so on, who
account for up to 65 per cent
of the urban population in
the developing countries. The
national democrats in power
in countries with a non-capi-
talist orientation are mostly
from these intermediate and

basically petty-bourgeois
strata.

In the developing countries
the army is a large (some-

times the only) organized and
effective force. It would be a

€
2]

mistake to regard the army in
the Asian and African coun-
tries as standing aloof from
the class struggle, as being
neutral in that struggle. The
experiences of Egypt, Algeria,
Burma, Syria, the People’s
Republic of the Congo, Soma-
lia and other countries de-
monstrate that the army can
become an important pro-
gressive factor in the political
struggle for the further deve-
lopment of the national de-
mocratic revelution. In some
of the socialist-oriented coun-
tries the army officers (who
come from intellectual circles)
and the troops (recruited
from among workers and pea-
sants) constifute the most or-
ganized anti-imperialist for-
ce. In such a situation, the
army champions the interests
of progress. In order to with-

1972

As a result of the disintegration of imperialism’s colonial sys-
tem the share of colonial countries in the world population drop-
ped from 69 per cent in 1919 to one per cent in 1972.
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stand the pressure of impe-
rialism and of the local ex-
ploiting classes, the democra-
tically-minded officers who
took political power into their
own hands rely on the work-
ers, the peasants and the ur-

rent to the aggravation of the

class and political struggle.
As regards the mnational
bourgeoisie, a differentiated

approach must be adopted in
assessing its role. The big and
part of the middle bourgeoi-

sie are more inclined to come
to terms with imperialism,
while the petty-bourgeoisie
and, partly the middle bour-
geoisie are usually interested
in carrying our democratic,
anti-imperialist and anti-feu-
dal reforms.

ban petty-bourgeoisie.

However, in many deve-
loping states the army is the
mainstay of the local reactio-
naries and the external impe-
rialist forces. But it does not

in any case remain indiffe-

The Struggle Sharpens

The mnational bourgeoisie
supports the democratic and
anti-imperialist reforms of
the first stage of the natio-
nal-democratic revolution. re-
forms that counter the eco-
nomic pressure of the impe-
rialist monopolies and pro-

tect it against competition
from foreign and local big ca-
pital. But as the revolution
develops and it becomes ob-
vious that a choice is being
made in favour of socialism,
the number of people of this
social stratum with whom

@ Sixty-five per cent of the population of the non-socialist world
live in the developing countries, accounting for 10 per cent of industrial
production, 20 per cent of foreign trade turnover and 40 per cent of the
food resources.

@ Today, too, imperialism is trying to perpetuate economic back-
wardness in the former colonies. Per capita income in the developing
countries is one-twelfth that of the advanced capitalist countries. Economic
expansion results in the neo-colonialist creaming off 15 to 17 per cent of
the developing countries’ revenue as profit. :

Imperialism is wholly responsible for the privation and suffering of
hundreds of millions of working people in the Third World countries. Ac-
cording to UN statistics, 375 million people in those countries are on the
verge of death from starvation. About half the children of school age have
no chance of an education.

@ The revolutionary movement of the young working class in the
newly-free countries is bound to play a decisive part in the future of the
Third World. By the early 1970s the working class of the developing coun-
tries had increased to two and a half times the pre-war figure.
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the revolutionaries cooperate
narrows down.

As the class struggle
grows acute, a section of the
petty-bourgeoisie swings to
the Right and renounces so-
cialist orientation under pres-
sure from influential sections
of the national bourgeoisie
and imperialist propaganda,
which speculate on the objec-
tive difficulties of national de-
velopment. This section oppo-
ses the revolutionary, patrio-
tic forces and resists further
progressive reforms.

Together with the bour-
geoisie, socialist orientation
is opposed by the feudal

lords, the traditional chiefs
and other elements who for-
merly were part of the explo-
iting and privileged strata.

Although in the countries
with a non-capitalist orienta-
tion various socio-economic
and political measures have
been taken against the feudal
lords and the tribal élite, the
threat to social progress from
these elements has not been
completely eliminated. They
still exercise traditional in-
fluence among their fellow-
fribesmen and possess econ-
omic power.

The wundeveloped socio-
economic basis and the many-
sided economic pattern

predetermine the complexity
of the class and political strug-
gle in the Asian and African
countries. It would be a mis-
take to assess the social and
political developments and
processes in these countries

@ Socialist-oriented
ration movement.

countries are in the lead

of the national libe-

At the beginning of the 1970s the population of socialist-oriented form-
er colonies and dependent countries was over 100 million, and they had 5
per cent of the world’s territory. Today socialist-oriented countries in Af-
rica produce one-third the continent’s industrial output.

@ The CMEA socialist countries engage in economic and technical
cooperation with more than 60 countries of Asia, Africa and Latin Ameri-
ca. rendering assistance in the construction of 2,500 industrial and other
projects. Some 1,500 projects have been commissioned. Seventy-five per
cent of the aid given by the socialist community is channelled for industri-
al construction.

@ Thirty per cent of the ARE’s industrial enterprises have been built
since 1960 with Soviet economic and technical assistance. The Soviet
Union is helping India to build more than 60 major projects, Algeria 80 and
Guinea 47.

@ More than 300 thousand workers and technicians of developing
countries have been trained by Soviet specialists at 400 enterprises and
other projects built with Soviet assistance.

From the Soviet and Foreign Press
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from the standpoint of the
traditional concepts and cri-
teria that have been elaborat-
ed and tested in countries
with developed social class
structures. A sober estimate
must take into account the
specific features of the un-
developed society. The intel-
ligentsia, which becomes con-
scious of the national aims
and objectives of its people
earlier and more acutely than
other classes, plays a conside-
rably greater social role in
socio-economically backward
countries than in developed

states. This feature of the
intelligentsia  in backward
couniries was noted in his

time by Lenin.

It must be pointed out that
the demarcation of the soci-
al class forces is increasingly
growing more distinct also in
countries that have adopted
the path of capitalist develop-
ment. In these countries the
governing bloc, consisting of
the bourgeoisie and the feu-
dal lords, is opposed by revo-
lutionary-minded intelligent-
sia in alliance with the con-
scious part of the workers,
peasants and students. This
demonstrates that all contem-

porary national liberation
revolutions in which the de-
mocratic sections of society
participate, are not only natio-
nal but also clear-cut social
revolutions.

In socialist-oriented coun-
tries where a full-scale offen-
sive is opening up against
the interests of the natio-
nal bourgeoisie, an acute class
struggle rages in all spheres
of social life—political, eco-
nomic and ideological. The
aggravation of the class strug-
gle accelerates the evolution
of the ideology of the genuine
fighters for a new life with-
out exploiters and exploited,
in the direction of scientific
socialism. Here an important
point to note is that today the
non-proletarian strata’s re-
ceptivity of the ideas of sci-
entific socialism has grown
immensely.

The consolidation of the

reactionary, Right-wing for-
ces opposed to any further
deepening of social reforms

may be observed at the same
time. The exacerbation of the
class and political struggle is
a characteristic feature of the
present stage of non-capital-
ist development.

The Strategy of the Struggle for Socialism

Non-capitalist develop-
ment meets the interests of
the broadest masses. Its cen-
tral objective is to build the
material and technical basis
and the socio-political condi-

tions for the transition of the
newly-free countries to so-
cialism. This task involves
tremendous difficulties.

As we have already point-
ed out non-capitalist develop-
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ment presupposes that the
multistructural economy will
remain for a certain period
and that the state sector will
play a growing and determin-
ing role in that economy. The
transitional economic rela-
tions must be regarded as the
product of the interaction of
various socio-economic pat-
terns, as the result of the con-
tradictory unity of the rem-
nants of the past and of the
shoots of the new social rela-
tions. The manifold charac-
ter of the economy in social-
ist-oriented countries will be
surmounted chiefly through
the promotion of the state
sector which is the foundation
of ‘non-capitalist development

and of the socialist orienta-
tion.
Successful non-capitalist

development presupposes a
definite strategy which cov-
ers the economy. It consists
in planning the main areas of
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economic construction, con-
centrating means and resour-
ces in these areas, establish-
ing the rates and proportions
of development, and so on.
The socialist-oriented state
plays an exceptionally impor-
tant role in implementing
this strategy.

The creation of a new
state apparatus, the break up
of the old economic relations
of exploitation and subordi-
nation and their replacement
by a new system of social re-
lations constitute an extre-
mely complex process. Tem-
porary difficulties, especially
in the economic sphere, are
inevitable. The transitional
socio-economic system cannot
yield an immediate economic
effect. It only guarantees this
effect in the future. However,
already today, the summing

O

up of some results of the so-

THE ELECTRIC RIVER OF SYRIA

The Euphrates, the largest ri-
ver in Syria, has been known to
everyone since the early years at
school.

From ancient times the people
of Syria have been dreaming about
using the immense power of the ri-
ver. Flive years ago they set to mak-
ing the dream come true with the
economic and technical aid of the
USSR. A huge dam and a power
station are under construction there.

Unique in its engineering con-
cept, the dam has consumed milli-

cio-economic changes in the
socialist-oriented countries
ons of tons of sand, gravel and

concrete and is closing its grip on
the river. In the middle of this year
the last concrete will be
dropped into the gorge,
and the great project on the Euph-
rates will be completed.

The power station building will
stand beside the dam. Its foun-
dation was laid in May, 1971. Its
Syrian builders and Soviet experts
plan to complete the first stage of
the station a year ahead of sched-
ule, towards the end of 1974. When

cubes
narrow
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demonstrates the indisputable
advantages of non-capitalist
development over capitalist
one. Among these advantages
are the diminishing depen-
dence of the socialist-oriented
countries on the world capi-
talist system and the streng-
thening of their national eco-
nomy; the gradual democra-
tization of many aspects of
state, political and social life
and the more active partici-
pation of the masses in that
life; the laying of the founda-
tions of public, state owner-
ship and state control of the
activities of capitalist ele-
ments, which prevent the de-
velopment of private, capita-
list sector; a faster develop-
ment of science, culture and

public education than in
capitalist-oriented countries;
the consolidation of sove-

reignty and independence of
socialist-oriented countries.

The influence of the world
socialist system on the advan-
cement and the deepening of
the revolutionary process in
the developing countries is the
objective law of our epoch.
The course of events bears out
the conclusion of the 1969 In-
ternational Meeting of Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties
that “the world socialist sys-
tem is the decisive force in
the anti-imperialist struggle.
Each liberation struggle recei-
ves indispensable aid from the
world socialist system, above
all from the Soviet Union”. *

No country in Asia, Africa
or Latin America can success-
fully advance towards socia-
lism if it remains isolated
from the world socialist sys-
tem, if it does not establish
all-embracing links with it.

4 International Meeting of Com-
munist and Workers Parties, Mos-
cow, 1969, Prague, 1969, p. 21.

all the eight generating units of the
station are at work, output of elec-
tric power in Syria will be doubled.
For this reason the Euphrates pro-
ject is often called the backbone of
the Syrian economy.

The possible  the

construction of an irrigation system

dam makes

which is under way there and is ex-
‘ted to add 600,000
irrigated area of the country. A
powerful pumping station has been

hectares to

1t and 450 kilometres of canals
ve been dug. At present Soviet

-l

experts are busy helping to pre-

pare four thousand hectares of land
for experimental sowing.

However, the hydropower com-
plex on the Euphrates does not mean
only kilowatts of electricity and
tons of farm produce. It represents
a major new stage in the progress
of the country as a whole.

Munir Wannus, Minister for the
Euphrates Dam, puts it
“Building the dam in cooperation
with our Soviet friends, we are, at

this way:

the same time, building a free life
which will enable us to do away
with backwardness.’

(APN)
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An important place in the arsenal of
anti-communist theories is held by vari-
ous concepts whose aim is to disparage’
the significance and experience of the
Great October Socialist Revolution and
to prove that there was no need for it.

Let us recall some lessons of the
Great October Socialist Revolution,
which have now come in for particula-
rly vicious attacks by those who would
like to falsify matters.

The October Revolution as a Natural
Development

The phrasing of the heading may
seem strange, even to realistically-think-
ing people who do not share Marxist
views. Indeed, 55 vears after the esta-
blishment of the Soviet state it would
hardly seem necessary to speak of the
October Revolution as a natural develop-
ment. That is axiomatic. And yet articles
and even books keep appearing in the
West questioning the legitimate chara-
cter of the October Revolution.

What arguments do the bourgeois
ideologists give to prove their point? The
main one is that: Russia did not have
the socio-economic prerequisites which
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are, according to the theory
of Marx and Engels, essen-
tial for a revolution (?!). And
they also claim that although
Russia chose the road of re-
volution, it does not mean
there was no other alternati-
ve. It could have come to
“democratic renovation” in
the process of evolution. '

What conditions for a so-
cialist revolution did Marx-
ism (which the bourgeois ide-
ologists say the Bolsheviks
have deviated from) regard as
necessary? It meant that the
objective economic conditions
had to be ripe for revolution
and that there must be a cer-
tain degree of capitalist devel-
opment. Our ideological op-
ponents assert that Russia
was a backward country and
therefore not ready for a so-
cialist revolution.

Just what kind of a coun-
try Russia was in 19727 It
was a country where capita-

! H. Kohert, a bourgeois West
German historian, asserts in his
book Kommunismus in der Sowjet-
union (Communism in the Soviet
Union) that Marx held that “the
socialist revolution should have ta-
ken place in the most developed
country”, whereas on the eve of
the First World War Russia did
not have the socio-economic condi-
tions which Marx believed were
“absolutely essential in order for it
to triumph”.

The same idea is expressed by
J. Dunn, Director of the historial
research department of King’s Col-
leze, Cambridge University, in the
k Modern Revolution. An Intro-
duction to the Analysis of a Politi-
cal Phenomenon.

lism had reached a medium
level of development (which
was repeatedly and very con-
vincingly  pointed out by
Lenin) and industrial-finan-
cial capital was highly con-
centrated. The monopoly
groupings, which had begun
to develop, especially during
the First World War, into
state-monopoly capitalism
were very influential.
Consequently, the neces-
sary objective economic con-
ditions for a socialist revolu-
fion did exist in Russia. Inci-
dentally, the founders of
Marxism always felt that the
ripeness of prerequisites for a
revolution depended on a
complex of factors which in-
cluded both economic and so-
cio-political factors.
Commenting on the condi-
tions ensuring the victory of
the proletariat over the bour-
geoisie, Lenin wrote: “If is
possible to do this, of course,
only when capitalist develop-
ment has reached a certain
level. Failing that fundament-
al condition, the proletariat
cannot develop into a separa-
te class, nor can success be
achieved in its prolonged tra-
ining, education, instruction
and trial in battle during long
yvears of strikes and demon-
strations when the opportu-
nists are disgraced and expel-
led. Failing that fundamental
condition, the centres will not
play that economic and polit-
ical role which enables the
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proletariat, after their cap-
ture, to lay hold of state
power in its entirety, or more
correctly, of its vital nerve, its
core, its node. Failing that
fundamental condition, there
cannot be the kinship, close-
ness and bond between the
position of the proletariat and
that of the non-proletarian
working people which (kin-
ship, closeness and bond) are
necessary for the proletariat
to influence those masses, for
its influence over them to be
effective.” 2

No matter how ripe the
material prerequisites may be
in themselves, without the
socio-political factor and un-
less the subjective conditions
are ripe for it, there cannot
be a socialist revolution. This
can be seen from the pre-
vailing situation in many de-
veloped capitalist countries
where, although the economic
conditions for a socialist re-
volution have long been pre-
sent, the capitalists remain in
power. The communist par-
ties consider that a revolutio-
nary situation necessary for
establishing the dictatorship
of the proletariat does not
exist in their countries at pre-
sent.

As is common knowledge,
by revolutionary situation
Marxists mean that it is no
longer possible for the ruling
classes to maintain their do-

2 V. L Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 30, p. 266.

mination in its old form, that,
as a result of a crisis, the mi-
sery and privations of the
working people are aggravat-
ed more than ever and, final-
ly, there is considerably grea-
ter protest and anger at the
conduct of the ruling classes,
manifest in vigorous revolu-
tionary actions and struggles
of the masses.

Had such a situation shap-
ed up in Russia by the begin-
ning of 1917? It had. The
upper circles could not rule
as they had and the masses
refused to live as they had.
The political system of tsar-
ism was upset by the struggle
of the working class and the
peasantry, the actions of the
oppressed nationalities, the
contradictions in the country
having taken the form of bit-
ter class clashes.

fowever, even all this is
not enough for a socialist re-
volution to triumph. Marxism
teaches us that it is also ne-
cessary for the advanced class
and its vanguard, the revolu-
tionary party, to be able to
assume leadership in that re-
volution. Russia had such a
class and such a party.

Thus, both historical ex-
perience and current practice
show that in carrying out the
revolution  the Bolsheviks
proceeded from  scientific
principles, i. e., they acted in
keeping with the teaching of
Marx and Engels and not con-
trary to it.
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This in no way means (as
our critics would have i)
that the Russian revolution
was forced by the Bolsheviks
into the Marxian pattern as
into a Proecrustean bed. Had
the Bolsheviks acted so, that
would have not only run
counter to Marxism as a crea-
tive science that has no place
for dogmatism, sluggishness
and inertness, but would have
harmed the development of
the revolution in Russia and
the world over.

We should like to single
out one of the theoretical and
practical questions of social-
ist revolution which were
posed by Lenin in a new way:
the possibility of socialism be-
ing victorious in one or seve-
ral countries.

This question (and many
others which we do not men-
tion) was the new word in
Marxism. It was brought up
by Lenin with regard to the
character of development of
capitalism, which had entered
its imperialist stage, and the
experience of the Russian and
international revolutionary
movement.

It is known that the lea-
ders of the Second Interna-
tional and the Russian Men-
sheviks did not share these
views. Moreover, they accus-
ed Lenin of deviating from
Marxism. And what was
the outcome? Lenin’s theory
of socialist revolution has
been strikingly borne out by

practice. What weould have
become of the working class
movement in Russia {and not
just in Russia) if Lenin had
not put forward new ideas, if
he had not developed the
theory of socialist revolution,
but had confined himself to
the Marxist conclusions—
quite correct in their time but
outdated in the new condi-
tions—about the possibility of
socialism winning only in
highly developed capitalist
couniries, and in all these
countries simultaneously at
that?

Apparently, the working
class movement would have
had to grope in the dark,
finding its way Dby instinct,
and, who knows, if it would
have been at all possible to
accomplish the socialist revo-
lution in Russia in 1917? For
we know that during the
same pericd Germany, where
the party of the working class
was led by reformists, did not
make use of the possibility of
achieving victory of the so-
cialist revolution, and the
German proletariat had to
live through the tragic deca-
des of reaction and Hitlerism,
and capitalism still holds
sway in one part of the
country.

Now let us examine the
second ‘“argument” of our
ideological adversaries: Was
the choice by Russia of the
road of revolution historical-
ly necessary? There is no
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peint now in entering into a
controversy with our ideolo-
gical adversaries regarding
some evolutionary road to
Russia’s “democratic renova-
tion”. Could it have been in
the interests of the working
people of our countiry to
switch the revolution onto a
bourgeois-democratic track, to
wail for the revolution in the
West (on which the Menshe-
viks and some other opportu-
nists insisted), and not to
carry it forward to a victori-
ous conclusion?

To be answered these
questions have to be approa-
ched both from the standpoint
of Russian and international
affairs. Let us assume for a
moment that the October Re-
volution did not take place.
What would have been in
store, then, for the country
and its peoples? At that time
Russia was on the verge of
economic and social collapse;
it was threatened with cata-
strophe, with becoming a co-
lony of stronger imperialist

powers. This quite apart from
the fact that, as the experi-
ence of other countries has
shown, the Russian proletari-
al would have had to go on
slaving for the exploiters.

From the standpoint of
world history putiing off a
revolution that was ripe in
Russia would have done irre-
parable damage to the entire
international liberation mov-
ement. The proletarians of
the world would not have for-
given the Bolsheviks for fail-
ing to use the favourable pos-
sibilities and lead the work-
ing class in taking power into
their own hands.

Summing up, it can be
said that the arguments of
our ideological opponents are
completely groundless. This
is equally true of the asser-
tions that economically Russia
was not ready for revolu-
tion, the complaints that the
Bolsheviks had digressed
from Marxist theory, and the
preachings about the evolu-
tionary road.

Concerning the Forces Accomplishing the Revolution

The critics of the October
Revolution contend that it was
a “coup at the top”, carried
out without the participation
and against the will of the
people, that the dictatorship
of the proletariat was forcibly
imposed by the Bolsheviks.
This is by no means a new
thesis from the theoretical
stock of our ideological ene-

mies. Aforementioned J. Dunn
considers that the October
Revolution was merely a
putsch by a bunch of intellee-
tuals. 3

The medern anti-commu-
nists need the thesis on the
“elitist” character of the Oec-

® ]. Dunn. Modern Revolution.
An Introduction to the Analysis of
a Political Phenomenon, p. 46.
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tober Revolution to “prove”
two propositions, namely, that
the masses did not take part
in the revolution, not being
interested in it, and that the
“top”, meaning the Bolshevik
Party, did not act in the in-
terests of the masses and was
not linked with them. The
inference is that the experi-
ence of the October Revolu-
tion is no good, and the Com-
munists in the capitalist coun-
tries propagating this expe-
rience as well as Bolsheviks,
are “Blanquists” and plotters.

The answer to the follow-
ing two elementary questions
is enough to show the insidi-
ous character of these con-
fentions.

First: Did the Bolsheviks
feel that a minority could ac-
complish the revolution? No,
they did not. In all their stra-
tegy they proceeded from the
premise: “...To win, we must
have the sympathy of the
masses. An absolute majority
is not always essential; but
what is essential to win and
retain power is not only the
majority of the working
class. .. but also the majority
of the working and exploited
rural population.” *

Second: Did the majority
of the working people support
the Bolsheviks? They certain-
ly did. The October Revolu-
tion was unprecedented in the
scale of mass participation of

+ V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,

Vol. 82, p. 476.

the working people. The over-
whelming majority of them
took part in it; it had
the support of a clear majori-
ty of the working class, and
the peasantry. Therefore Le-
nin was quite right in declar-
ing from the rostrum of the
Third Congress of the Comin-
tern: “In Russia, we were a
small party, but we had with
us in addition the majority of
the Soviets of Workers’ and
Peasants’ Deputies through-
out the country... We had

with us almost half the army,

which then numbered at least
ten million men.” ®

It may be of interest to
recall that the Second Con-
gress of Soviets, held during
the Great October Revolution,
had established the All-Rus-
sia Central Executive Com-
mittee and the Soviel Govern-
ment as the collective su-
preme bodies of Soviet power.
It was the lawful government
of Soviet Russia. This can be
seen from the following figu-
res: At the Second All-Russia
Congress of Soviets of Work-
ers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies the
Boisheviks were represented
by 390 delegates out of a
total of 649, i.e., they had 60
per cent of the seats. Besides,
there were 160 delegates fromn
the Socialist-Revolutionaries
(predominantly the  Left
ones), the petty-bourgeois
peasant partv. The Left So-

EEVART = Tsenii:

Collected Works,
Vol. 82, p. 471.
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cialist-Revolutionaries sup-
ported the transition of power
to the Soviets, joined the All-
Russia  Central = Executive
Committee and later on, the
government. Consequently
these parties were represent-
ed by 84.7 per cent of the de-
puties at the Congress.

That is why the “protesis”
of the bourgeois ideologists
and politicians disputing the
“legitimacy” of the establish-
ment of the power of the
working class in October 1917
are ridiculous. The legitimacy
of the Communists’ coming to
power is admitted also by
objective-minded  bourgeois
historians. 6

In speaking about the mo-
tive forces of revolution, we
cannot overlock another fal-
sification which our ideologi-
cal opponents set great store
by, with regard to participa-
tion by other parties. They
maintain, contrary fo the
facts, that the Bolsheviks re-
fused to share power with
anyone, implying that the
programme statements of
many communist parties con-

6 H. von Rimscha, a West Ger-
man bourgeois historian, criticizes
the view that the October Revolu-
tion was a coup d’état carried out
behind the back and against the
will of the worker-and-peasant
masses, and notes that it was “un-
doubtedly supported by the mas-
ses... In October ‘the mass itself’
made history” (See H. von Rim-
scha. “Probleme der russischen Re-
volution”, Neue politische Iiteratur,
1961, Nr. 3, SS. 209-211).

cerning the participation of
the other Left parties oppos-
ed to the imperialists, were
fraudulent. In reality the Bol-
sheviks did not object to the
participation of representati-
ves of other parties in the
first Soviet Government in
1917

“...We wanted a coalition
Soviet Government,” Lenin
declared. “We did not ex-
clude anyone from the So-
viet.” 7 As already noted, the
first supreme body of Soviet
power, the All-Russia Central
Executive Committee, includ-
ed apart from Bolsheviks also
representatives of the Left So-
cialist-Revolutionaries. There
were seven representatives of
the Left SRs in the Council
of People’s Commissars.
Therefore the Bolsheviks’ co-
operation with the Left SRs
was not a “legend”, a “myth”,
as A. Peyrefitte 8 asserts. And
if the Left Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries, with whom the
masses of toiling peasants
had parted ways, quit the
bloc with the Leninist Party,
took the position of support-
ing the kulaks and mounted
an armed rebellion against
Soviet power, against the Bol-
sheviks, and the majority of
them took part in the Civil
War on the side of the ene-
mies of Soviet power, the Bol-

LeBec VRS = T eriin:
Works, Vol. 26, p. 270.

¢ Quoted from [’Humanité, Sept.
14, 1972.

Collected
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sheviks were not to blame.
Nor were the Bolsheviks to
blame when the Mensheviks,
the Right SRs and other pet-
ty-bourgeois groups refused
to agree to the decisions of
the Second Congress of So-
viets, walked out of it and
launched an open struggle
against the socialist revolu-
tion.

Reporting to the 8th Party
Congress (1919) Lenin said
that it would be an exceed-
ingly complex and difficuit
task in all future revolutions
to determine the attitude of
the party of the proletariat
towards petty-bourgeois de-
mocratic  parties, towards
those elements, strata, groups

and classes which in Russia
were particularly strong and
numercus and which were to
be found in all countries, and
that by no means in all con-
ditions and all countries were
petty-bourgeois elements ene-
mies of socialism nor could
or should they be.°

To sum up briefly. The
Great October Revolution was
not carried out from the
“top”, by an “élite”, but by
the masses of working peo-
ple. It is this feature of the
October Revolution that ex-
plains the international signi-
ficance of the various aspects
of its experience, the possibi-
lity of applying it in other
countries.

Were the Features of the October Revolution Unique?

Attempts to depict the
October Revolution as having
nothing in common with
modern revolutions is a fav-
ourite resource of our ideolo-
gical adversaries. The world
has become entirely different,
they say, and revolutions will
be quite different, too. It is
precisely the unprecedented
might of 20th-century capital-
ism that will give rise to the
revolution of the 20th cen-
tury, writes H. Marcuse. Its
features will differ from those
of its predecessors, especially
the Russian revolution.!'” A
similar view is expressed by
"0 See The New York

Aug. 7, 1972.

Times,

10513

the French social-reformist,
Ph. Bauchard, in the book
“Trade Unions in Search of 2
Revolution”.  According to
him, the scientific and tech-
nological revolution is solv-
ing, in passing, the social
problems, making a socialist
revolution unnecessary.'!
Arguments of this kind, to
prove the “uniqueness” of the
features of the Great October
Revolution, are mainly in-
tended to prove that the pro-
letariat has relinquished its
historical mission of acting as

9See V. I Lenin. Collected

Works, Vol. 29, p. 205.
1t See Ph. Bauchard. Les syndicats
en quiéte révolution.
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the grave-digger of capitalism
and, hence, it is imperative
to change the strategy and
tactics of its struggle. As the
falsifiers see it, the proletariat
in the Western countries oniy
very remotely  resembles
Marxian proletariat, which
had nothing to lose but its
chains. According to H. Mar-
cuse, the working class has
become submerged in the
mass of those working for
hire, and, therefore, the mass
base created by the relations
between capital and labour in
the 18th and 19th centuries
no longer exists in the metro-
polises of monopoly capital. 12
In view of this, the proletariat
is said to have no longer the
revolutionary qualities it had
at the time of the October
Revolution of 1917 in Russia,
when it allegedly was back-
ward, ignorant and hence
easily “aroused” in rebellion.

Is that really so? No, it
is not.

To begin with, Russia’s
proletariat was by no means
backward. It was a strong,
class-conscious, organized
class with a mighty revolu-
tionary potential. The excep-
tionally high degree of its
concentration in large indu-
strial centres was conducive
to its cohesion. It had been

“trained for decades by a
very young, but modern,

2 See The New York Times,
Sie 7. 1972.

large-scale machine indu-

strytil®

Such weaknesses of Rus-
sia’s proletariat as its relati-
vely small numerical strength
and low degree of unioniza-
tion, the percentage of illi-
teracy, etc. could not be of
great significance under those
conditions, since its positive
features compensated for it.
As a result, the proletariaf,
headed by the Party of Bol-
sheviks and leading the broad
masses of working people,
won out. The working class
was also the principal revolu-
tionary force in the revolu-
tions in other countries that
followed the October Revolu-
tion and led to the victory
of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat.

Such has been the case to
this day. But perhaps our
dynamic epoch has produced
a qualitatively new proleta-
riat which has different inte-
rests, a different psychology
and has different prospects
in store for it? Perhaps the
proletarian is really becoming
petty bourgeois, as bourgeois
sociologists contend? Or, fi-
nally, perhaps the reformists
and “Left” revisionists are
right when, noting the reduc-
tion in the number of manual
workers, they conclude that
the working class “has lost
its social role”, and ascribe
this role to the intelligentsia?

13 V. I. Lenin.
Vol. 82, p. 455.

Collected Works,
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True, the working class of
today is, as a rule, better or-
ganized and educated; in a
number of developed capital-
ist countries it has managed
to obtain a higher standard
of living; its requirements
have changed. Its structure
has become more complex;
there is an increasingly great-
er percentage of brainwork
in the labour done by the
working class. However, all
these changes do not affect
the main thing—the role of
the proletariat in the econo-
mic and other areas of life
of society, the profound con-
tradiction between labour and
capital, and the striving of
. the working class for social
change.

Today, too, the working
class remains the chief enemy
of monopoly power; its ranks
are growing, and it is winning
more and more allies over to
its side. The proletariat occu-
pies the leading place in the
revolutionary movement now
as well. This is evident from
the character, forms and me-
thods of its struggle, the mili-
tancy of its actions.

Consequently today, just
as in the period of the Oclo-
ber Revolution, the working
class remains the class which
history has destined to eman-
cipate labour from the yoke
of capital. And, therefore, the
Russian proletariat’s experi-
ence in successfully fulfilling
this mission continues to be

of vast international signific-
ance, despite some of its pe-
culiarities.

Attention should be drawn
to the claim that it is far
more difficult for the work-
ing class in the West to take
over power in a revolutionary
way than it was in Russia.
Since falsifiers in the West
are very zealous in backing
up their contentions with
quotations taken out of con-
text from Lenin’s work they
are wont to cite Lenin’s state-
ment “...the world socialist
revolution cannot begin easily
in the advanced countries as
the revolution began in Rus-
sia ot M

What  conclusions
drawn from this?

The working class of the
capitalist world must not
strive for revolution. All the
more so since in the age of
“people’s  capitalism”, the
“post-industrial society” and
the “technotronic era”, capi-
talism is undergoing evolution
and transmutation, and all
causes for revolution have
“disappeared”.

It would be a waste of
time to try to make our ideo-
logical opponents change
their mind. Lenin’s words
about the difficult beginning
of revolution in the West,
spoken in a definite setting
more than half a century ago,
are dogmatically said by the

are

14 Y, 1. Lenin.

Collected Works,
Vol. 27, p. 98.
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bourgeois
valid for
tions.

To be sure, now as well
it is no easy thing to launch
a revolution in the West. But
is it not a fact that the work-
ing class and the other anti-
monopoly forces in the citad-
els of capitalism have grown
immensely, that there exists,
and is gaining strength the
world socialist system which
is the decisive force in the
anti-imperialist struggle, and
that the national liberation
movement has unfolded on a
vast scale? All this facilitates
the revolutionary struggle of
the proletariat for power.

We have examined the
main directions along which
the bourgeois and revisionist
ideologists are attempting in
vain to disparage the experi-
ence of the Great October Re-

ideologists to be
present-day condi-

volution. But try as they may,
our ideological opponents wili
not be able to refute the fact
that the October 1917 Revo-
lution was a logical develop-
ment of history, that it deve-
loped in accordance with the
laws of socialist revolution,
that “the general course of
the proletarian revolution is

the same throughout the
world.” 15
The experience and les-

sons of the October and other
revolutions form the basis of
the strategy of the world
communist movement, of
every Marxist-Leninist party,
which ably combine the ge-
neral and the specific in the
struggle for the power of the
working class and all work-
ing people, in the struggle for
the victory of socialism.

15 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 28, p. 470.

“_..certain fundamental features of our revolution have a
significance that is not local, or peculiarly national, or Russian
alone, but international..., but all the primary features of
our revolution, and many of its secondary features, are of
international significance in the meaning of its effect on all
countries.”
V. I. Lenin
“...the October whirlwind fanned the sparks of the revolu-
tion into a mighty flame. The half century which passed after
the October Revolution convincingly demonstrated its tre-
mendous international significance. During these years, the en-
tire face of the world has changed, changed in large measure
under the impact of the October Revolution and its ideas,
ander the influence of socialism’s victories.”
L. 1. Brezhnev
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Engels' book, Herr E. Diihring’s

Revolution commonly

in Science,
known as Anti-Dithring, was writ-
ten almost one hundred years ago,
but it remains an encyclopaedia of
the scientific Marxist world outlook.
Lenin said about the book: “This is
a wonderfully rich and instructive
book. .. (analysing highly impor-
tant problems of the domain of phi-
losophy, natural science and the so-
cial sciences)”. !

SWV. 1. Lenin
WMol ep =95,

Collected Works,
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Engels wrote this book in res-
ponse to the publication in Germa-
ny, in the mid-1870s, of tracts writ-

ten by Eugene Dihring, a little-
known assistant professor at the

University of Berlin, who declared
himself a social reformer and
claimed that he had created a new
philosophical system. Dithring
sought to oppose to Marxism his “la-
test word in science” which, in ac-
tual fact, was nothing but a varie-
ty of petty-bourgeois socialism based
on an idealist conception of his-
tory. However, his views exerted a
certain influence on the young Ger-
man Social-Democratic Party. It
was for this reason that Wilhelm
Liebknecht, one of the leaders of
German Socialists, asked Marx and
Engels to refute this new trend of
petty-bourgeois philosophy. Putting
aside all his other work Engels set
out to write a book in order to help
the party of the German working
class in its struggle to preserve the
integrity of proletarian ideology.

In 1877-1878, Uorwdrts, a soci-
al-democratic newspaper, published
a series of articles by Engels. In
early July 1878 they were publi-
shed as a book in Leipzig.

The book was written after Ca-
pital, “the most destructive shell
ever fired at the bourgeoisie. 2 It is
permeated with a spirit of deter-
mined struggle against attempts to
oppose eclectic mixtures of petty-
bourgeois views to the scientific
theory of Marxism.

‘When Engels was working on
Anti-Dithring, Marx discontinued

2 K. Marx and F. Engels. Works,
Vol. 31, p. 453.
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his work on the second and third
volumes of Capital in order to write
a chapter on political economy for
Engels’ book. Marx also helped En-
gels to gather data for the section
of the book entitled “Socialism”
and later read the completed manu-
script.

In Anti-Diihring Engels analy-
ses the three component parts of
Marxism, each of them forming a
separate section in the book: “Phi-
losophy”, “Political economy” and
“Socialism”.

The underlying theme of the
book is struggle for the integrity of
dialectical materialism, the scienti-
fic ideology of the proletariat.
“Either materialism consistent to the
end, or the falsechood and confu-
sion of philosophical idealism—such
is the formation given in every pa-
ragraph of Anti-Diihring”. 3

First of all, Engels discusses the
basic principles of dialectical ma-
terialism and substantiates the fun-
damental laws of dialectics and the
Marxist theory of cognition. Pro-
ceeding from Marx’s economic theo-
ry Engels gave a concise account of
Marxist political economy in the
second section of the book. He cri-
ticized the idealist theory of force,
showed the decisive importance of
the economy in the development of
society, explained the origin of pri-
vate property and classes, and re-
vealed the progressive role played
by force in a revolutionary epoch.

The third section of the book is
a brilliant essay on the history and
theory of scientific socialism. En-

8 V. 1. Lenin. Collected Works,
Vol. 14, p. 388.
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gels showed that scientific com-
munism was a theoretical expression
of the proletarian movement and
described the future socialist and
communist society.

Anti-Diihring provides an exam-
ple of a successful defence of the
scientific world outlook of the revo-
lutionary proletariat, and is a mo-
del of Marxist irreconcilability to-
ward distortions in theory, and op-
portunism in politics. Engels critici-
zed the entire concept of Diihring,
its petty-bourgeois
class roots and its idealist, meta-
physical character. History has
proved that theoretically Diihring’s
views are totally insignificant, and
his name would have long been
forgotten had it not been for En-
gels” book.

However, with the death of the
assistant professor of Berlin Uni-
versity, the Dithrings—enemies of
Marxism and of its materialist and
of the world,

of bourgeois
and petty-bourgeois ideologies in
the working class movement—have
not disappeared. They are still
seeking to convert socialism from a
science into an Utopia. That is why
the basic arguments contained in
Engels’ book reformism,
anarchism and other
petty-bourgeois “revolutionariness”,
against a vulgar understanding of
materialist dialectics, political eco-
nomy and scientific socialism, are
still important and continue to serve
as an ideological weapon of the
working people in their struggle for
democracy and socialism.

and laid bare

dialectical concept
and the propagators

against
varieties of

(APN)
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LENIN’S FORESIGHT

August 16, 1913

In 1918, four years before the
October  Revolution,  Severnaya
Pravda, a Bolshevik newspaper, car-
ried a small but extremely impor-
tant article by Lenin entitled “How
Can Per Capita Consumpition In
Russia Be Increased?” This problem
interested many people in Russia.
And this is understandable. At that
time tsarist Russia was a country
with a fairly high level of capital-
ist development and a high concen-
tration of large-scale industry.
Owing to her vast territory and
numerous population—160 million—
Russia ranked fifth in the world
in industrial output. Nevertheless
she was an exfremely backward
country in terms of per capita out-
put and consumption of major in-
dustrial goods—the chief indicator
of economic development.

In his article, Lenin posed in
2 concise manner the key problem
as regards the causes of economic
backwardness of tsarist Russia, and
discussed the ways of turning Rus-
sia into a highly developed country.

Russian capitalism, which was
dependent on the foreign bourgeoi-
sie, the deep-rooted survivals of
feudalism in the countryside, and
the despotic monarchist system were
increasingly hampering Russia’s eco-
nomic development, reducing her to
the status of a semi-colony of
Western capital. In 1913, Russia’s
industrial production per capita of
the population was almost the same
as in Spain which was then among
the less developed European coun-
tries.
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In 1911, per capita consumption
of iron wares in Russia was only
95 kg, whereas in the USA it was
933 kg, in Germany 136 kg, and in
Britain 105 kg. .. .Russia,” Lenin
noted with bitterness, “still remains
an  unbelievably, unprecedentedly
backward country, poverty-stricken
and half-savage, four times worse-
off than Britain, five times worse-off
than Germany and ten times worse-
off than America in terms of modern
means of production” '

The great leader of the Russian
proletariat exposed the social roots
of the country’s backwardness, and
proposed a bold programme for
Russia’s advancement. 1t called for,
among other things, the abolition of
landlord property rights so that the
peasants would .. .increase their
consumption, cease being beggars
and become, at long last, a little bit
like human beings” 2.

Lenin wrote that another obstacle
on the road toward social and eco-
nomic progress was ‘“a handful of
monopolists protected by state aid”
and closely connected with semi-
feudal landlords. 3

Lenin firmly believed in the
strength and capability of the pro-
Jetariat and all working people of
Russia, and pointed out that the
task of “overtaking America” could
be accomplished only if the people
took over power. He noted that
“increasing backwardness” made ex-
ceptional speed necessary in solving
that vital problem. 4

A thorough knowledge of the
objective laws of historical deve-
lopment, scientific foresight, and a
deep conviction about the transform-
ing power of socialism—this was
what enabled Lenin to set forth
such a far-reaching development
programme for Russia at a time
when her industrial potential equal-

1 Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 19,
p=292.

2 Thid., p. 298.

3 Thid.

4 Tbid.
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led only 12.5 per cent of that of
the USA. In those years, electric
power production in Russia was
only 8.3 per cent of that in the
USA, steel—15.5 per cent, cement—
12.83 per cent, and mineral fertiliz-
ers—3 per cent.

As Lenin foresaw, the socialist
system eliminated the exploiter clas-
ses, and removed the social obstacles
from the path toward rapid econo-
mic and cultural progress. Today,
the Soviet Union is a major in-
dustrial power and has caught up
with, and in some fields has even
surpassed, the United States of
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America, the most developed capi-
talist country.

In 1972, total Soviet industrial
output was more than 75 per cent
of that in the USA, with steel pro-
duction exceeding the US figure by
2 per cent, and cement—by 41 per
cent; the output of mineral fertiliz-
ers was only 2 per cent below the
US figure.

The successful implementation of
the ninth five-year economic deve-
lopment plan (1971-1975) will fur-
ther bridge the gap between the
levels of economic growth of the
USSR and the USA.
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TOPICAL QUESTIONS RELAT-
ING TO THE STRUCTURE AND
DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIALISM

Nauchny kommunism
No. 1, 1978 (C)

An international symposium de-
voted to “The Laws and Phases in
Building and Developing Sccialism”
was held at the Institute of Marx-
ism-Leninism under the CPSU Cen-
tral Committee in Moscow. It was
attended by researchers of the
Party’s scientific-research institutes
and editorial boards of the Party
journals of eight socialist coun-
tries—Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the
German Democratic Republic, Hun-
gary, Mongolia, Poland, Romania
and the USSR.

The symposium was opened by
Academician Pyotr  Fedoseyev,
Vice-President of the USSR Acade-
my of Sciences and Director of the
Institute of Marxism-Leninism.

Professor V. Semyonov present-
ed a paper entitled: “The Basic
Laws and Phases in Building and
Developing Socialism”. He dealt
with a wide scope of questions cov-
ering the basic laws and the rela-
tion between the general and spe-
cific features of constructing and
developing socialism, the main
phases of the development of socia-
list society, the goals set in the con-
struction of advanced socialist so-
ciety, and its cardinal characteris-
tics.

In his statement Professor N.
Iribadjakov, editor-in-chief of the
Bulgarian journal Nove wreme
(New Times), dealt with certain

methodological problems in the in-
vestization of advanced socialism.
Socialism cannot reach the highest,
ultimate phase of development, i.e.,
the phase of maturity, immediately
after its emergence. To arrive at it
the society must create the neces-
sary conditions. Above all it must
attain a definite level of develop-
ment of the productive forces and
relations of production. In the view
of the Bulgarian scholar the histori-
cal mission of advanced socialist
society is to pave the way for the
gradual transition to communism.

In his paper B. Szabo, editor-in-
chief of the Hungarian journal
Pérttorténeti tdjékoztaté (Bulletin of
the History of the Party), focused
attention on the phases in building
and developing socialism.

The wealth of experience accu-
mulated by the Hungarian people
in their struggle for socialism shows
that the general laws manifested
themselves in full scope only in forms
that met the concrete historical con-
ditions of the country. The theorists
who described these national diffe-
rences as “models of socialism” ad-
vanced views that were theoretically
unsound and harmful in practice.

The 8th Congress of the Hunga-
rian Socialist Workers’ Party held
in 1962 drew the conclusion that
Hungary had built the foundations
for a socialist society. At present
the Hungarian people were engag-
ed in building full-scale socialism
in accordance with the decisions of
the 10th Party Congress. This
meant that they were building an
advanced socialist society.

The papers of I. Hildebrandt,
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chief of the Department of Scienti-
fic Communism, Institute of Marx-
ism-Leninism under the SUPG
Central Committee, and E. Triimp-
ler, sector chief of the Institute,
were devoted to theoretical and
practical questions bearing on the
construction of an advanced social-
ist society in the German Democra-
tic Republic, the conditions for it
and the tasks confronting society in
this connection,

Hildebrandt pointed out that in
the German Democratic Republic
the conditions were present in the
early 1960’s to build an advanced
socialist society. The thesis that so-
cialism is a relatively independent
social-economic structure dissociat-
ed from the integral communist
structure gained temporary curren-
cy in the German Democratic Re-
public’s scientific literature. This
reflection of objective processes was
unsound. Therefore, the thesis was
theoretically untenable. A critical
analysis helped overcome this con-
ception.

Trimpler emphasized that a so-
ciety could not be regarded as an
advanced socialist society, unless it
was totally free from all elements
of capitalist production relations,
even though these relations played
no essential role.

In his statement B. Baldoo,
Director of the Institute of the His-
tory of the Party under the Central
Committee of the Mongolian Péo-
ple’s Revolutionary Party, spoke
about the main phases of the revo-
lution in Mongolia and its speci-
fic characteristics.

The Mongolian scientist drew
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attention to the fact that in con-
trast to the experience of most so-
cialist countries, in which there was
a transitional period from capitalism

to socialism, in Mongolia there
was a period of transition from
feudalism to socialism, bypassing

the capitalist phase of development.

Baldoo pointed out that some
works advanced the view that non-
capitalist development necessarily
implied the existence of a national
working class in the given country.
Mongolian experience showed that
this condition was not imperative.
However, an essential result of non-
capitalist development was the
emergence and establishment of a
working class. Without the working
class playing its leading role the
further building of socialism was
inconceivable. Beginning with the
1960’s the Mongolian people were
endeavouring to secure the com-
plete triumph of socialism.

Professor S. Wiederspiel, head
of the Chair of Sociology at the
Higher School of Social Sciences
under the Central Committee of the
Polish  United Workers’ Party,
dwelt in detail on the role of the
small-scale commodity sector in
the process of building the social-
ist sector in Poland. Given the ne-
cessary material and technical con-
ditions, the total reconstruction of
agriculture along socialist lines is
inevitable. Poland, he said, is still
confronted with residual problems
of the transitional period which
will be resolved in the course of
socialist construction.

In their paper G. Surpata and
D. Hurezeanu, section chiefs of the
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Institute of  Historical and
Socio-Political Research under the
Central Committee of the Romani-
an Communist Party, examined
some problems of phases of socialist
construction and development in
their country. In August 1969 (after
the 10th Congress of the Romanian
Communist Party) Romania laun-
ched its programme for building
an advanced socialist society.

In his statement K. Roubal, De-
puty Director of the Institute of
Marxism-Leninism of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party
of Czechoslovakia, spoke at length
on the phases of socialist construc-
Gon. He developed his conception
of the three phases in the develop-
ment of socialist society, based on
an analysis of the changes occurring
in the economic structure of social-
ism. The first phase was conditioned
by the existence of large scale ma-
chine industry, followed by the
creation of large-scale automated
production. This form of production
which was in line with the socialist
social relations, adequately provid-
ed the basis for the flowering of
culture and education and for all-
round development of democracy.
In his view these processes were
strikingly evident in the USSR. The
Czechoslovak  scholar maintained
that the second phase of socialism
would be characterized by the crea-
tion of cyberneticized production,
when the achievements of the scien-
tific and technological revolution
have been organically combined with
the advantages of the socialist sys-
tem. The speaker said that the docu-
ments of the 24th Congress of the
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Communist Party of the Soviet
Union considered the basic ques-
tions bearing on the second phase—
the phase of an advanced socialist
society which has been built solely
in the USSR. Such economic forms
as cost accounting, prices and credit
would still continue to operate at
this phase. However, because of cy-
berneticization of production these
forms would play an ever smal-
ler role. Finally, in the third
phase of socialist development,
large-scale cyberneticized production
would create an abundance of ma-
terial and cultural benefits, mark-
ing the completion of the process of
cconomic maturing of communism.
This period will be characterized
by the emergence of the objective
conditions for the realization of the
principle: “From each according to
his ability, to each according to
his needs”. Society will thus enter
the higher phase of the communist
structure.

In discussing the features of ad-
vanced socialist society A. Sobolev,
chief of the Department of the Histo-
ry of the International Communist
Movement, Institute of Marxism-
Leninism, emphasized, as an objec-
tive law of development, that it
would be possible to build the ma-
terial and technical basis for an ad-

vanced socialist society only through

international  socialist integra-
tion.

Professor G. Glezerman, Pro-
Rector of the Academy of Social

Sciences under the CPSU Central
Committee, touched upon a number
of questions raised at the symposi-
um. Referring to the time when an
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advanced socialist society was form-
ed in the USSR, and pointing to
the difficulty of giving the precise
time, Professor Glezerman mention-
ed the second half of the 1960’s as
the tentative period which marked
the building of advanced socialism
in the Soviet Union.

The participants in the sympo-
sium noted that meetings of socialist
scholars were a fruitful form of
scientific elaboration of problems of
theory arising from practical social-
ist and communist construction and
in the development of the world re-
volutionary process.

Alexander KRUKHMALYOV,
M.Sc.(Phil.)

THE SOVIET EXPERIENCE
AND THE DEVELOPING
COUNTRIES

Rabochy Elass i sovremenny mir
No. 2, 1973

An international scientific con-
ference devoted to the Soviet expe-
rience in carrying out socialist
transformations and its world-wide
significance was held in Tashkent
at the end of last year. Over 350
scholars and public and political fi-
gures from the USSR, other socialist
countries, and more than 50 states
of Asia, Africa and Latin America
took part in the conference.

The representative character of
the conference reaffirmed the great
interest displayed throughout the
world in the way of life of the
multinational Soviet state, and in
its achievements in all spheres of
economic, socio-political and cultu-
ral activities. The conference has
vividly confirmed Lenin’s forecast
that socialist transformations, the
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successful solution of the national
question will be of colossal impor-
tance not only to us but also to the
hundreds of millions of the people
of other countries and continents,
who “are destined to follow us on
to the stage of history in the near
future”. 1

In his message of greetings to
the participants in the conference,
Leonid Brezhnev, General Secreta-
ry of the CPSU Central Committee,
noted that the Soviet Eastern re-
publics provide an example of how
socialism eliminates national and
colonial oppression, exploi-
tation, lack of rights and poverty,
and leads the peoples onto the road
of social progress, bypassing capita-
lism. Comrade Brezhnev pointed
out, in particular, that the Soviet
Union opposes the imperialists’ in-
trigues, and is for unity and cohe-
sion of all anti-imperialist and pro-
gressive forces.

Sharaf  Rashidov,  Alternate
Member of the Political Bureau of
the CPSU Central Committee and
First Secretary of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of
Uzbekistan, delivered a report en-
titled “Leninism—the Banner of
the Peoples’ Liberation and Pro-
gress”, in which he discussed the
key questions pertaining to Lenin’s
theory of non-capitalist develop-
ment and its historical significance.
Comrade Rashidov pointed out that
the socialist revolution in the Soviet
East has solved many problems
which are similar in nature to those
facing the revolutionary forces of

1'V. I. Lenin.
Vol. 86, p. 610.

Collected Works,
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the developing countries of Asia

and Africa.

Comrade Rashidov gave a de-
tailed analysis of the chief problems
connected with the non-capitalist
way of development. He pointed
out that the non-capitalist way of
development was a logical process
in the era of imperialism and prole-
tarian revolutions, an era marked
by the liberation of colonies and
semi-colonies from imperialist op-
pression. One of Lenin's most im-
portant  achievements, Comrade
Rashidov said, was his formulation
of the strategic and tactical princi-
ples for undertaking socialist con-
struction in the specific conditions
obtaining in the East. These princi-
ples may be summed up as follows:
resolute eradication of the remains
of colonialism, and elimination of
all kinds of privileges enjoyed by
any national group; establishment
of a firm alliance between the in-
ternational working class and the
national liberation movement; a
slower, more thoughtful and more
gradual approach to socialism using
intermediate forms, ways and means
that facilitate  the transforma-
tion of pre-capitalist relations into
socialist ones; a flexible approach
to the broad masses of peasants;
adaptation of the principles of sci-
entific socialism to national peculia-
rities and distinctions; establish-
ment of an alliance between Com-
munists and national democratic
forces, an alliance that is directed
against imperialism and feudalism;
and consolidation of communist
parties and enhancement of their
vanguard role.
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Much attention was devoted at
the conference to an evaluation of
current new developments in the
national liberation movement. Aca-
demician E. Zhukov, Director of the
Institute of World History of the
USSR Academy of Sciences, said in
his report, “Current Problems Con-
cerning Unity in the Anti-Imperial-
ist Struggle”, that success in the
struggle against imperialism in the
vast zone of the national liberation
movement largely depended on the
working people of the countries that
had embarked on the road of build-
ing a socialist society and on the de-
velopment of cooperation between
Communists and revolutionary de-
mocrats.

Comrade Zhukov emphasized
that the experience gained by the
peoples of the Soviet East convin-
cingly shows that socialism can tri-
umph not only in advanced coun-
tries with a developed industry and
a corresponding working class but
also in relatively backward coun-
tries. Socialism can be built in any
country having advanced social
forces that can rely on the support
of the victorious working class of
other countries, which, in confor-
mity with the principle of the pro-
letarian internationalism, will ren-
der them the necessary political, eco-
nomic and ideological assistance for
overcoming their backwardness.

Youssef al-Sebai, Secretary-Ge-
neral of the Afro-Asian Solidarity
Organization, said that cooperation
of the forces of socialism and the
national liberation movement was a
guarantee of social, economic and
cultural advance of the developing
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countries of Asia and Africa. He
stressed the international signific-
ance of the socialist experience in
the USSR.

V. Soledovnikov, Corresponding
Member of the USSR Academy of
Sciences and Director of the Insti-
tute of Africa, spoke on “The Pre-
sent Stage of Non-Capitalist Deve-
lopment in Asia and Africa”. He
discussed the problems of non-capi-
talist development as a most prom-
ising way to socialism.

The speaker presented a critique
of the bourgeois theories of deve-
fopment of the newly-free states, in
particular, the attempts of bourgeois

scholars and social-chauvinists to
distort Lenin’s well-known the-
sis on the non-capitalist way of

development and to replace it by
the theory of “poor” and “rich” na-
tions, the theory of a specific “third
way”’, etc. The proponents of such
views are trying to sow distrust to-
ward the historical experience of
the Soviet Central Asian republics
and the entire Soviet Union, to en-
courage a negative attitude toward
socialism and to emasculate the
Marxist-Leninist theory on non-ca-
pitalist development by deliberate
misinterpretation of its revolutiona-
ry content. Bourgeois scholars sug-
gest that the newly-free countries
choose a “third way” of social de-
which,  according to
something “in-between”
capitalism and socialism. In actual
fact, the so-called “third way”
means unrestricted development of
private enterprise, uncontrolled acti-
vities of imperialist monopolies, and
consolidation of the positions of fo-

velopment
them, is
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reign and local bourgeoisie. The
anti-communist ideologists try to
exploit the fact that nationalism in
the developing countries is of re-
actionary origin, and to play up
the theme that the followers of sci-
entific socialism are intolerant of
religion. It is common knowledge,
Solodovnikov said, that by class
struggle the founders of scientific
socialism meant antagonism, not be-
tween believers and non-believers,
but between exploiters and the ex-
ploited.

In their speeches at the plenary
session, prominent public and poli-
tical figures of Asia, Africa and
Latin America emphasized the po-
sitive influence exerted by the So-
viet Union on the national libera-
tion struggle and the solution of the
key social and economic problems.
They noted that those nations that
had already won independence had
at their disposal time-tested expe-
rience of the Soviet Union in strug-
gle against imperialism, in attaining

stable economic growth and in
modernizing archaic socio-political
structures, an experience which

clearly demonstrated the bankruptcy
of capitalism, and also of bourgeois
theories of how problems facing the
developing countries should be solv-
ed. Many speakers called attention
to the immense role played by Soviet
political and economic cooperation
with Asian, African and Latin
American countries, which promoted
their all-round progress.

N. GAVRILOV
Y. IVANOV
0. MELIKYAN
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A collection of speeches,
reports and articles by
L. 1. Brezhnev, General Se-
cretary of the CPSU Central

Committee, entitled The
CPSU in the Struggle for
Unity of All Revolutionary

and Peace-Loving Forces gi-
ves a vivid idea of the fruly
internationalist foreign policy
followed by the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union
and its untiring activity in
rallying all the revolutionary
and peace-loving forces of
our time to fight the forces
of aggression and reaction,
and to establish peace among
nations.

The book, which was pre-
pared by the Institute of the
International Working Class
Movement and published by
Moscow Mysl Publishers last
year, offers a Marxist-Lenin-
ist analysis of the world re-
volutionary process and sums
up the major events and the
new phenomena and tenden-
cies related to this process,
and the interconnection be-
tween them. On a firm scien-
tific and theoretical basis of
Marxism-Leninism the CPSU
outlines its most important

foreign policy tasks, defines
the main direction of the
struggle for peace and social
progress, and elaborates the
country’s foreign policy aim-
ed at fulfilling the set tasks.

JI. 1. BPEJXHEB. KIICC s
6ops6e 30 eOuHCTBO BCex
DEBONOYUOHHBLY th MUPOLIOOU-
gotx cua. M., 1972, 303 ctp.

Whatever international
problems they deal with, the
works of Leonid Brezhnev
clearly reveal the principled
and consistent class approach
of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union and the tru-
ly revolutionary—in the best
and fullest meaning of this
word—nature of its policy.

In waging a struggle for
the preservation and streng-
thening of peace, and in un-
dertaking for this purpose
appropriate initiatives in the
field of foreign policy, the
CPSU, together with other
fraternal parties, upholds the
basic vital interests of the
peoples, and the interests of
the world revolutionary move-
ment and the international
working class. It is thus ma-
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king a most important con-
tribution to the struggle
against imperialism and reac-
tion and for democracy and
social progress.

Disclosing the well-springs
of the revolutionary, peace-
oriented foreign policy pur-
sued by the CPSU and the
Soviet state, Leonid Brezhnev
points out that the working
class plays the leading role
in the building of commun-
ism in the Soviet Union, and
in Soviet society. It is this
that serves as a basis for the
further  ideological-political
and social consolidation of
Soviet society and the draw-
ing together of the country’s
nations and nationalities.
From this it follows that
“one of the guiding principles
of our life is proletarian in-
ternationalism, which is inse-
parable from the position of
the working class in Soviet
society” (p. 286).

The tendencies and pros-
pects of the world revolutio-
nary process are analysed in
the book from every angle.
“Of key importance today is
Lenin’s conclusion that in the
epoch of imperialism the
tasks of the struggle for de-
mocracy and the struggle for
socialism draw ever closer
and merge into a common
stream,” it is pointed out in
the report, Lenin’s Cause
Lives On and Triumphs, deli-
vered on April 21, 1970
(p. 187).
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The need to strengthen in-
ternational revolutionary uni-
ty is the central theme of the
book which shows what must
be done to consolidate the
forces of each of the main
detachments of the contem-
porary revolutionary front
and, above all, to achieve
the unity of their political
vanguard, the international
communist movement. As
may be expected, therefore,
problems of world socialism
are dealt with in detail in the
book.

Owing to the development
of socialism and the impact
of its example, conditions are
ripe in the world for the fur-
ther spread of the revolutio-
nary movement and the li-
beration struggle, and for the
launching of all other demo-
cratic movements. The inter-
national working class now
regards socialism, and parti-
cularly the Soviet Union, as
the foremost revolutionary
force of our epoch, a reliable
support for all the peoples
fighting for national freedom,

democracy and social pro-
gress.
Questions pertaining to

the further strengthening and
development of the world so-
cialist system, and to rela-
tions with fraternal socialist
countries and their commun-
ist parties were discussed in

detail in the report on the
50th  anniversary of the
USSR, in the international
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section of the Report of the
CPSU Central Committee
which L. I. Brezhnev deliver-
ed at the 24th Party Con-
gress, in the speech at the In-
ternational Meeting of Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties
in 1969, and in the report de-
dicated to the Lenin birth
centenary. The book shows
the ever-increasing impor-
tance of such factors as so-
cialist economic integration
and the development of ex-
tensive cooperation in all its
forms between socialist coun-
tries, including coordination
of their actions in the sphere
of foreign policy and de-
fence.

In the speeches and arti-
cles included in the book, the
most urgent political and so-
cio-economic problems facing
mankind today are discussed
and their theoretical aspects
considered. These include in-
ternational issues whose sett-
lemeni is essential for pro-
tecting the interests of peace
and democracy, the interests
of building communism in
the Soviet Union, and the in-

terests of all countries and
peoples.
The main trends of the

foreign policy activity of the
CPSU and the Soviet state, as
defined by the 24th Party
Congress, are reflected in the
Peace Programme which was
formulated by L. I. Brezhnev
at the 24th Party Congress
and which signifies a new

11-513
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advance in Soviet foreign po-
licy (pp. 159-161).

The Programme outlines
the practical tasks which
must be carried out in order
to settle the key international
problems in the interests of
both individual countries and
regions of the world and of
all mankind. Moreover, the
Programme is distinctly of a
class nature. “While consis-
tently pursuing the policy of
peace and friendship among
nations, the Soviet Union
will continue to conduct a
resolute struggle against im-
perialism, and firmly to re-
buff the evil designs and sub-
versions of aggressors. As in
the past, we shall give unde-
viating support to the peo-
ples’ struggle for democracy,
national liberation and social-
ism”, stated Leonid Brezh-
nev, proclaiming this historic
programme from the rostrum -
of the 24th Party Congress.

The material included in
the present volume clearly
shows how the CPSU and its
Leninist Central Committee,
on the basis of a careful as-
sessment of the obtaining si-
tuation, elaborated a bold
and at the same time com-
pletely realistic policy aimed
at achieving a détente and
peace in Europe. The neces-
sary conditions for such a
change have been created in
the course of normalization
of relations between the
USSR and European capital-
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ist states, and above all
owing to a settlement of out-
standing European problems
on the basis of the final re-
cognition of territorial chan-
ges that had occurred in Eu-
rope as a result of the Se-
cond World War.

It was pointed out in the
Report of the CPSU Central
Committee to the 24th Party
Congress that FEurope was
one of most important areas
for the Soviet Union in its
foreign policy activities. The
report outlined the concrete
tasks in the further develop-
ment and strengthening of re-
lations between the USSR
and France, which is an im-
portant factor contributing to
international  security; it
dwelt on the activities condu-
cive to the normalization and
improvement of relations be-
tween the Federal Republic
of Germany and the socialist
part of Europe in accordance
with the treaties, which are
of historic importance, con-
cluded by the USSR and Po-
land with the Federal Repu-
blic of Germany; and the ac-
tivities to improve the situa-
tion on the continent as a
whole and in the advance
towards a system of collec-
tive security (pp. 154-156).

In the brief period—two
years—since the Peace Pro-
gramme was made public,
impressive progress has been
made in implementing it;
this confirms the correctness
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and realism of the ideas con-
tained in the Programme.

The consolidation of peace,
the creation of a reliable
barrier against imperialist ag-
gression and the elimination
of all situations which con-
tain the danger of war are
subjects which occupy an im-
portant place in the speeches
of the General Secretary of
the CPSU Central Committee
published in the volume. And
a leading theme is that of
fraternal solidarity with the
people of Vietnam, who have
become for all mankind a
symbol of heroic struggle
against aggression.

The speeches and articles
dealing with the Middle East
crisis, which resulted from Is-
rael’s attack on the United
Arab Republie, Syria and Jor-
dan, and with the support
rendered to the Arab peoples
thus subjected to imperialist
aggression occupy a promi-
nent place in the collection

The policy of the CPSU
and the Soviet Government
with regard to Middle East
affairs is dictated by the
main aim which meets the
basic interests of the peoples
of this region, namely, to
seek a settlement of the con-
flict through the elimination
of the consequences of the
Israeli aggression. The aggres-
sor must not be allowed to
get some kind of a prize in
the form of the Arab territo-
ries he has seized. The Soviet
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Union has more than once
drawn attention to the short-
sightedness and adventurism
of the Israeli rulers whose
actions show little concern
even for the future of their
own state.” In his speeches
and statements Leonid
Brezhnev has repeatedly poin-
ted out that such a situation,
if it should remain unchan-
ged, is fraught with serious
danger for this region and is
also a threat to world peace.

Special attention is paid
in the collection to problems
of the present stage of the
national liberation movement
as a whole. “...Experience
clearly shows”, it is noted in
the book, “that the further
development of the newly-
free countries along the road
of national independence ine-
vitably leads to a clash with
the policy of imperialism and
can only proceed in struggle
against imperialist policy”
(p. 190). Today with the dis-
integration of imperialism’s
colonial system in the main
completed, the former colo-
nial world has entered a new
stage: it is becoming increa-
singly clear that the struggle
today is no longer solely for
national but also—and this
is now the main thing—for
social liberation.

The CPSU, while offering
a resolute rebuff to imperial-
ist aggression wherever it oc-
curs and supporting in every
way the peoples of Asia, Af-

:
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rica and Latin America in
their liberation struggle, car-
ries out a clear-cut, principl-
ed Leninist policy in the So-
viet Union’s relations with
capitalist  states—a policy
which fully meets the inte-
rests of peace and the basic
interests of all countries and
nations. This policy is also
formulated with the greatest
clarity in the present book.
“Our principled line with res-
pect to the capitalist coun-
tries, including the USA, is
consistently and fully to praec-
tise the principles of peace-
ful coexistence, to develop
mutually advantageous ties,
and to cooperate with states
prepared to do so, in streng-
thening peace, making our
relations with them as stable
as possible,” states the Re-
port of the CPSU Central
Committee to the 24th Party .
Congress. “But we have to
consider whether we are deal-
ing with a real desire to settle
outstanding issues at the ne-
gotiation table or attempts to
conduct a ‘positions of
strength’ policy” (p. 158).

Today we are witnessing
the results brought about by
the foreign policy of the So-
viet state which combines re-
buff to imperialism’s aggres-
sive aspirations with readi-
ness to cooperate with capi-
talist countries in strengthen-
ing peace, showing respect
for the rights of all peoples
to independence and free de-
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velopment. Thus, the results
of the Soviet-American sum-
mit meeting in May 1972, in
Moscow have fully corrobo-
rated the conviction voiced
in the Report of the CPSU
Central Committee to the
24th Party Congress that “an
improvement in Soviet-Ame-
rican relations would be in
the interests of the Soviet
and the American peoples, in
the interests of a more dura-
ble peace” (p. 158).

The consolidation of the
Soviet Union’s relations with
West European states, the
establishment of cooperation
with France, the normaliza-
tion and development of rela-
tions with the FRG, for
which there are great poten-
tialities, the successful deve-
lopment of political, eco-
nomic and cultural coopera-
tion with Italy, Belgium, Hol-
land, Finland, and the Scan-
dinavian countries, and with
a number of other European
countries, the development of
cooperation with Canada—all
this also furnishes abundant
and convincing evidence that
the Peace Programme adopt-
ed by the 24th CPSU Con-
gress is being consistently
implemented and has already
become an effective factor in
world politics.

The attainment of such
results has become possible
thanks to the revolutionary
nature of the Soviet state’s
peace-loving Leninist foreign
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policy which meets the aspi-
rations of all mankind. The
policy aim of uniting all the
revolutionary and peace-lov-
ing forces, of utilizing all the
latent forces of peace, includ-
ing not only the vast working
population of the capitalist
countries, but also the more
thoughtful, realistically-mind-
ed bourgeois circles,—this
line of action, formulated by
the CPSU taking into account
the specific conditions in dif-
ferent countries, has borne
fruit as may be seen in the
changes  currently taking
place, leading towards a rela-
xation of tension in Europe
and other parts of the world.

An important theme in
the book is that the Soviet
Union is constantly aware of
the fraternal solidarity and
support of the international
working class and the pro-
gressive and democratic for-
ces of the world, and that
the Communists of the Soviet
Union have always regarded
it as their sacred duty to do
everything in their power to
facilitate the struggle of the
working class and the demo-
cratic forces of all continents
for peace, democracy, natio-
nal independence, and social-
ism.

Speaking on the occasion
of the 50th anniversary of
the USSR Leonid Brezhnev
stated: “Throughout our
country’s history we have
had occasion time and again
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to appreciate how important
for us is our alliance with the
international working class
and with the communist
movement, how important is
the support by upright, pro-
gressive people across the
world for our peace-loving po-
licy. We highly value this sup-
port.

“On this momentous oc-
casion we again assure our
comrades-in-arms, our class
brothers, our friends all over
the world that the Soviet
Union shall always be faith-
ful to the great cause of the
international unity of the
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fighters for the freedom of
the peoples, for socialism,
for lasting world peace.”
The present state of af-
fairs in the world, the grow-
ing unity of all the revolutio-
nary and peace-loving forces
and their increasing influence
on the course of events, are
largely a result of the inter-
national activity of the CPSU.
The peoples of our country
are proud of the fact that
the Soviet Union is confident-
ly carrying aloft the banner
of the Leninist foreign poli-
cy, the policy of peace and
friendship among nations.

HOW THE USSR BECAME ECONOMICALLY
INDEPENDENT

The book by V. Kasyanenko
The Winning  of Economic
Independence by the USSR
(1917-1940) issued by the Politiz-
dat Publishing House last year pro-
vides an answer to the pivotal ques-
tion of Soviet history: How did
the Soviet Union become economi-
cally independent of the capitalist
states?

The author analyses the signi-
ficance of the nationalization of big
industry and banks, including for-
eign banks and the cancellation of
state loans and pre-revolutionary
debts in the nation’s winning of
economic independence.

Kasyanenko gives a detailed ac-
count of the basic principles of
the foreign economic policy of the
Soviet state elaborated by Lenin.
A number of major questions (po-
licy on concessions, socialist pro-

tectionism, foreign trade monopoly,
etc.) are dealt with
concrete way.

The author makes a thorough stu-
dy of the process of winning eco-
nomic independence by the USSR,
the chief theme of the book, and
analyses how the problem was dealt
with during the period of the first
three five-year plans (1928-40).

in a more

B. KACBIHEHKO. 3asoesa-
Hue 9KOHOMUUCCKOU He3asu-
cumoctu ~ CCCP (1917—
1940 rr.). 1972, 336 cTp.

Looking into the process of build-
ing the country’s own industrial
and technical basis for the recons-
truction of the national economy,
the author emphasizes the signifi-
cance of the vigorous effort to give
priority to the development of those
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industries which were vital to
the economic independence of the
USSR. This is the first book to of-
fer a comprehensive generali-
zation of the results of this effort
in such areas as general engineer-
ing, the manufacture of farm ma-
chines, machine-tools, the power-
engineering equipment and the
means of transport, the production
of ball-bearings and machinery for
mining and for geological survey,
the output of metallurgical equip-
ment, and so on. Marked emphasis
is placed on the progress of the me-
tallurgical and fuel industries.

This monograph is the first of
its kind on the history of economics
to show in full detail how light in-
dustry became independent of im-
ports in the period from 1983 to
1940. The description of the work
of the Communist Party and the
Soviet state to step up the output
and reduce imports of agricultural
raw materials is also of considera-
ble interest.

Kasyanenko shows convincingly
that the successes of socialist col-
lective farming had a favourable
effect on socialist industrialization.
One of the most well-argued sec-
tions of the book is the author’s ac-
count of the Party’s efforts to
achieve sclf-sufficiency in cotton
production, and to boost this branch
of agriculture which is so vital to
the industrial progress of the coun-
try.

In analysing the economic cri-
sis and its aftermath in the capi-
talist world, the author brilliantly
elucidates the USSR’s struggle for
economic independence during the
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period of the first five-year plan,
1928-1933. On the one hand, the
world economic crisis encouraged
the anti-Soviet activities of the
most aggressive imperialist forces,
while, on the other, it compelled a
considerable part of the bourgeoi-
sie to agree to expand economic
ties with the USSR. During the cri-
sis, orders from the Soviet Union
were a major factor in improving
the well-being of the werkers in
capitalist countries.

The book shows that although
trade with the USSR was obviously
beneficial, some Western business-
men used the sales of machinery
as a means of sharp class struggle.
The most reactionary sections of
the bourgeoisie attempted to insti-
tute a trade blockade of the USSR.

In his book V. Kasyanenko cites
numerous facts to show how the
Soviet Government was finding a
solution to the currency problem in
the difficult circumstances of those
days. In particular, he describes the
measures taken to boost the gold’
mining industry and improve the
efficiency of sea transport.

Discussing the question of invit-
ing foreign concessioners, Kasyanen-
ko writes that in its policy on con-
cessions the Soviet state had as its
goal the strengthening of the eco-
nomic independence of the USSR
and normalizing relations with ca-
pitalist countries. The author then
examines the reasons why foreign
capital avoided developing conces-
sions on Soviet territory.

Despite the biased assertions of
a number of bourgeois historians
who overstated the proportions of
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foreign technical aid (which was
exorbitantly expensive) the Soviet
Union single-handedly, thanks to
the Soviet scientists and engineers,
built the overwhelming majority of
its industrial giants, the pride of
our country, in the period of the
pre-war five-year plans.

The book shows that within the
period of the second and third
five-year plans, most machine-buil-
ding factories became large specia-
lized, series-producing, well-equip-
ped enterprises able to fulfil any
orders of the national economy.
This enabled the government to
greatly reduce the import of turbi-
nes and generators, locomobiles, a
considerable part of metallurgical
and mining equipment, textile ma-
chines, pumps, compressors, etc.
Furthermore, even at that time the
USSR began to export some of these

types of machines to the Nether-
lands, Bulgaria, Denmark and
Egypt.

. Kasyanenko’s analysis of the
foreign economic relations maintain-
ed by the Soviet state in the
1933-1940 period and of the opera-
tion of the concessions and foreign
firms in the USSR contributes signi-
ficantly to the study of the way in
which the USSR won economic inde-
pendence.

In summary, the book convin-
cingly shows that the author has
attained his goal: his comprehen-
sive research gives a clear picture of
how the USSR became economical-
ly independent of capitalist states.

Yuri VOSKRESENSKY,
D.Sc.(Hist.)
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THE THIRD WORLD: PROS-
PECTS OF ADVANCING TO SO-
CIALISM

Narody Azii i Afriki No. 1, 1978 (C)

Socialism and Newly Liberated
Countries (Moscow, Nauka Publish-
ing House, 1972, 557 pages), an im-
pressive monograph by Professor
Rostislav Ulyanovsky, a leading
Soviet expert on problems of the
liberated countries, begins with a
survey of the classics of Marxism-
Leninism on the national-colonial
question and on questions of non-
capitalist development.

The classics of Marxism-Lenin-
ism revealed penetratingly the con-
nection between problems arising
from the collapse of the colonial
system and the revolutionary over-
throw of capitalism, the connection
between the struggle for national
and social emancipation. “Marx”,
the author emphasizes, “has ad-
vanced an idea of historic impor-
tance to the world: that national
movements can develop into power-
ful allies of the revolutionary pro-
letariat” (p. 24). In discussing Le-
nin’s contribution to the theory of
the national-colonial question and
the problem of non-capitalist deve-
lopment of former colonies and de-
pendent states R. Ulyanovsky stres-
ses Lenin’s interpretation of the
national liberation movement as a
reserve and ally of the world so-
cialist revolution, and as an inte-
gral part of the world revolutiona-
ry process and the beginning of so-
cialist transformations in these coun-
tries.
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In this section, Lenin's views on
the significance of Soviet experience
in socialist transformations for
the peoples of liberated countries
are closely analyzed. “Under pre-
sent conditions”, the author writes,
“of particular importance for coun-
tries which are embarking upon
the non-capitalist road is the expe-
rience of the Soviet Government’s

P. A. YIIbAHOBCKHH. Co-
yuaaudm u 0csoboousuLLeCs
ctpanst. M., 1972, 557 crtp.

New Economic Policy toward the
peasantry and in the use of both
local and foreign private capital.
The NEP was primarily a conces-
sion to the peasantry as the largest
class of simple commodity produ-
cers. It was also an entirely cons-
cious and well-thought-out tempo-
rary concession to capitalism, ad-
mitting private domestic and part-
ly foreign capitalist enterprise, on
terms advantageous to the socialist
state and under strict state
trol” (p. 56).

At the same time, the prospects
for using Soviet experience in so-
cialist construction are far wider
and include, especially, the possi-
bility of support from cooperative
and communal institutions in de-
veloping the lowest echelons of na-
tional-democratic  statehood and
peasant cooperatives.

The second part of the mono-
graph is devoted to the agrarian
question and discusses the situation
of the peasantry. The author con-
centrates upon the historical expe-
rience of India and convincingly

con-

168

demonstrates that the agrarian re-
form in the Indian countryside, in
principle, cannot be solved either
by a Utopian redistribution of
communal land or by capitalist re-
forms. In discussing the wvarious
peasant movements in present-day
India, the author correctly empha-
sizes that the “essence of the class
struggle in the present Asian and
African countryside no longer con-
sists in the choice of one of the
ways of capitalist development. It
consists in a struggle between the
capitalist and non-capitalist modes
of development, reflecting the strug-
gle of the two world systems”
(p. 292).

The third part of the work re-
views issues arising from the radi-
cal reconstruction of post-colonial
economy in the liberated countries.
According to the author, in the
specific conditions of struggle be-
tween two world systems, the eco-
nomic independence of an underde-
veloped country, is “relative” and
relies upon the building of a mul-
ti-branch national economy; upon
the gradual weakening of the in-
fluence of non-equivalent ex-
change—one of the forms of capital-
ist exploitation of developing coun-
tries; upon a basic change in the
given country’s place in the interna-
tional division of labour; and, most
importantly, upon intensive mutu-
ally advantageous technical and
economic cooperation with coun-
tries of the socialist community (see
p. 407).

The world is facing two tenden-
cies in the revolutionary process
which is taking place in the libe-
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rated countries. One is the accelera-
ted liquidation of medieval feudal
survivals and the development of
state capitalism under total control
of the democratic and progressive
forces. In this case, socialist pers-
pectives are to purposefully set the
stage for a subsequent growth of
bourgeois-democratic revolutionary
changes into a socialist revolution.
An alternative perspective of the
Iiberated countries is transition to
non-capitalist development, a strug-
gle between opposing socio-econo-
mic sectors and political tenden-
cies, which breaks ground for com-
pleting the socialist reconstruction
of society. Non-capitalist develop-
ment represents a transitional stage,
the stage of national democra-
tic transformations, which begins
with the completion of the natio-
nal liberation revolution and leads
directly to the solution of tasks
which are inherent in the socialist
revolution.

Another section discussing the
non-capitalist road of development
and national democracy discusses
focal theoretical and political pro-
blems of the social superstructure
and ideological struggle in libera-
ted countries.

From the many diverse economic
systems of the liberated countries
arises the complex transitional cha-
racter of their social structures.
R. Ulyanovsky emphasizes that
“because of the undeveloped cha-
racter of the class structure none of
the social classes can, so far, with-
out a close alliance with all anti-
imperialist forces, direct socio-eco-
nomic or political processes. The
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V. I. LENIN. On the National
Question and Proletarian Inter-
pationalism, Moscow, 1972, APN
Publishing House, 168 pp.

The collection includes Lenin’s
major works on the national
question: The Right of Nations
to Self-Determination, On the
National Pride of the Great Rus-
sians, The Discussion on Self-
Determination Summed Up, and
his letter The Question of Natio-
nalities and ~Autonomization. In
these works Lenin treated such
matters as the relation between
the class and the national libera-
tion struggle, the equality and
self-determination of nations, the
nature of the national liberation
movement and the need to sup-
port it, and the essence of pro-
letarian internationalism.
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urge of one class or social section
for undisputed possession of state
power on many occasions leads to
violation of political stability”
(p. 424). This particular political si-
tuation gives added urgency to the
building of a democratic coalition
of progressive forces in the libe-
rated countries. At different stages
and under different conditions of
struggle for national and social
emancipation, the coalition takes
cither the form of an anti-colonial
bloc, which is frequently led by the
national bourgeoisie (at the stage
of anti-colonial, national liberation
struggle) or of a national democra-
tic regime which consolidates within
the anti-colonial bloc, a government
in which the national bourgeoisie
is deprived of monopoly on poli-
tical power (mostly at the stage
of national-democratic  transfor-
mations) or, finally, the form of
an anti-imperialist and anti-capita-
list bloc of national progressive
forces with Marxist-Leninists and
the arising national working class
taking part.

It is for these reasons that the
author makes an extensive analysis
of the social essence of national de-
mocracy, which, he says, constitutes
the “dictatorship of a wide bloc
of the urban petty bourgeoisie, the
intelligentsia, the peasantry, the
semi-proletariat and the working
class” (p. 891).

National democracy is usually
led by representatives of different
groups of intellectuals. The intelli-
gentsia, as a social strata, reflects
the class structure of a transitional
society, the ideological and psycho-
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logical aspirations of its main so-
cial groups, including sections of
the national bourgeoisie, mostly
petty, which retains its progressive
role in the national democratic state
(see p. 479). “As a whole”, Pro-
fessor R. Ulyanovsky emphasizes,
“national democracy, and above
all, its left wing, has no basic points
of contradiction with the work-
ing class or scientific socialism and,
in many countries, does not prevent
the latter from building up their
prestige” (p. 309).

As the national working class
takes shape and as national demo-
cracy adopts the ideas of scientific
socialism, the more acute and the
more important becomes the prob-
lem of unity of the national demo-
crats and Marxist-Leninists in the
struggle for social justice and eco-
nomic progress.

This work by R. Ulyanovsky is
an ‘important contribution to the
analysis by present-day Marxist
science of the problems facing libe-
rated countries and the theory of
non-capitalist development.

Igor ANDREYEV, M.Sc.(Phil.)

SCOURGES OF
SOCIETY”

“CONSUMER

Mirovaya ekonomika i mezhduna-
rodniye otnosheniya No. 4, 1978 (C)

Bourgeois ideologists today, ob-
serving manifestations of the vices
of capitalism, frequently attribute
them to the progress of civilization
embodied in scientific and techno-
logical advances, which they des-
cribe as baneful for mankind. One
of these writers is the French so-
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ciologist Georges Elgozy. He offers
nothing original, but against the
background of currently fashionab-
le Western political writing which
extols so-called “mass consumer so-
ciety”, “welfare society” and so
on, his book stands out for its em-
phasis on some actual features and
aspects of contemporary capitalist
reality.

Entitled Les damnés de Uopu-
lence (Plagued by Plenty),! his sur-
vey caustically exposes the com-
monly-known claims of bourgeois
political science that soaring con-
sumption and economic advance
themselves lead to “overall satisfac-
tion” and “social harmony”. Elgo-
zy writes emotionally about the de-
pressing omnipotence of advanced
technology in capitalist conditions,
which, “doomed to perfection, loses
its principal function—the function
of serving mankind” (p. 812), which
creates tools of destruction, threat-
ens a “thermonuclear apocalypse”
(pp. 86, 117); pollutes the environ-
ment with production wastes, ruin-
ously devours natural resources and,
finally, reduces the value of man
below that of his “favourite crea-
tion—the  calculating  machine”
(p. 9). Modern methods of automa-
tion and labour speed-up exhaust
the human organism. “Man seeks
happiness in his work only to find
exhaustion and monotony” (p. 171).
“For most of the workers daily fa-
tigue is a calamity, which affects
their mental equilibrium  and
health...” (p. 111). But the great

! Georges Elgozy. Les damnés de
Populence. Paris, Calmann-Lévy,
1970, 834 pp.
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A Collection of Articles: Ways
of Overcoming Economic Back-
wardness, Moscow, 1973, APN
Publishing House, 191 pp.

This collection written by pro-
minent Soviet scholars traces the
economic development of the So-
viet Eastern Republics, and ana-
lyses their experience in over-
coming economic backwardness
in a brief span of history, and in
going over to socialism, bypassing
the capitalist stage. Featured pro-
minently are such matters as in-
dustrialization and the elimina-
tion of the multistructural cha-
racter of the economy, the tran-
sition of farmers to socialism by
way of cooperation, and the de-
veloping countries’ prospects of
utilizing the experience gained

. by the Soviet Central Asian Re-

publics in the sphere of social
and economic transformations.
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AGITATOR

(Agitator)

— fortnightly  journal of the CPSU
Central Committee, founded 1923, circula-
tion 1.2 million.

ISTORIYA SSSR

(History of the USSR)

— bimonthly of the USSR Academy of
Sciences Institute of the Histery of the
USSR, founded 1957, circulation 10 thou-
sand. :

KOMMUNIST

(Communist)

— theoretical * and political journal of
the CPSU Central Committee, 18 issues
a year. founded 1924, circulation 859
thousand.

KROKODIL

(Crocodile)

— satirical magazine published by the
newspaper Pravda, three issues a month,
founded 1922, circulation 5.5 million.

MEZHDUNARODNAYA ZHIZN
International Affairs)

— menthly political science journal of
the All-Union “Znanie” (Knowledge) So-
ciety, founded 1954, circulation 113 thou-
sand.

MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I
MEZHDUNARODNIYE OTNO-
SHENIYA

(World Economy and International
Relations)

— monthly journal of the USSR Acade-
my of Sciences Institute of World Eco-
nomy and International Relations, found-
ed 1957, circulation 44 thousand.

NARODY AZII I AFRIKI

(Peoples of Asia and Africa)
— bimonthly journal of the USSR Aca-
demy of Sciences Oriental Studies Insti-
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tute and the Africa Institute,
1955, circulation 4 thousand.

NAUCHNY KOMMUNIZM
(Scientific Communism)

— bimonthly journal of the USSR Mi-
nistry of Higher and Specialized Second-
ary Education, founded 1973, circulation
16 thousand.
POLITICHESKOYE SAMOOBRA-
ZOVANIE

(Political Self-Education)

— monthly journal of the CPSU Central
Committee, founded 1957, circulation
1.9 million.

PRAVDA

(Truth) .
— daily paper of the CPSU . Central
Committee, founded by Lenin on May 5,
1912, cireulation 10 million.

RABOCHY KLASS I
SOVREMENNY MIR

(The Working Class and the World
Today)

— bimonthly journal of the USSR Aca-
demy of Sciences and the Institute of
the International Working Class. Move-
ment, founded 1971, circulation 2t thou-
sand.

VOPROSY ISTORII KPSS
(Questions of the History of the
CPSU)

— monthly journal of the
Marxism-Leninism  under
Central Committee, founded
lation 68 thousand.

ZA RUBEZHOM

(Abroad)

— Wweekly review of the Soviet press
published by the USSR Journalists’
Union, founded 1960, circulation 1 mil-
lion.
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The Soviet monthly SOCIALISM:
THEORY AND PRACTICE is a digest
of the political and theoretical press
featuring the pressing problems of
‘Marxist-Leninist theory, the practice
of socialist and communist construc-
tioh, the people's struggle for peace,
democracy and socialism, and world-
wide ideological struggle.

All inquiries should be addressed to:
SOCIALISM: THEORY AND PRACTICE

2 Pushkin Sq. Moscow, USSR :

or to the Information Department of the Soviet
Embassy
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