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A New Strike Wave Counters
the Reagan/Corporate Offensive

While there is no national strike in any one in
dustry at this moment, there is a nationwide
pattern of strikes affecting all sections of the
country. These strikes are graphic proof of the
renewed upsurge in the working class and the
trade union movement. They came at a time
when the ruling class thought it had the work
ers handcuffed by one of the most radst and re
actionary administrations in the nation's his
tory, one which has wiped out almost every
item of prolabor legislation. And this upsurge
comes at a time when the structural crisis is not

letting up, but intensifying.
These strikes bear out our Party's earlier es

timate of the new and positive trends devel
oping in the trade union movement. This esti
mate is reflected in our Draft Trade Union

Program. This emphasisis was placed by the In
troduction to the Program (for some it became a
critical aspect of the document.) It reads:

Fresh winds are sweeping through the ranks of labor.
Ferment and revitali^tion are beginning to replace
the stagnation and decline that set in with the Cold
War days of the 1950s. Powerful grassroots pressures
are fueling a rising spirit of militancy.

The Program went on to specify how the
development of mass picketing and mass lobby
ing once again has become a part of labor's arse
nal; how mass parades are restoring Labor Day
to its rightful place as a labor holiday; and how
strike solidarity actions are on the increase,
workers forced out on long hard strikes are no
longer left to fight on their own. Written
months ago, it pointed out that AFL support for
the Greyhound strike marked a new beginrung,
along with the belated backing given to the Ari
zona and Texas copper miners and smelter

George Meyers is chair of Ihe Labor Commission of the
CPUSA. This and following articles are based on a report
and discussion at a meeting of the Poltical Bureau of the
CPUSA.
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workers and the mass strike support orgaiuzed
by local central labor councils.

Recent developments bear out the correct
ness of this emphasis. While these strikes differ
in various ways, they have a number of things
in common:

• They are militant. That certainly is the
keyword for the Phelps-Dodge workers after
two years fighting the company lockout and un
ion busting; the Wheeling-Pitt steelworkers; the
Massey mine workers facing gun-thugs and ar
mored cars.

• There are strong rank-and-file moviB-
ments involved in these strikes. This is true ev

erywhere. There are mass picket lines which
judges have been reluctant to limit. At Wheel
ing-Pitt no car gets into the plant without a
clearance sticker issued by the union.

• The role of the union leadership has stiff
ened. There has been a big change from a few
years ago. At Wheeling-Pitt, when the strike
was called at midnight, there was union presi
dent Lynn Williams, right out on the picket Une
to start the strike off. AFL-CIO President Lane

Kirkland now gets right up there on the picket
line.

• Mass support action cuts across all sec
tions of the trade union movement and this is

true in one case after another. Auto workers

supported the strike of the teamsters who haul
the automobiles. Other unions support the
Massey strike. Big rallies have been cdled by all
sections of the trade union movement in sup
port of the Bath shipyard strikers and of course
Wheeling-Pittsburgh and Phelps Dodge.
• In some strikes not orvly the industrial

corporations are the target but the banks and
other financial institutions behind them. This is

a very important development. More and more
the capitalist class is being seen as the enemy
and not just the individual company. This is cer
tainly true in the Wheeling-Pittsburgh strike.
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but ifs also true in some of the other strikes as

well.

• In almost all cases the strikes result from

the rejection of corporate attempts to wring fur
ther concessions from the workers. This is true
in almost every case. Prominent among these
concession demands are outright wage cuts, im
position of a two-tier wage system and the de
struction of seniority. The last named is very
high on the agenda of the corporations. In some
cases it's blatant imionbusting. This is true in
the case of the Massey mine strike. In others
they're trying to run scabs. In Phelps Dodge
they used scabs to break the strike and to bust
the union.

• In some strikes the unions are demanding
higher wages and better working conditions.
This is particularly true in the teachers' strikes,
although there is some effort to take away
things they have won in the past. Every year
about this time there is a wave of teachers'

strikes and in most cases they are illegal. This
year, so far, the teachers have been out in Chi
cago, Philadelphia, Flint, Pawtucket and New
port, Rhode Island, six districts in Permsylvania
and in the parochial schools of Pittsburgh. What
is interesting about the teachers, unquestio
nably the most underpaid professionals in the
country, is their continued militancy and
greater identification with the working class and
the trade union movement.

There has been an exciting response in our
Party to these strike struggles. Qubs are dis
cussing them, sections are discussing them, dis
tricts are putting strike struggles on the agenda.
For example, I was in California recently and
went to a section meeting one night. The main
point on the agenda was how fte Party was
going to mobilize in support of a local strike.
One of our comrades was the business agent. It
was a very difficult struggle—a threatened run
away shop with all the concession demands that
go cdong with that. The workers had tinned it
down and struck. Here was a Party section de
ciding what they were going to do to help the
workers win.

Party strike involvement has been in three
areas—comrades who are directly participating

as union members, mobilizing support from
other unions and the labor movement as a

whole and generating community support. In
all these our press has played an outstanding
role. Particul^Iy in the Wheeling-Pittsburgh
strike, the Daily World has played a heroic role.
The mass use of our press, taking it to the work
ers on the picket lines and the working-class
communities has led to mass acceptance of our
press.

Getting the paper directly to strikers and to
strike communities and using it as a national
mobilizer has been a tremendous contribution

and it must be a centerpiece of our strike sup
port activity.

LePs briefly examine some of the strikes the
Party has been involved in.

Start with the Wheeling-Pittsburgh strike,
in which our Party and the Daily World are
doing outstanding work. There is a background
to it. By the time Wheeling-Pittsbu^h Steel was
ready to make its move on concessions there
was already a real fightback developing. It
started in a West Coast shipyard in Los Angeles
where, under Left leadership, the workers re
jected the demand for concessions. In spile of
the top union leadership recommending accep
tance, the membership voted them down. They
took their fight on up the coast to the shipyards
in Washington State, where again the mem
bership rejected demands for concessions.

Next came the strike of the Bath Iron Works

in Maine—one of a whole collection of two-tier

contracts. At the same time Armco demanded

concessions and the union leadership was pre
pared to give the company a five dollar an hour
wage cut in exchange for stock in the company.
When they called a meeting in Cincinnati, Ohio,
fhe local union presidents just told the com
pany, "You go to hell. We're not going to give
you a anything because any money we give,
you'll probably use to buy something else or in
vest in non-union mills Aat you have." And it
was the local union presidents who flatly re
jected Armco's demand that they reopen the
contract and accept concessions.

So Wheeling-Pittsburgh used a different
tactic. They resorted to Chapter 11 of the ban-
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truptcy law. That's when the workers really ex
ploded. In the first days of the strike, the Party's
Labor Department met and worked out a pro
gram and began to mobilize our support.

Some things are of special significance in
this strike. One is the use of Chapter 11. The
Supreme Court originally opened the gates to
this unionbusting tactic of the companies. Con
gress tried to modify that decision by legis
lation, but the judge leap-frogged over Con
gress, went back to the Supreme Court decision
and threw this thing wide open again. It's now
going to be a real fight to eiimninate this use of
Chapter 11 to abrogate contracts.

In the Wheeling Pittsbiurg situation what's
come through is the role of the banks and the
attempt to smash the union. It is seen as the
opening gun of the 1986 negotiations in basic
steel. It's an attempt to drive the union into the
ground in these coming negotiations. It's part of
a gigantic drive to cut wages massively every
where.

There is something new that we have,to
contend with in the trade union movement. It is
part of the "Japanization" of union-company re
lations in the United States. The pattern is for
Japanese and U.S. car manufacturers and U.S.
steelmakers to cut a deal with union leaders on
a Satum-type contract for plannned new mills,
with wages drastically below scale, the shop
steward system eliminated, etc.

In Japan the union in auto is nothing but an
outright company union. A multimillionaire
heads it and he has no relations with the work

ers, just with the companies. This is the style of
labor relations being imported by the compa-
rues. One application of it is the demand that
unions sign a contract before a company will
even agree to build. This happened on the West
Coast with GM-Toyota. The company de
manded an agreement from the top leadership
of the UAW to modify all kinds of things in the
contract. And they got it.

In California I asked one of the workers,
"How do you take up grievances in this new
plant?" He said, "Well, you write yoiu: griev
ance on a piece of paper which you give to the
foreman."

Thafs the grievance procedure. There is se
niority system and they've practically elimi
nated wage steps.

This is also what happened in the Saturn
agreement. GM said publicly they weren't
going to talk about where they were going to
build the plant until the UAW sat down and
signed. And they did. Chrysler did the same
thing around a new mill in Detroit. They told
the union, "if you don't agree to these condi
tions, we will not build in Detroit, we will build
somewhere else in the United States. And if we
can't get agreement in the U.S. we'll go abroad
and build."

So far as A.T. Massey is concerned, it's an
other attempt to break the union and is prelimi
nary to the 1986 coal negotiations. On top of the
Massey strike the workers now in six Peabody
coal mines are on strike on the issue of forced

overtime. The companies shut dovm the mines
to compel the workers to come in an extra day a
week against their will.

The Massey strike is against two transna
tional corporations. Shell Oil and Fluor. We've
helped to publicize this struggle. Comrades
helped to initiate the UAW caravan of 217 cars
and trucks with food and money into southern
West Virginia and eastern Kentucky. The Mas
sey strikers played a frontline role in the big La
bor Day march in Detroit.

In the Massey strike one of the natural tac
tics would be a boycott of Shell Oil.

The copper workers's struggle with Phelps
Dodge is going into its third year and the mili
tancy remains. It continues as a very sigiuficant
struggle despite the fact that the union has been
driven out of the Phelps Dodge mines and mills,
which are being run nonunion. The union was
ready to grant all kinds of concessions to Keime-
cott. But Kermecott told them, "We're not inter
ested. We'll meet you at the negotiating table
next year." What they're saying is, "We're
going to bust the union just like we did in
Phelps Dodge."

One of the proposals we have to consider is
a regional coxderence dealing specifically with
the problems of the copper miners and smelter
workers in preparation for these negotiatioirs.
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We have the Hormel strike—another exam

ple of moving on out from the picket lines and
going out not only into the communities but in
the country as a whole. The Morell strikes fol
lowed Hormel and they mark a new stage
among meatpacking workers, who have been
taking a beating over a number of years as far as
concessions and closings are concerned.

We have the Chicago Tribune strike and the
strike of the Philadelphia newpaper.

Early in this year we had the Yale strike, in
which the Party and the Daily World were very
actively involved. There was the car-haulers'
strike of the teamsters, where the rank and file
rejected a contract which would have been
agreed to by Presser and the top union lead
ership and the companies. New York had the
militant strike of hotel and restaurant workers

and the District of Columbia utility workers
struck for the first time in fifty three years.

The possibility of a national strike on the
railroads looms at the end of the two month

cooling off period which Reagan has just im
posed. While we are weak here in terms of
members, we are proving that the Party can in
fluence strikes and strike struggles even when
we don't have members in them.

Finally, there are the solidarity actions of
the trade unions in support of the struggle to
end apartheid in South Africa. This is a part of
the national scene. A main focus has been sup
port of the South African gold and coal miners.
It has come from labor generally and partic
ularly the United Mine Workers. They have

started a strike fund to aid the miners who've

been fired for striking in South Africa. They
were probing a campaign, including at least a
one-day strike demonstration against the prin
ciple U.S. banks associated with Anglo-Ameri
can, the chief South African mine monopoly.
That fell through when Anglo-American settled
with the South African trade uruon.

What's important about the anti-apartheid
solidarity movement is the focus it places on the
U.S.-owned transnational corporations—not
only their role in South Africa, but generaDy.
For labor that means their role in the export of
jobs. This becomes a factor in developing a real
class position that it fits very well with how we
deal with this situation. Ifs no longer the for
eign workers who are the enemies.

In conclusion, I want to emphasize the
need to expand the Party's participation in
strikes and all other working-class and trade un
ion struggles. A lot of excitement been created
in the Party around the Wheeling-Pittsburgh
strike. Everybody that went into the Wheeling-
Pittsburgh strike came out of it changed to some
extent. Everybody is elated about the experi
ences, even though there were a couple that
weren't quite positive.

We've learned some new techniques and
revived some old ones. We've helped to take
this strike to the country and we have taken our
Party and the paper to the strike and the strike
communities. The job now is to to increase and
deepen our participation in this and other
strikes. Q
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At 12:01 a.m., July 21, 6200 active and 2000 laidoff
steelworkers at Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Cor
poration, the seventh largest steel company, called
the question on the corporate-Reagan offensive of
smashing contracts, dictating wages and working
conditions and breaking unions. The 4 to 12 shift
left the mills that rught carrying their clothes-bags,
hard hats and safety shoes, and joined their broth
ers and sisters on picket lines which covered every
mill gate. From that night on, the spirit, as charac
terized by one steelworker, has been, "Somebody
had to take a stand; enough is enough. Conces
sions stop here."

It is ironic that concessions in the steel indus

try started at Wheeling-Pitt in 1979. That year,
Wheeling-Pitt negotiated
a  separate agreement
with the USWA which

granted the company the
first takebacks. The com

pany told the union it
needed the money to
modernize. Modernize it

did, making their mills
the most up-to-date inte
grated facilities in the
country.

Since 1979, the nineteen locals spread over
USWA districts 15 (Western Peruisylvania) and 23
(West Virginia and a small section of Ohio) at
Wheeling-Pitt have not bargained with the rest of
the USWA Basic Steel Industry Bargaining Confer
ence.

Following the lead of concessions at Wheel
ing-Pitt, in 1980 the rest of the steel companies
took back two COLA raises due the steelworkers.
They claimed they needed the concessions for the
pension fund.

Again in 1982, Wheeling-Pitt whined poverty,
and the union granted more concessions. Wheel
ing-Pitt made stock available to steelworkers and
ntany bought. There were two issues of stock, the
first selling for $25 and the last for $100 a share.
The company pronused to pay a 10 per cent divi
dend on the investment.

According to the American Iron and Steel In
stitute, by June 1985 labor costs at Wheeling-Pitt
were $1.21 an hour below the prevailing USWA-

Denise Winebrenner is a Daily World staff writer.

Wheeling-Pittsburg

The Bankruptcy Bludgeon
In Steel

by DENISE WINEBRENNER

negotiated industry-wide wage and benefit scale.
Steelworkers estimate that the company owes

them anywhere from $15,000 to $20,000 in de
ferred wages, vacation pay and stock dividends.

When the company filed Chapter 11 bank-
rutcy proceedings on April 16 in the court of Judge
Warren R. Bentz, a Reagan appointee, they got
more than they bargained for.

Despite attempts by the USWA to forestall
deeper concessions, and a union announcement
that if Bentz broke the contract members would
strike, Bentz trashed the agreement.

Once Bentz tore up the contract, Wheeling-
Pitt imposed a $6.20 an hour cut in wages and ben
efits. In fact, the company-dictated package, the

Modified Wage and Ben
efit Programs booklet,
appeared in the mills the
same day Bentz ruled—
July 17. Five days before
the ruling, Wheeling-Ktt
ordered blast furnaces

banked, causing layoff
around the Ohio Valley.

Wheeling-Pitt want
ed a showdovm and they
got it.

Since July 21, unity among Wheeling-Pitt
steelworkers in the two valleys has strengthened.
When Wheeling-Pitt attempted to move steel coil
out of its Beech Bottom, West Virginia, plant, two
busloads of workers from Monessen joined 1,000
pickets to stop the trucks.

Six busloads of Steubenville steelworkers trav
eled to Monessen to march in a rally there.

The USWA, with a helping hand from the
Daily World, has rallied support in union districts
from Baltimore to Gary, Indiana. The International
union sent out a packet chock full of information
needed to mobilize members. So far, delegations
of steelworkers from Massillon, Hannibal, Cleve
land, Lorain, Canton and Youngstown, Ohio,
have joined the Wheeling-Pitt workers on the
picket lines. Buses have brought union members
from Chicago, Gary and Detroit to support rallies.

Steelworkers never show up empty-handed.
Every USWA delegation brings money raised the
old fashioned way—in plantgate collections. Over
$1(W,000 has been collected in coffee cans for the
strike fund. The gate collections indicate the sup-
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port this battle has among the rank and file of the
union.

One turning point in the strike came when
Wheeling-Pitt, whde arguing to block union efforts
enabling workers to collect unemployment com
pensation, tried to break the picket lines.

In Martin's Ferry, Ohio, Beech Bottom and
Follansbee, West Virginia, Wheeling-Pitt either
tried to move steel by rail and truck or to bring
scabs into the plant on a semi. On each occasion,
the local unions sent out the call by radio, phone
tree and word of mouth for members to gather at
the gates. Not only steelworkers showed up, but
coal miners, construction workers, health care

workers, teamsters. Men and women streamed

down from the hills to stop the trucks and trains.
Wheeling-Pitt screeched to a halt.

Far away, in the State House in Columbus,
Ohio, Governor Celeste could not ignore this out
pouring of popular support for the strike, and
Ohio became the first state to grant unemploy
ment compensation for the strikers.

Eiank-and-fUe Wheeling-Pitt workers iiutiated
a petition outlining four demands. They are: a
wage and beneBt package of $21.40 an hour (the
existing package under the old contract); restora
tion of full powers to the grievance committees; no
labor-management participation teams; and the
right to strike. The petition garnered over 4500
names, including the local leaderships of striking
steelworkers in both valleys.

The International union, besides providing le
gal assistence, no small task, has provided health
care for the strikers and their families.

In the windows of small stores, diners and
bars in every town and village along the Ohio
river, "Go Steelworkers" signs are proudly dis
played.

From the first week of the strike, the Party and
the Daily World have been in the fight. The Daily
has been distributed twice a week in the Ohio Val

ley and Mon Valley. It appears from the massive
steel mill in Weirton, West Virginia, the ESOP
(employee stock ovmership plan) mill, to the
picket lines on both sides of the Ohio, to the hill
sides and hollows of the towns which line the

river.

Daily World reporters have flown and driven
hundreds of miles to cover the fast-breaking story.
The midnight oil bums at the pajjer office to pro
duce the Tuesday and Thursday specials.

The Daily has brought the story to plant gates
throughout die country, helping to build support
for the strike outside the Ohio and Mon valleys
and augmenting the International union appe^.
Only the Daily World informed steelworkers on
the picket lines about strikes at Bath in Maine and
Hormel in Minnesota.

Weirton Steel Company hates the paper be
cause it ripped the "emperoris new clothes" off the
phony ESOP at that mill. "ESOP is just another
way to spell concessions," the Daily said. It has
answered questions in communities concerning
the strike, proving steelworkers' argument that "if
we lose, you lose—this entire valley will become a ^
ghost town."

Finally, the Daily has taken on 35 years of red
baiting. At the base of the Ohio Valley lies Wheel
ing, West Virginia. It was here that Joe McCarthy
launched the wntch-hunts that hounded the labor

and progressive movements for a generation. The
McCarthyite legacy includes a States Rights Party
and a Ku Klux Klan, scarring the beautiful hills
more than any strip mining operation.

The strike continues and grows stronger. Its
outcome will determine not only the friture of the
Ohio and Mon valleys, but the contracts and the
future for thousands of steelworkers and their

communities next year. For as David Roderick,
chairman of the board of U.S. Steel, has an
nounced to the world, whatever Wheeling-Pitt
gets, £hat is what is in store for other steelworkers
when their contract expires in 1986. □
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It is not often that a strike in Maine has national
implications. The strike at Congoleum Corpora
tion's Bath Iron Works certainly does. And this is
realized by the workers on the picketUne. The
strike is being waged by Locals 6 and 7 of the Inter
national Union of Marine and Shipbuilding Work
ers of America.

Local 7 represents approximately 400 clerical
workers at the yard. They have been out on strike
since April 21 of this year.

Local 6 represents the 4,500 production work
ers at the yard. On June 30 of this year, Local 6
voted almost unanimously (only 25 opposed)
voted to stike rather than accept a contract filled
with concessions.

Domestic shipbuild
ing for commercial uses
in the United States has

virtually come to a stand
still. In line with Presi

dent Reagan's huge mili
tary buildup, Bath Iron
Works has bid exclu

sively on Navy contracts
in recent years. Its cur
rent contracts cover the

construction of guided
missile ships. The Navy's system of competitive
bidding has helped foster an atmosphere in which
shipyards across the country used the phony need
for concessions as an excuse to win new Navy con
tracts.

The main concessions Bath Iron Works wants
from the union are:

1. the two tier wage system—a permanent
$3.00 an hoiu" reduction in starting wages for new
hires.

2. a sigruficant increase in insurance costs to
be borne by employees.

3. the right for the company to require cross-
trading, which could arbitrarily shift a worker
from one job classification to another.

4. a wage freeze.
5. a reduction in the number of paid holidays.
6. a cut in shift premiums from 7 per cent of

what those on the day shift make to a flat 35e an
hour more. This would be a pay cut of about 44<

Bath Ir

John Rummel is district organizer of the Communist Party of
Maine.

on Works

Two-Tier Crunch

In the Shipyards
by JOHN RUMMEL

an hour for those working the second and third
shifts.

7. Bath Iron Works wants the union to agree
not to strike for any reason during the life of the
contract. This is unacceptable to the shipbuilders
because it would make it impossible for them to
support other, smaller unions at the yard.

The union does not see wages as the main is
sue in this strike. The two-tier wage system, in
creased insurance costs, crosstrading and shift dif
ferentials are the key issues in the strike. The
union sees the two-tier wage system as an attempt
to "sell out our own sons and daughters," as was
aptly put by Local 6 strike coordinator Milton Dud
ley. Bath Iron Works has the lowest armual turn

over in the industry—
one-sixth of one per cent.
Whole families and gen
erations of families work

at the yard. Once they
have those jobs they do
not leave them. The im-

ion clearly sees that the
two-tier wage system
would divide the union

and deny their children
the fruits of their par

ents' struggles. The two-tier wage system is an
other corporate attack on the working class and it
is inaeasingly coming up in contract negotiations
across the country, However, this strike may be
the beginning of the end for the two-tier system.

This strike came as no surprise to the union.
As far back as two years ago, the company sent a
letter to all of its employees that wage concessions
at the Ingalls shipbuilding yard in Mississippi
would put BIW at a disadvantage in bidding on
Navy contracts. That was followed by increased
company pressure for renegotiating the contract
before it was due to expire. The union did agree to
open talks last fall but the militant membership re
jected the concessions the compatiy was demand
ing. Congoleum—Bath Iron Works' parent com
pany—was calling for concessions and at the same
time refusing to disclose any financial records. In
1980 Congoleum corporation and the First Boston
corporation (an investment firm) got together and
bought out all of Congoleum's shareholders.

Congoleum became a totally private operation
that releases little information for public scrutiny.
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These calls for concessions were not coming from a
company on the brink of bankruptcy. From what
little information Congoleum does part with, in
dustry experts say it has a profit rate of 21 per cent,
compared to a 10 per cent average in the industry
nationally. Unlike workers and their families, Con
goleum has also fared well under Reagan's tax
plans. They have paid no income taxes since 1980.

The union sees Congoleum as an investment
firm that is not interested in the long term con
struction of ships, but rather as a corporation that
wants to make its money and run. Congoleum is
trying to gain concessions to make the shipyard
attractive to new buyers. Thus, the handwriting
was on the wall.

The union used this time to prepare. In the
winter months, the uiuon started work on a job
bank. All members were asked to fill out cards,
listing their skills, and potential jobs were lined
up. A food drive in coordination with the Maine
Al^-aO was planned, with dropsites throughout
the state. The union also started working with the
media to try to insure that its positions became
known to the public. This paid off. Media coverage
of the strike for the first three weeks was slanted
towards the company. Since then there has been
more balanced reporting of the strike.

Striking picketers can be seen carrying signs
ttiat say, "Congoleum—home of corporate greed."
That perception is shared by many people in the
state. Congoleum is seen as a greedy corporation
ruining a shipyard that was once the pride of the
state. It is another example of corporate destruc
tion of industry that is taldng place throughout our
country. Congoleum recently received a $72 mil
lion rebate from the Navy for work on ships fin
ished ahead of schedule. Although the workers'
high productivity enabled the work to be com
pleted early, not one cent was passed on to them
It is projected that Congoleum will make $80 mil
lion on its three newest contracts.

Congoleum has thumbed its nose at public
opinion by suing the union for obtaining docu
ments concerning contracts that BIVV bids on. Con
goleum has said the contracts were obtained ille
gally. The union maintains that the suit is an
attempt to shift emphasis from the strike issues
and drain its treasury. The union legally acquired
these documents from Senator George Mitchell's
office. The Navy testified that the documents con

tain no sensitive material. But Congoleum tried to
have the Navy person who testified fired from his
job. Such arrogant moves are not sitting well with
Maine people.

Another example of Congoleum corporation
scoring zero for public relatiorts and ten for cor
porate greed occurred three years ago, when it re
ceived $30 million in interest-free loans from Port

land and fix>m the state to build a repair diydock in
Portland. It threatened to build out of state if the

money was not given. It also promised 1000 new
jobs, with many going to unemployed and low-in
come youth. Congoleum got its money, but no
jobs materialized.

The Maine AFL-CIO is vigorously working to
build support for the strike. Two weeks after the
strike began, it sent a letter to its affiliates asking
support for the strike by picketing, contributing
food and money. The letter said, "the time has
come for us to put our backs to the walls and stand
up against both management and government."

The labor federation urged community and
low income orgaruzations to support the strike.
Unemployed orgaruzations, seruors and others ^
have responded. The state labor organization had
laid a basis by leading grassroots campaigns, in
cluding the successful drives to raise the state min
imum wage and to save Maine's workers' compen
sation laws. The state federation placed those
issues on a level usually reserved for campaigns
against unionbusting legislation. It is mobilizing
support for the strike in a similar marmer.

The strike of production workers in Local 6 is
very solid. The rank and file are determined to
grant no concessions. As long as a year ago the
union urged its members to set money aside.
Many did. A large number have gotten temporary
jobs through the union's job bank. This has tough
ened their resolve to stay out as long as necessary.

At the end of August the draftsmen at Ae
shipyard (who are organized into their own ma
rine draftsmen uruon) voted to accept a concession
package. They rejected appeals of shipbuilders to
join them on the picketlines. Congoleum promised
that any gains won by the shipbuilders would au
tomatically be passed on to the draftsmen. This
scabbing by the draftsmen clearly angered the
shipbuilders, but they saw it as a company provo
cation to incite violence on the picketline. Through
it all, they kept their eyes focused on the main
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enemy—Congoleum.
As this is written, the clerical workers of Local

7 are voting on a recent offer from the company.
Local 7's negotiating committee is recommending
acceptance. The offer includes concessions, al
though there is some improvement in insurance
coverage. Like the contract signed by the
draftsmen, any increases won by the production
workers of Local 6 would automatically include the
clerical workers. Members of Local 7 realize that

this is another divide-and-conquer tactic, although
they understand it is far different than the actions
of the draftsmen. Noting that the clerical workers
had been on strike for 10 weeks before the start of

the production owrkers' strike. Local 6 was sup
porting them regardless of the outcome of the
vote.

Bath Iron Works has a drydock in Portland
that is used for repair work. The main part of the
workforce is in the coastal town of Bath, a 45 min
ute drive from Portland. The Party has had teams
going to Bath regularly to distribute copies of the
Daily World. Overall, the reception has been posi
tive. Most of the workers come from small, rural
towns and see their future tied to building ships

for the Navy. Many are Viet Nam veterans. It is
natural that we would run into some anti-Commu

nism, but it is minimal. A fair number take the pa
per and give it a look. They appreciate reading arti
cles about themselves as weU as keeping informed
about the strikes at Wheeling-Pitt and Hormel.
This reflects their heightened sense of class solida
rity. The reception we now receive would not have
been possible a few years ago.

We have to thoughtfully raise our concerns
about the type of work being done at the shipyard.
There can't be any appearance of sniping at the
workers because they are working on Pentagon
contracts. Their battle is critical for the trade union

movement. Although many of them see no prob
lem with the Navy contracts Congoleum signs, a
growing number would rather see more stable em
ployment associated with the rebuilding of our
merchant marine.

The strike at BIW is a heroic attempt to put the
nail in the coffin of corporate givebacks and the
two-tier system. It's not a strike being waged for
narrow self-interest, but rather one for all working
people. It deserves the total support of all of Labor
and its allies. □

After two years of all-out war against them by
the combined forces of Phelps Dodge, Arizo

na's Governor Babbit and the news media, the
Phelps Dodge strikers are alive and well. "The un-
ionbusting assault has included physical attacks by
state police and national guard as well as intensive
psychological warfare. But the workers have suc
ceeded in giving their struggle a national focus and
have won support which helps sustain their fight.
They thus remain more determined than ever!

In turn, the Phelps Dodge strikers have given
the U.S. labor movement some greatly needed ex
perience and a lesson on how to conduct struggles
in "lockout" situations.

Phelps Dodge has not been able to break the
unions or to isolate them from their community
base. "Thus, united labor-community struggle is
becoming an accepted tool for the whole labor
movement.

Most recently, Ray Isner and Angel Rodri
guez, the two top local labor leaders of the More-
nci miners, traveled to Detroit to carry their mes

sage and seek funds to continue the fight. A total
of $15,000 was raised in two days.

The Metro Detroit AFL-QO Council brought
its unions to hear the strike leaders, to offer their
own views and to pledge their support.

Isner addressed the Detroit City Coundl, win
ning a pledge of aid in a moving speech in which
he said, "Phelps Dodge has been vidous, vindic
tive and radst. They've shot into our homes, vigi
lante style, beat up strikers, but if it takes another
26 months, we're going to win."

Morend, Arizona, is only a hundred miles
west of another historic copper strike, the Salt of
the Earth miners' strike of 1950-52 in the Silver
City, New Mexico, area. And like Salt of the Earth,
the Morend lockout is attracting wide national and
international support. As Isner told the Detroit
gathering, "We're getting support from all over, as
far away as Guam and British Colombia, Canada."

Speaking for the Detroit City Council, Erma
Henderson said, "All efforts to downgrade work
ers lives must be stopped, whether in Detroit, Ari-
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zona or South Africa."

Olga Madar from the CoaKtion of Labor Union
Women, said, "CLUW is foursquare behind any
union or union member in trouble." Curtis Mac-
guire added, "from Reagan on down to the courts
and the NLRB, they're out to defeat labor. I say we
will not be defeated."

Manuel Alvarez of the United Farm Workers
Union delivered a check in the amoimt of $11,000
as the audience chanted, "Boycott grapes, boycott
grapes." Cesar Chavez, president of the United
Farm Workers, was one of the first national leaders
who, early in the strike, had traveled to Arizona,
pledged his union's support and promised to work
to er^t the aid of other national unions.

The Detroit meet

ings are typical examples
of die growing conunu-
nity-labor backing of the
trade union movement

and how it enhances la

bor's ability to respond
to the Reagan/corporate
offensive. The Phelps
Dodge strikers are re
ceiving similar mass
backing everywhere
they've been—^in Phoenix and Tucson, Arizona, in
San Frandsco, New York, Los Angeles and Chi
cago. Their fight symbolizes the united national
power which the Reagan Administration hopes to
dismantle, but has not been able to. It is a growing
element in "declining Reaganism."

Thus Jim Spauling, a former member of
PATCO, echoed Cesar Chavez' and the Phelps
Dodge iTuners' sentiments when he said, "we
must all hang together or we wiQ hang sepa
rately." Certainly that message is coming through
loud and dear. It reaches into every local union
hall in the country. It can be seen in. Wheeling-
Pittsburgh; we saw it in the United Air Lines
strike; in the Greyhound Bus strike; at Yale, etc.

The battle of the Southwest is far from over.
The 40 per cent of the copper miners who still have
jobs are facing the 1986 negotiations. The corpora
tions have already made dear what they expect
from the miners, an exploratory meeting in Jan-

Phelps Dodge

Embatded Copper Workers
Defy Unlonbusting
by LORENZO TORREZ

Lorrenzo Torrez is district organizer of the Arizona/New
Mexico district of the CPUS A.

uary '85, Kennecott told the unions, "if you are not
ready to discuss a 50-plus per cent wage cut, we
are not interested in meeting." That dismantled
the bargaining session and the union reps went
home.

In the minds of the miners, the message is
dear. They're facing a corporate-instigated and
corporate-managed lockout in '86. What must be
the response to this?

The problem is not one for fee unions alone.
The stakes are too high, a great part of fee labor
force is unorganized and the Right works hard to
generate a non-union atmosphere.

Thus we Communists must be concerned

wife this problem. Our newly issued Draft Labor
Program, now open to all
trade-unionists for dis

cussion, carries our anal

ysis and strategic ap
proach, but fee specific
answer for each industry
and each region must be
sought at feat level. Cer
tainly this must be fee
case for the copper min
ers in the Rocky Moun
tain area. We must not

only be supportative of all their concrete fightback
actions but must also help probe for possible new
and more effective tactics. We should make our

suggestions known so they can be discussed and
weighed by fee miners.

Throughout fee past decade and beyond we
have been saying, "state monopoly capitalism is
attempting to shift the burden of its economic cri
sis onto the shoulders of the working class." It has
been the basic theme of all our public and internal
discussions. We have been agitating fee labor
movement to shore up its defenses, to build and

■strengthen rank-and-fUe organization and to
mount an organized fightback.

For many years some unionists have re-
sponsed that our pleas were not convincing. But
that is not fee case now. Under fee Reagan Ad
ministration aU fee stops are off. Labor scrim
mages and pitched battles are daOy events. Not
one moment or corporate dollar is spared. The cor
porations and their bank executives are full-blown
"activists." They utilize the anti-union, anti-people
think tanks, legal and paralegal firms to rob fee
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woiking class. The tactics may vary, but they are
systematized and they are employed nationwide
from the small shop to the monopoly coqjoration.
They all go in the same direction—to destroy or
ganized labor!

So we in the copper Rocky Mountain region
appeal to all friends of labor throughout the coun
try for solidarity and assistance. Speak up, stand
up, now is the time to join the fight! □

On July 18, 1985, 1,000 union tj^ographers,
pressmen and mailers struck the Chicago Tribune
for a new contract. They had been working with
out contracts since January 1983 in the case of the
typographers, July 1984 for the mailers and April
of '85 for the pressmen. The strike was precip
itated by the stubborn refusal of the Tribune to ne
gotiate in good faith with the unions. Four days
later, the Trib brought in a new law firm with a
reputation of being a unionbuster specializing in
newspapers: King, Ballow and Little, of Nashville,
Termessee. The firm represents 225 newspapers
across the nation, according to the estimate of
Holly Garland and Paul R. McGinn of Chicago
Lawyer magazine.

One other union at
the Trib has also been
without contract, the
Chicago Paper Handlers
Local 2. Members of this
union have honored the
picket lines of the typog
raphers, pressmen and
mailers and refused to
work. One union out of
five at the Trib, the
Teamsters, which rep
resents the drivers of the trucks that deliver the
paper to all points aroxmd the dty, settled with the
company last December. The Teamsters' contract
includes a clause that specifically prohibits them
from striking in sympathy with other unions. It is
generally recognized that as long as the paper can
be delivered, it can be printed by non-union labor,
due to the sweeping automation that has wreaked
havoc among the printing trades.

The Tribune Company has not yet trussed a
day's publication. In violation of state and dty

Chicag

Ted Pearson is district organizer of the Communist Party of
Illinois.

o Tribune
Printers Repel

Concession Assault
by TED PEARSON

laws, the company has brought in scabs from out
of state at high wages to print the paper. Instead of
prosecuting the Tribune, however, the Cook
County State's Attorney and the Qty Corporation
Council have said that there are questions regard
ing the law's constitutionality.

The issues in the strike are similar to those in
so many other strikes unfolding across the coun
try: resistance of the workers to a multi-tier wage
structure for new hires, work rule changes aimed
at destroying seniority, and abrogation of a ten-
year-old "lifetime" job guarantee signed by the
Trib with its printers in 1975.

If spirit alone could win a strike, this one
would have been won long ago. On Labor Day

some 4000 workers, their
families and their sup
porters marched down
Michigan Ave. with
thousands of other work
ers in the Labor Day Pa
rade. Their loud and mil
itant chants made dear
their determination to
win a new contract from
the Trib, and a good con
tract. Labor Day has only

been marked by parades in Chicago since 1980, af
ter a 40 year absence of such activities. Previous
marches' main significance has been that they took
place. Officially, they have been nonpartisan polit
ically, and noncontroversial. This year's parade, in
addition to the militancy of the Tribune strikers,
also featured rank-and-file banners and placards in
solidarity with the Black workers of South Africa.

The perception of the strikers is that the Tri
bune Company is out to eliminate unions among
its workers. The accuracy of this perception is bom
out by the observation of former Trib Vice Presi
dent for Employee Relations, Joseph F. Barletta,
who told Chicago Lawyer that people think "the
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goal of King Ballow is ... to destroy the union or
get rid of it. . . They start with the optimal goal of
getting rid of the union." Or, as Jeny Maywald, a
striking Tiib worker, put it in a letter to the Chi
cago l?eader, referring to the scabs who are run
ning the presses of the struck paper, "[they] are a
low form of life brought in from another state to
destroy iinions, not only in Chicago but across the
nation so that big money can return working
white-and blue-collar people to the sweatshop
days of the 1920s and 1930s."

The striking unions have established a strike
headquarters at the Plumbers Hall, 1340 W. Wash
ington Blvd. Their Council is nominally headed by
Edward Brabec, president of the Chicago Feder
ation of Labor, which has pledged full support to
the strikers. As the strike wears on, however, the
sight of "business as usual" at the printing plant of
the Tribune is bitter. There is talk of an all out in

formation campaign by the labor movement tar
geting the major advertisers in the Tiib: the Loop
and Michigan Ave. stores like Marshall Field's,
Carson, Firie, Scott & Co., and Sears, which every
day take pages and pages of ads. There is also talk
of labor massing hundreds of pickets supporting
the strikers outside the so-called "Freedom Cen

ter" printing plant near the Loop. Although the
Teamsters are prohibited from striking in sympa
thy, they can not be forced to drive over a massive
picket line of unionists supporting the strike. Nei
ther can the printing unions be held responsible
for the actions of others.

One of the most significant side events in the
strike, small but nonetheless significant, is the
unity that has developed in a small way between
the Tribune strikers and the demonstrators against
the apartheid regime in South Africa. Every Tlrurs-
day at noon between 50 and 250 pickets gather for
a protest outside the South African consulate
across the street from the Tribune Tower on Michi

gan Ave. These demonstrations have been a regu
lar Thursday event every week since November
1984. The demonstrators are Black and white, and
come from a broad array of labor, religious and
community organizations. The Communist Farty
and the Young Communist League are both regu
lar participants every week.

Although it had been spoken of on these

picket lines often, it was the YCL that took the ini
tiative and early in September, as the noontime
demonstration was ending, led 20 pickets from the
consulate across the street to join the Tribune
strikers. The printers, pressmen and mailers are
almost all while. Such is the legacy of racism in the
printing trades. The initial reaction of the strikers
was cautious, but it was not long before Marda
Davis, the young leader of the YCL in Illinois, had
the entire line chanting, "Boycott the Tribune—
Free South Africa." Since then, every week some
of the Free South Africa pickets have crossed the
street and joined the Tribune strikers. The feeling
between the two groups is slowly growing
warmer.

Members and friends of the Corrununist Farty
have also distributed copies of the Daily World to
the strikers at both the Tower and the printing
plant. These papers have been warmly received,
espedaUy when they carry news about ̂ e strike.

Another side issue on which the strike had an

impad was the attempt by the Teamsters Union to
absorb the Typographers in a nationwide merger.
The vote among the Typographers took place two '
months into the strike, and the fact that the
Teamsters leadership had allowed their hands to
be tied so as to be unable to aid the striking print
ers and mailers did not go over well among those
whom they wanted to absorb. The tjqjographers
rejected merger with the Teamsters by a two-to-
one margin.

Although the Tn'bune is crying poverty in
their assault on the union, published reports ex
pose this as a lie. Under the old contracts that the
printers and mailers are seeking to preserve, the
Tribune earned $51.1 million in the first half of

1985, up 31 per cent from last year.
The working class has been dealt a potentially

winrung hand in the struggle to block the union-
. busting of the Chicago Tribune and their hired le
gal guns. King, Ballow and Little. The rising mili
tancy of the working class across the country as it
grows in awareness of the all-out Reagarute attack
on the labor movement is our strongest card. It is
up to the industrial unions in auto, steel and other
industries feeling the brunt of this attack to help
the Chicago Federation of Labor play the cards in a
way that can call the bluff of the corporations. □
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Seventeen hundred packinghouse workers of
George A. Hormel & Company in Austin, Minne
sota, members of the United Food & Commercial
Workers Union Local P-9, went on strike on Au
gust 17. On September 1, 2,500 workers at John
Morrell meatpacking plant at Sioux Falls and St.
Louis walked out.

Although there are small differences between
these disputes, the basic issues in both are restora
tion of the wage cuts the companies have forced
on the workers during the past few years, and the
erosion of work rules and benefits the union has
won over 40 years of negotiations, and stopping
the corporate drive to introduce a two-tier wage
sj^tem into the packing industry.

The Hormel plant in
Austin is one of the most

productive and profita
ble plants in pork pro
cessing. It is the prime
employer in a small
town, and has for years
used the threat of mov

ing out of Austin to force
concessions from the

workers. The anger of
the workers has long
been brewing. Local P-9 claims that in 16 of the
past 22 years members of the local have been
forced to make concessions to the company. In
1978 the workers reluctantly agreed to the elimina
tion of an incentive bonus system and to increased
production quotas so the company would build a
new plant in Austin. The workers also felt com
pelled to accept a payroll deduction plan amount
ing to an average of $12,000 a year per worker-
put into esCTOw for the company to use to build the
plant. When the new plant, with the most modem
equipment, started production, management in
creased speedup 20 per cent.

Speedup and poor Gaining of new employees
have made the plant one with the worst injury
rate—200 per cent a year. At times 36 per cent of
the workers are on the injury list. "The plant is a
walking infirmary," says Jim Guyette, president of
Local F-9.

Although the company's profits were among

Ho
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rmel

Meatpackers Resist

Divide-and-Conquer
by HELEN KRUTH

the highest in the industry, Hormel cut the work
ers' wages by 23 per cent at the Austin plant last
October, greatly reduced health care benefits and
began taking payroll deductions of as much as
$100 per week for medical coverage employees
had used in the past. The local leadership, proba
bly under illusions about the National Labor Rela
tions Act, agreed to give their dispute with the
company to arbitration. The rulings were disas
trous to the Austin workers.

The first ruling gave the company permission
to reduce wages and benefits of the workers. The
arbitrator based his decision on the contract lan
guage negotiated in 1978 by the local union. This
essentially called for wages and benefits at Austin

to track with prevailing
wages and benefits in the
meatpacking industry.

In the second arbi

tration ruling, the wages
and benefits at Austin

were set, as of Septem
ber 1, 1985, at 75c an

hour below 1 Chain set

tlement.

The third arbitration

decision fixed August 9,
1985, as the expiration date for the Local 9 con
tract. The union had hoped that the date would be
the same as that of the Hormel chain—September.

The United Food and Commercial Workers In

ternational Union position paper on the Local 9
Hormel situation states that in the fail of 1984 the

leadership of Local 9 rejected the Intemafional's
proposal that all Hormel workers strike the Geo.
A. Hormel Company. It reported that "they jthe
local leadership] could not support such a strike
because Local 9 had a contract with Hormel" and
they decided to give their grievance to arbitration.
Since Hormel's Austin plant produces more than
40 per cent of Hormel's overall production, the
other eight local unions decided that a strike with
out the support of the Austin workers would not
be effective, and negotiated an agreement which
reduced the $3.69 cut proposed by the company to
69c, or a base rate of $10 per hour as of September
1,1985.

After the contract expiration date Hormel
Company at Austin presented Local 9 with a "take
it or leave it" proposal for a three-year contract that
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offered to raise the wages to $10 per hour, as the
other Honnel Chain has, with no further wage in
creases for the duration of the contract. The pro
posal about working rules in the plant would have
wiped out all the gains made by the union in the
past 40 years. It would have destroyed seruority on
job assignments and done away with the 52-week
notice of permanent layoffs. Furthermore it per
mitted the days of the work week to be determined
by the company, thus eliminating overtime pay for
Saturday and Sunday work, with all the overtime
work assigned at the disaetion of the foremen. It
would have given the company the right to fire in
stantly any worker who left the production line
without permission—no matter what the reason—
cut the paid holidays from ten to eight, and re
duced health benefits.

The company also wants to introduce a two-
tier wage system, with the right to hire temporary
workers at $7.50 pjer hour with a 50c raise at six
months intervals, up to $9 per hour, but never
higher. These workers would never get seniority,
could be hired and fired at will and have no hinge
benefits.

Local 9 members voted by 93 per cent against
accepting the contract offer and to sanction a
strike. The workers say they are not striking for
the 69c (the difference between the company offer
and the $10.69 wage they originally had before the
wage cuts) but to retain some human dignity in the
working conditions that the union has won, to re
tain their benefits, to stop the speedup in the plant
and kill the two-tier wage system.

Before the strike began, the UFCW Local P9
contracted a public relations firm. Corporate Cam
paign, Inc., to organize a campaign against Hor-
mel corporation and First Banks of the Twin Cities.
The First Bank system is HormeTs banker and
owner of 15 per cent of its stock, has interlocking
directors with the corporation, as the Hormel
Foundation, owns 40 per cent of the stock which is
controlled by the directors. The baitk has huge in
fluence on HormeTs labor policies. The Corporate

Campaign is out to inform the labor movement
and the public how the bank and the corporation
hold the small tovm of Austin hostage, tlueaten-
ing to leave unless the workers give in to their de
mands. Already before the strike, the wage and
benefit cuts took almost $1 million a monA from
the local economy.

Local 9 has carried on a very vigorous cam
paign with large mass demonstratiorrs in the Twin
Cities' First Bank office complexes, leafleted the
Twin Cities and suburbs with their message, sent
caravans of strikers to other Hormel plants in Iowa
and Nebraska and to the Morrell plant in Sioux
Falls to make their issues known to other packing
house workers. Strikers have picketed the First
Bank facilities in Duluth and Mesaba Range dties,
held press meetings and gotten support of farmers
and local unions.

Before the strike began there was reluctance
on the part of some unions to embrace the strike
because there were rumors of disagreement be
tween the interrrational and Local P9. The Interna

tional and District UFCW have endorsed the strike
and are giving $65 a week strike benefits to the
strikers. Many union locals have sent resolutions
of support and funds to help the strike. Local P9
has had numerous requests for speakers at local
meetings, and a strike relief committee, func
tioning from St. Paul UAW Hall, has already sent a
truckload of food to Austin and is planning to send
another one before the end of September. Many
local unionists have joined the mass picketing of
the- First Bank facilities and farm groups like
Groundswell and COACT have given support.

Maybe because much of the Union outreach
publicity is done by the commercial public rela
tions people, one has a filing that it lacks the
class content and the need for trade union unity. A
slogan like "Dignity, Safety and Fairness" blurs
the real issue of the strike—to save the union and
the gains the union movement has won over the
past 40 years. □
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Festival of Youth and Peace
jAMES STEELE

The 12th World Festival of Youth and Students,
held in Moscow from July 27 to August 3, imder
the slogan "For Anti-Imperialist Solidarity,
Peace and Friendship," established itself as one
of the most extraordinary events in the history
of the youth movement. The scale and scope of
international participation reflects its historic di
mensions. Delegations came from 157 coimtries
and 76 international and regional orgaruzations.
More than 20,000 delegates belonged to tens of
thousands of mass organizations, including
trade unions, student governments, women's
organizations, children's movements, environ
mental groups, the main religious denomina
tions and cultural orgaruzations. Among the
delegates were members of parliaments and
other legislative bodies, as well as leaders of
youth organizations of national liberation move
ments.

The participants spanned the political spec
trum, ranging from Young Communists to
youth groups in the political center and even
right of center. For example, the International
Federation of Liberal and Radical Youth, the

Committee of European National Youth Coim-
cils, and the International Union of Socialist
Youth sent delegations. The European Christian
Democratic Youth came as observers. In addi
tion, a number of specialized bodies of the
United Nations as well as the Youth and Stu
dent Movement of the UN participated.

Of course, the World Federation of Demo
cratic Youth, the initiating organization, as well
as virtually all of its affiliates, were in atten
dance. The same for the International Union of
Students. The participation of key regior\al or
ganizations like the All-African Student Union,
the Fan-African Youth Movement, which is at
tached to the Organization of African Unity, the
Arab Student Uruon and the Continental Or-
gairization of Latin American Students added to

L
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the representative character of the Festival.
On such a basis, it is correct to say the 12th

Festival represented hundreds of millions of
young people throughout the world. It was
likely the broadest and most representative
gathering of youth in history. However, its his
toric character derives from still more important
considerations.

THE PEACE CONSENSUS

The Festival was an unprecedented forum
of dialogue among youth of virtually all politi
cal, ideological and religious views on the most
urgent problems of the 1980s. This was deter
mined in the course of the preparatory move
ment, during which an extensive consultative
process built up a broad-based worldwide
youth consensus. Nothing was included in the
Festival program that had not been agreed to by
the meetings of the International Preparatory
Committee, which was composed of national
preparatory committees and participating inter
national and regional organizations.

In other words, the movement for the 12th
Festival gave expression and impetus to tlie po
litical consensus shared by the overwhelming
majority of the world's young people. And
what is this consensus? That nothing divides
the youth more than preventing nuclear war
unites youth. The 12th Festival constituted a
powerful mobilization of hundreds of millions
of youth and students against the outbreak of
nuclear war, against the arms race on earth and
its extension into outer space.

Occuring during the year of great anniver
saries, above all the 40th anniversary of the vic
tory over German fascism and Japanese milita
rism, the 12th World Festival also gave its
participants a profound sense of history, of the
enormous sacrifices of older generations, and
deepened their resolve to do everything possi
ble to prevent another world war.

The Festival's commemoration of the 40th
anniversary of the defeat of the Hitlerites signif
icantly developed the demoaatic, antifascist
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content of the international slogan. Perhaps
more than ever before, the 12th Festival was
able to integrate anti-imperialist solidarity and
the struggle for youth rights into the struggle
against the nuclear war threat. The focus on
averting war and halting the aims race added to
the pervasive expressions of solidarity with the
struggle of the peoples of Southern Africa, Cen
tral America and the Middle East against apart
heid, undeclared war, intervention and to the
demand for putting the huge sums now spent
on arms into human needs programs.

Without question, the 12th Festival greatly
enhanced the self-confidence of the world's
young people, their sense that in unity the
youth and student movement can accomplish
^eat deeds. The youth and student movements
in the participating countries will be injected
with increased confidence that they can make
an indispensable difference in any struggle of
their people, but especially on the issue of war
and peace. Delegates felt that the Soviet Union's
unilateral five-month moratorium on nuclear
testing, announced during the Festival by Mik
hail Gorbachev, general secreUry of the Com-
mimist Party of the Soviet Union, was a tribute
to the power of the youth festival and its contri
bution to the struggle for world peace. The mor
atorium, which went into effect on August 6—
the 40th anniversary of the atomic bombing of
Hiroshima—also brought home who, between
the U.S. and Soviet governments, actually
stands for peace. That is why many U.S. dele
gates pledged to help build a movement within
the United States to pressure the Reagan Ad
ministration to agree to the moratorium.

This was not the only practical initiative to
be undertaken by the Festival's participants.
While the formal program of the Festival neither
obligated nor proposed specific actions or poli
cies, the respective delegations were firee to con
clude whatever agreements or latmch whatever
actions they saw fit. Out of a multitude of bilate
ral meetings came many fine and interesting ini
tiatives. For instance, a number of anti-apart
heid activists within the U.S. delegation
organized an anti-apartheid forum involving
not only U.S. delegates but also youth from
other countries. The presence of representatives

of the African National Congress and the South
West African Peoples Organization strength
ened the bonds of solidarity.

Another example is the mini-conference on
improving U.S.-USSR relations and building
American-Soviet youth friendship organized by
the leadership of the respective delegations.

If one were to take into account the thou
sands of such initiatives conceived during the
Festival—let alone the extensive sharing of in
formation, experiences and ideas—one begins
to get a notion of how profoundly potent was
the 12th Festival.

SUPPORTERS, DETRACTORS, OBJECTIVES
Perhaps this also explains why, at one and

the same time, the 12th Festival was one of the
most applauded and maligned events in recent
memory. The broad democratic and progressive
community in the United States and throughout
the.world upheld the Festival as the "great
peace action of 1985." But Right-wing circles,
starting with the Reagan Administration, did -
eveiything within their power to undermine
this unprecedented gathering.

The underlying reasons for these diametri
cally opposed policies speak volumes about the
attitude of the respective class and sodal forces
on the question of world peace. Who can deny
the oneness today of the struggle of the yoimg
generation for a better future and the struggle
for world peace? For the peace movement, as
for the forces of militarism and aggression,
youth are a key link in the chain of success.
With people under 24 years of age making up
more than half of the world's population, it is
not difficult to see why such huge stakes in the
titanic struggle between the antiwar and prowar

■ forces rests on how the youth responds.
The youth, in turn, make up a large propor

tion of the working class—in some countries its
majority. Thus, the peace education and inter-
nationaiist upbringing of the youth has pro
found implications for the participation of the
labor movement of all countries, especially the
Uxuted States, not only in the struggle for peace
but against the domination of the multinational
corporations as well. This is why a profound
concept is expressed in the slogan of the U.S.
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preparatory movement—"The Friendship of
Young Generations C£in Bring Peace Among
Nations!" For if the friendship and anti-imperi
alist solidarity of the youth of different countries
can be welded into an unbreakable unity against
war, as the years pass and the young generation
tcikes its place in society's decision-making pro--
cesses, this peace policy will more and more be
come the policy of states.

It is not hard to see why the forces of milita
rism, reaction and aggression harbor such in
tense hatred for the Festival movement. It

housed a nascent but rapidly developing broad,
worldwide youth and student front for peace
and disarmament.

Reagan Administration officials and sec
tions of the main mass media have had a lot to

say about the Festival—all negative. They con
tend that the Festival was a "Soviet propaganda
show" and a gathering "of Communist youth,"
and maintained that it orgaruzed specifically to
"put America and Israel on trial."

But most of our delegates were capable of
thinking for themselves. What they saw and ex
perienced not only at the Festiv^ but also in
Moscow sharply contrasted with what many
had been told to expect. The Soviet Preparatory
Committee was an exceptional host. It created
every possibility for the U.S. delegation to have
its questions and requests answered about So
viet sodety. Our delegates held talks with rep
resentatives of the Communist Party, the Soviet
government, peace movement, media, educa
tors, religious institutions, etc. They saw a
highly developed country with a remarkable
level of public involvement, and most of all, a
country whose entire people are firmly com
mitted to peace and friendship.

In particularly venomous articles, the
Washington Times and the New Republic im
plied or explicitly stated that the United States
National Preparatory Committee is "Commun
ist-dominated," under the leadership of the
Young Communist League, and deliberately
"misled" some of the Festival's supporters.

Why the YCL or the United States NPC
would mislead some supporters but not others
is not explained. Why, in the first place, would
it ever be necessary to mislead or dominate any

one who supported or wanted to participate in
an event that would contribute to the strength
ening of world peace? It goes without saying
that the "free press" freely printed such ridicu
lous concoctions without the slightest attempt
to check the facts. Not even the publication that
claims to print "all the news that's fit to print"
botihered to report on a press conference held by
the U.S. delegation leadership. Yet the New
York Times and other newspapers printed a
story that presented a version of the Festival
containing not an ounce of truth, quoting a per
son who was not a delegate. Domination is the
objective only of those engaging in slanders and
distortions of the true aims and character of the

Festival.

The fact that Charles Wick, Reagan's hand-
picked director of the U.S. Information Agency,
held a "briefing" on how to cover the Festival
for media outlets with bureaus in Moscow cre

ates a basis for judging how free our press reaUy
is. It is said that Wick literally ordered the press
to ignore the offical events of the Festival and
concentrate on disgruntled individuals.

Administration senior officials and some
media pundits seem to have answers to any
questions about the Festival, save for one: Why
would anyone oppose nearly three hundred
young Americans going to the Festival in Mos
cow to promote peace and better relations?

The question is the answer. The Reagan
Administration opposes the Festival movement
for the same reason that it opposes the mora
torium on nuclear testing. Not because it is a
"Soviet ploy," but because it contributes to im
posing peace on an Administration hellbent on
an illusory but nevertheless dangerous quest for
military superiority.

The Administration and the ultra-Right el
ements grouped in and around it opposed the
Festival, and especially U.S. participation, for
the same reason they oppose and sought to per
vert the-40th aniuversary of the victory over fas
cism and militarism. Not because the Festival

and the anniversary would be "a Soviet propa
ganda show," but because both were occasions
on which our youth, perhaps for the first time,
could compare the foreign and military policy of
Reaganism with that of Nazi Germany. And be-
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cause in the course of discussions with various

delegations our youth might draw the conclu
sion that the Reagan Administration and the
military industrial complex is the support base
of present day reaction and fascism.

Representatives of the military industrial
complex feared that the experience of the 12th
Festival would arouse indignation against Rea
gan's war policies, just as the President's visit to
Bitburg cemetery aroused the anti-fascist senti
ments of the U.S. public. They want to prevent
the aspirations of the Festival from inspiring
American youth to struggle against Reaganism.

The campaign against U.S. participation in
the Festival was geared to maintaining an em
bargo on public information about and contact
with international movements for peace, na
tional independence and sodal progress. What
was particularly infuriating to the Administra
tion and the ultra-Right is that their expenditure
of effort and funds did not work. Not just inter
nationally. Precisely here in the USA, the Festi
val movement developed unprecedented poten
tial for contributing to the building of a united
youth and student front against Reaganism.
The fact of the matter is, in spite of the millions
of dollars spent to create an alternative to the
Festival, the "international" youth conference
held in Jamaica last April was a fiasco. Several
conservative European youth organizations that
refused to attend the Jamaica event went to the
Moscow Festival. In the face of a massive cam

paign of Big Lie anti-Communism and anti-So
viet hysteria, the movement for the 12th World
Festival enjoyed broad public support in the
U.S. While a handful of endorsers caved in to

Right-wing intimidation and withdrew, the
overwhelming majority stood firm. Once they
saw what the Festival movement was up
against, many supporters took their own initia
tives to build the preparatory movement.

THOSE WHO BUILT, THOSE WHO WENT

In total, nearly 500 prominent organiza
tions and individuals, from the grassroots to the
national level, endorsed the Call to Action is

sued by the U.S. National Preparatory Commit
tee. The endorsers included nine members of
the Uruted States Congress. On the initiative of

Representative George W. Crockett, eighteen
congresspeople signed a greeting to the Festival
and commended the American delegates. This
became one of the most talked about items at
the Festival, for it was added proof to young
people the world over of the powerful senti
ment for peace and friendship held by tens of
millions of Americans.

More than sbcty organizations were mem
bers of the National Preparatory Committee.

The Festival movement received proclama
tions of support from the mayors and/or dty
councils of New York, Chicago, Qeveland, San
Francisco, Atlanta, Philadelphia, Baltimore, To
ledo, New Haven and Madison, Wisconsin.

Delegates were acknowledged by the governors
of New York, Massachusetts and Minnesota.

The support and participation of the labor
movement was exceptional. Trade unionists ac
counted for better ̂ an one-fourth of the en
dorsers. Scores of local unions took an active
part in the preparatory movement. Beyond this,
a number of trade union leaders were a solid

source of advice and resources for the NFC and

area committees.

The extent of trade union support also was
reflected in the delegation. Members of trade
UTUons constituted almost one-fourth of the 278
U.S. delegates. They included members of the
United Steelworkers of America, United Auto
mobile Workers, American Federation of State,
County and Municipal Employees, United Food
and Commercial Workers Union, Service Em

ployees International Union, National Union of
Hospital and Health Employees, the Interna
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters and the United
Electrical Workers.

The trade unionists were joined by a large
number of other youth from industrial centers.
Midwestern delegates made up the largest re
gional bloc. Working-class youth comprised the
bulk of the delegation. At the same time, nearly
a third of the delegates were university stu
dents. Almost a quarter were teenagers, many
of them high school students.

The delegation was further broadened by
the presence of religious youth, including Bap
tist, Catholic, Jewish, Methodist and Lutheran.

The delegation was broadly representative
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of youth life in the USA. Included were the
main mass movements, dvil rights organiza
tions, and sodal service institutions like the
YWCA, YMCA and Aspira. Three-quarters of
the U.S. delegation were activists, in most cases
leaders, in the disarmament or Central America

solidarity movements. Approximately one-third
had been arrested in anti-apartheid demonstra
tions.

Representatives George Crockett, John
Conyers, Ronald Dellums, Parren Mitchell,
Charles Hayes and Senator Paul Simon had offi-
dal representatives in the delegation.

The 278 delegates came from more than
seventy different dties, forty campuses and 42
states. Together, they belonged to over one
thousand organizations. A sampling shows that
the delegation was made up of leaders of dty
and state chapters of the Nudear Freeze, Physi-
dans for Sodal Responsibility, Safe Alternatives
to Nuclear Energy, National Coundl for Ameri
can-Soviet Friendship, Witnesses for Peace, the
United States Peace Coundl, the Free South Af
rica Movement, United States Student Assoda-
tion, Lutheran Student Movement, Southern
Christian Leadership Conference, Operation
PUSH, Young Democrats, and, of course, the
Young Communist League.

One should bear in mind that not only the
composition of the delegates stirred the ire of
the Reagan Administration, but who and what
the delegates represented. Taking into account
the representatives of elected offidals, the U.S.
delegation to the 12th World Festival of Youth
and Students represented approximately
twenty million people!

The character, composition and imi^of the
delegation and preparatory movement is testa
ment to the massive and growing sentiment
that exists within our nation for peace and good
relations with the Soviet Union. It is likewise a

tribute to the anti-Reagan movement in our
country. The Festival movement gave voice to
the rising chorus of struggle of the U.S. young
generation. 1 emphasize the word chorus be
cause it connotes unity and common action.

The U.S. preparatory movement and dele
gation overcame practically all of the obstacles
throvm in their path. It was one of the most

united in the history of U.S. participation, prov
ing that the main core of today's youth and stu
dent movement have come a long way in regard
to an appreciation of unity. Anti-Communism,
pettiness and dissension failed to become signif
icant factors in the National Preparatory Com
mittee, the local committees, among endorsers,
supporters or delegates.

On the contrary, the contribution of the
Young Communist League was not only ac
cepted, but greatly appreciated, by most. Many
delegates and supporters made valuable and
inspiring contributions to the rejection of anti-
Communism. They believe, quite simply, that
the choice in life is not Conununism or anti-

Communism. It is life or death, peace or nuclear
destruction. All who stand for life, who are will
ing to struggle for peace—including Commu
nists—must work together for that great aim.
How the broad range of youth and student'lead-
ers and activists handled the matter of the par
ticipation of the Young Communist League in
the Festival movement leadership also augers
well for the further political and ideological ma
turing the youth and student movement.

THE TIP OF AN ICEBERG

The Festival movement provided an ave
nue for a qualitatively new development: On
the one hand, a burgeoning, progressive,
united, youth and student movement, and, on
the other, broad support for it from the older
generations, labor and people's movements.

Two weeks after the Festival, the Eighth
Meeting of the U.S. National Preparatory Com
mittee drew the correct conclusion: What was

achieved in the course of the preparatory move
ment is only the tip of the iceberg of what is
now possible. The Festival movement demon
strates that historic potential exists for the de
velopment of an all-inclusive, united youth and
student front of the struggle for peace.

The Festival movement was a budding of
seeds that militarists in the United States had
hoped to keep dormant forever. What blos
somed at the Festival was the unity of the youth
and the truth. One newspaper claimed that at
least two hundred of the U.S. delegates were
Conunuiusts. While the Young Communist
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League would be more than happy if "at least
two hundred" of these outstanding representa
tives of our country's youth joined its ranks,
any sober-minded person knows that that was
not the case.

Although some did join the YCL and hope
fully more will, that was not really the main
concern of the Reaganites and the various intel
ligence agencies that were so active against the
Festival. They feared that at such a world gath
ering, held in the most developed socialist
country, which maintains the military balance
offsetting the Reagan Administration drive for
first-strike nuclear capability, a broad and rep
resentative delegation of our country's youth
would unite with the truth. To use the delegates
own words:

"The Soviets want peace and thafs what I'm
going to tell people back home."

"Nothing I was told about how it would be here
is true. The place is dean, induding the subways...
no homeless orhimgry wandering the streets."

"Hey, I've been able to ask whatever I wanted to
ask about life in the Soviet Union. And I got an
swers."

"We have been able to meet with youth from
practically every country that's in the news in the
United States, What they say is vastly different from
what the media and the Adrninistration say."

"I've even more basic questions about what our
govenunent is doing around the world."

"1 don't want to be sent to fight against the
friends I've made. And I won't."

"The Nicaraguans say the only thing that keeps
Reagan from invading their country is U.S. public
opinion. We have to let the people in the States know
the power of their solidarity."

"The youth fron the African National Congress
say the Free South Africa Movement in the United
States inspires them to raise the level of their strug
gle. Can you imagine that? They say the support of
the American people inspires them. Wait 'til I tell the
students on my campus!

"Peace is everything!"

These statements reflect the sentiments of

Are overwhelming majority of the delegation.
One could say they express the basic consensus
which was subscribed to by Communists and
non-Communists alike. In fact, this outlook was

developed by the united front character of the
preparatory movement and delegation. Careful
steps were taken by the leadership of the Na
tional Preparatory Committee, but particularly
by the Young Communist League, to ensure the
involvement of the broadest forces in the ded-

sion-making during the preaparatory move
ment and Festival. The Delegation Council re
flected the composition of the Festival
movement in our country.

What is more important, these and other
steps were not mere formalities. This united
leadership is what guaranteed the unity of the
delegation. Virtually all worked diligently for
successful partidpation. This extended from the
thematic centers to the rallies, activities at the
delegation's dub, to bilateral meetings, etc.
Without exaggeration, it can be said that over
and above what our delegation learned in tfre
formal program of the Festival and through spe
cial activities organized at our request by the So
viet Preparatory Committee, most of our dele
gates had a great time. This was a youth festival
and young people like to sing, dance and "hang
out." No one can say that the U.S. delegation
was lacking in that department either.

One should bear in mind that the scale of

success is all the greater against the backdrop of
Reagan Administration destabilization at
tempts. Not all delegates or spedal partidpants
adopted a standpoint of worldng to make a pos
itive contribution. A handful cooperated with
the FBI or became a part of provocations organ
ized by the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, which
was extraordinarily active. One delegate who
came as the representative of an elected offical
voiced not a single word in common with the
polides advocated by that offidal.

There were also efforts to split the dele
gation by resort to nationalism and anti-Com
munism. By and large, none of these maneu
vers worked. If anything, the delegation
became more united and more committed to the
purpose for which it came to Moscow.
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AN END AND A NEW BEGINNING
CXiring the last few days of the Festival one

repeatedly heard the words, "Long Live the
12th Festival!" These were not mere ceremonial
remarks. A world youth festival is much, much
more than eight days of hundreds of fantastic
events and once-in-a-lifetime experiences. The
Festival lives—in the first place—in the heart
and convictions of each participant. The Festival
lives in the contribution each participant makes
for the rest of his or her life. A Festival is the
culmmation of long, hard, tedious work. But a
Festival is also the beginning of a very specific
mobilization of the friendship, solidarity and
willmgness to fight for peace of the youth and
students of a particular historic period, of a spe
cific international situation.

So too with the 12th World Festival of
Youth and Students. The closing ceremony was
not just an end; it symbolized the beginning of a
new phase, a new level of self-assertion on the
part of hundreds of millions of young people
whose representatives were there in Moscow.
The generation of the 1980s will continue to
draw inspiration from the Message to the Youth
and Students of the World:

... we call on young people in all countries, regard
less of their political, philosophical and religious be
liefs, to do all they can to halt the forces of militarism
and aggression and to pool their efforts to prevent a
nuclear catastrophe, to put an end to the nuclear and
conventional arms race on Earth and prevent it from
being taken info outer space, to achieve a general ban
on nudear and other types of weapons of mass de
struction and their elimination.

The Festival is also a challenge to the lead
ers and activists of the U.S. preparatory move
ment, particularly the Young Communist
League, which, as the initiating organization of
the Festival movement in this country and
member of the National Preparatory Commit
tee, made a unique and indispensable contribu
tion. The challenge is to continue the momem-
tum of the 12th Festival, to take initiatives to
broaden, widen and deepen the unity process
the preparatory movement gave rise to.

The Eighth Meeting of the U.S. National
Preparatory Committee had this in mind when

it decided to establish a Continuations Commit
tee to facilitate follow-up activities. Broadly con
sidered, the structure of the preparatory move
ment provides a framework for mobilizing
united action of the youth. Likewise, it is an
avenue for enhancing unity between the youth
and students and people's movements, espe
cially the trade unions.

Taking into account delegates and special
participants, member organizations of the NFC,
activists in the area preparatory committees,
those who applied but were not selected, en
dorsers and financial contributors, the Festival
movement brought into being a veritable net
work of unity, initiative, cooperation, exchange
of experience, progressive political education
and intemation^sm. Properly developed, such
an ongoing structure can make a weighty contri
bution in the days ahead to the struggle to stay
the hand of the Reagan Administration and the
militarists, whether in Nicaragua, South Africa
or on the nuclear arms issue. Such a imited
front movement of the young generation—en
joying the support and cooperation of the labor
movement, elected officials, peace, civil rights,
women's, senior citizens', religious and political
organizations and cultural and sports personali
ties—has unlimited potential. The exact forms
and precise structure such a movement might
take will have to be determined by the young
people active in the continuation process.

In conclusion, a number of important les
sons should be drawn from the experience of
the 12th Festival:
^ Broad sections of our country's young

people are with the youth of the world on the
basic questions of averting nuclear war, halting
the arms race, and soldarity with the struggle
against apartheid, colonialism, neocolonialism,
intervention and aggression.

► There is growing political and ideologi
cal independence of larger and larger segments
of the youth and student movement from the
foreign policy of the military-industrial com
plex.

► The Festival constituted a profoimd po
litical education for the overwhelming majority
of the delegates. □
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The British Communist Party
and Euro-Communism

ANDREW ROTHSTEIN and ROBIN PAGE ARNOT

IVe have received an increasing number of
inquiries over the last year, requesting an an
swer to the question, V^at is happening in the
Communist Party of Great Britain ? In particular,
what is the meaning of the expulsion ofnumer
ous long-time, loyal Communists from the
CPGB, and of the campaign waged by the Party
leadership against the Morning Star?

The following analysis gives dear answers
to these questions. Andrew Rothstein and R.
Page Amot are internationally known British
Communists, the two surviving members of the
Unity Convention of July 1920 which brought
the CPGi5 info existence. This artide originally
appeared in the Morning Star in December
1984. —Editors

Political tension in Britain is at its highest point
since 1945. The Tory government's savage at
tacks on the living standards of the working
class and ever wider sections of the rest of the
people springs directly from its promoting at all
costs the interests of the biggest financial and
industrial monopolies. It is on a scale never seen
for fifty years, and a result of its close alliance
with the USA.

Its brutal attack on the miners and their
families is a sample of its future intentions.

The Executive Committee of the Commu

nist Party has chosen this time for an extraordi
nary drive against the organization, and ultima
tely the basic principles, of the Party. It is in a
form and on the scale without precedent, either
in our party history or in that of any other Com
munist Party which has existed in legal condi
tions since the foundation of the Communist In
ternational in March 1919.

The sudden intervention of the Executive
Committee on November 24 in the work of the
duly elected London District Congress has
shocked and disgusted both the majority of del
egates and most active members of the Party.

First it tried to impose a dedson that the

Congress must not elect a new District Commit
tee, then it tried to split the Congress when the
General Secretary walked out, calling on the
delegates to follow—all without the slightest
shadow of a political justification.

Suspensions
The subsequent suspension from Party

membership of 22 members and the dismissal at
a moment's notice of three of the District Com
mittee's full-time staff only underline the wreck
ing purpose of the Executive's action.

The alleged reason for all this, and accepted
by a preliminary meeting of the Executive Com-
mittf.e, was that irregularities had occurred in
the election of delegates from sbc branches (later
reduced to two!) in one London borough out of ^
18. These irregularities were magnified by the
smear "malpractice"—traditionally insinuating
bribery, corruption, impersonation, fraudulent
counting, and so on.

The allegations could have been dealt with,
as always in the life of our Party (and in British
labor organizations generally), by the Congress
aedentials committee.

To make such an allegation the basis for at
tempting to disallow the Congress was a gross
insult to the 250 delegates and to the mem
bership which had elected them, a defiance of
the spirit of Party democracy to which the Exec
utive's statements, attempting to justify its ac
tions, refer more than once.

To any experienced Communist such defi
ance means only one thing—that behind the ad
ministrative measures, adopted on such a
trumpery pretext, lie some imspoken political
purposes.

It was obviously with this in mind that the
Executive, in the statement published on De
cember 3, made the ludicrous insinuations that
the 22 suspended Communists were in some
way involved in the spate of factional ultra-Left
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propaganda circulated at the time of the Party
Congress in November 1983, and that by contin
uing the Congress after the General Secretary
walked out the District Congress became a fac
tion.

It was an insinuation which the 22 immedi
ately repudiated.

The Executive Committee's action also
throws an unpleasant light on its equally sud
den action following the tragic and untimely
death of the late District Secretary, Bill Dunn.

Regardless of the wishes of the District Sec
retariat, it [the Executive Committee] an
nounced that it was appointing one of its mem
bers, Ian McKay, as acting District Secretary, in
order to "help" the District Committee because
of the "many problems" now arising.

No request for such help had been made by
the District Secretariat. No explanation of the
"problems" was ever given. And the decision
itself had to be imposed on a subsequent meet
ing of the District Committee by a small major
ity, with several EC members attending and
voting.

At the District Congress, moreover, it was
asserted—and not denied—that Ian McKay had
prepared a "hit list" of people to be excluded
from the District Committee in any election.

Measures like these were applied against
Communists in the Labor Party after the noto
rious "Queen's Hall" decisions in 1924.

They were applied against Left-wing Con
stituency Parties by the Labor Party Executive in
the later '20s.

And they were applied by the Right-wing
majority in certain trade unions and in the Gen
eral Council of the '30s, using the notorious
"Black Circular."

But even then the reactionaries advanced
sorne sort of political pretext for their actions—
which nevertheless we always exposed as ger
rymandering.

Administrative intervention

Since November 24, moreover, it has been
revealed that similar intervention took place af
ter the North-West District Congress (Manches
ter), again using a lie about "malpractices" to
justify suspension of the duly-elected District

Committee. It is possible that similar action has
been taken elsewhere.

It would be comic, were it not tragic, to re
veal that the Executive has more than once
taken to task the leadership of the Soviet, Polish
and Czechoslovak Parties for their alleged use

,  of administrative measures, although in every
case these Parties, responsible for the safety and
stability of their socialist countries in a way to
tally remote from any possibilities of our Party,
have always given urgent political reasons for
their actions, based on the necessities of the
class struggle, national and international.

Equally serious, at this point, must be con
sidered the outstanding feature of the campaign
waged by the Executive during the last two
years against the management committee and
editors of the Morning Star. This campaign,
from the outset, has been based exclusively on
administrative, notpolitical, grounds.

The numerous documents on this subject
issued by the Executive, and the arguments put
forward by its representatives, in the press and
the Annual General Meeting of PPPS [People's
Press Printing Society] shareholders, sedulously
avoided any suggestion that there was any po
litical reason for the campaign.

Instead, throughout they have dealt on sec
ondary and purely formal charges, amounting
to no more than accusations of uncomradely be
havior—charges which, as the majority of critics
of the Executive have pointed out, could have
been met and resolved on a fraternal basis of
give-and-take at any normal meeting convened
for the purpose, if there had not been the pre
condition that the editor and assistant editor
mustresign.

It is without precedent in the international
Communist movement, let alone our Party, that
such a step of major political importance as the
removal of an editor of the daily voice of Com
munism—and in a time of acute class conflict,
national and international—should have been

discussed in any legal Communist Party on es
sentially formal grounds, without any sugges
tion of major political differences: in short, on
grounds of administrative demand and not po
litical principle.

In fact, during the discussion in the Mom-
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ing Star, several contributors raised this very
question. They expressed their disbelief that
such issues could be decided on (whether di
rectly by the Executive or in its interpretation of
Congress decisions) on the basis of charges
made by the Executive—and pointedly asked,
was there not something bigger behind it all? To
this question there was no answer from the Ex
ecutive.

What there was, however, was a declara
tion of support for the Executive. This declara
tion proceeded from the statement that "demo
cratic centralism is a fundamental feature of
Communist theory and practice."

In the upshot, this declaration, signed by 77
Party members, was duly published in the
Morning Stai.

And it is "democratic cenfraiism" which
has been repeatedly invoked, both in the cam
paign against the paper and in the attempt to
justify the use of administrative methods by the
Executive against District Committees.

Democratic centralism

It is not by accident, however, that this or
ganizational emphasis has been used to the ex
clusion of the real and fundemental political
principles of the Communist Party.

Indeed, no one can deny that the organiza
tional basis of the Communist Party, following
from the theory and practice of Marxism-Leni
nism, which its Rules accept, is democratic cen
tralism. But working class internationalism is at
least fundamentally its political basis, distin
guishing it particularly from other organizations
which, mostly in words, sometimes in deeds,
declare themselves to be socialist.

That has been true ever since Marx set it
forth in the Inaugural Address of the First Inter-
national, 120 years ago.

Past experience has shovm how disregard of that
bond of brotherhood which ought to exist between
workingmen of different countries, and indte them to
stand firmly by each other in all their struggles for
emancipation, will be chastized by the common dis
comfiture of their incoherent efforts.

This principle, proclaimed at a moment
when the distinction between workmen's mass

organizations and the socialist political parties
had not yet been clearly drawn, was deepened
by the experience of the Second International.

And the new stage of class struggle brought
by the beginning of the general crisis of capital
ism in the First World War, and raised to
unprecedented heights by the 1917 October
Revolution in Russia, made working-class inter
nationalism an inseparable part of revolutionary
Marxism.

A Commurust Party without democratic
centralism is indeed not a Party. But a Commu
nist Party without working-class internationa
lism is not Communist—and no administrative
methods, no invoking of democratic centralism,
will make it so.

It is precisely in the departure from work
ing-class internationalism in recent years that
the real reply is to be found to the questions
raised in the discussion over the relationship be
tween the EC and the Morning Star. The divi
sion over this issue—however carefully unmen-
tioned—is gross and palpable. And compared
with this difference, the alleged breaches of
democratic centralism (advanced over the ques
tion of who is to be editor of the paper) are sec
ondary and pettifogging.

This has been convincingly revealed by the
glaring contrast in attitudes to the countries
where capitalism has been overthrown and the
working class raised to the position of ruling
class, namely the socialist countries, which have
thereby fulfilled the life aims of Marx and Eng-
els—albeit often by methods greatly disliked by
the British capitalist class and their sanctimo
nious propagandists or illiterate dupes.

The socialist countries, by their very exis
tence, have mortally breached the economic and
political strength of world imperialism—^not
only by removing themselves from imperialist
control, but also by making possible after 1945
the successful struggle of former colonies and
semicoloiues for at least partial independence.

Decisive world force

And the socialist countries, notwithstand
ing their difficulties, about which they are un
ceasingly lectured by both foes and presumable
friends, have all the same come forward as the
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decisive new force in world history—even to the
point of becoming humanity's main defence to
day agamst the nuclear holocaust constantly
threatened by the U.S. and it NATO allies, par
ticularly Britain.

For two years now the Morning Star, that is
its editor and assistant editor, supported by the
PPPS management committee, has been doing
essential Communist work promoting working-
class internationalism.

Since the last months of 1982 it has pro
vided a large and increasingly frequent service
of factual, principled and sympathetic accounts
of the politics, problems and achievements of
the brother Communist Parties in the socialist
countries.

In doing so, it has been able, unlike the
Communist Party Executive Committee, to take
up convincingly the presentation and justifica
tion of the tremendous fight of the Soviet Union
and its allies against the nuclear peril to the
world—even to the point of helping (for the first
time for years) to inflict in December 1984 a no
table defeat on the enemies of peace masquer
ading as "critics of the Soviet Union" in the
CND [Committee for Nuclear Disarmament]
and elsewhere.

In this respect, no less than in its publicity
for the miners and its campaign against their
enemies, the paper stands alone.

The paper has, of course, championed the
countries of the "Third World"—present or for
mer colonies and semicolonies—^in their man
ifold struggles, in this acting in full union with
the Party.

But, contrary to what has often been as
serted, this is not, and can not be, the main con
tent of working-class internationalism. For
these countries have only been able to win cer
tain success since 1945 because of the gigantic
victories of the Soviet Union and its allies, the
peoples of the other socialist countries, over
Hitler's Germany.

This provoked in the process a tremendous
response in the nations of the imperialist coun
tries themselves (as was particularly clear in
Britain over India and in France and Algeria).

Without that initial defeat of one inperialist
coalition centered on Nazi Germany, there

could be no doubt that the other imperialist
group (Anglo-French-American) would have
crushed colonial revolt in blood, as it did many
times between 1919 and 1939.

In total contrast to the work of the Morning
Star has been that of Marxism Today—nffiriuMy
the "theoretical and discussion journal of the
Communist Party," with Political Committee
members of the Party on its editorial board.

In the 59 issues between January 1980 and
November 1984, there was not one major article
analyzing positively and sympathetically the
achievements in any of the socialist countries,
and one major article explained their scores of
peace proposals.

A number of socialist countries were not
mentioned at all. What other major articles on
socialist countries were printed were all critical
of Communist Party policy there.

In the case of Poland (apart from one inter
view with a [government] minister), a sustained
campaign of direct attack on the Polish United
Workers' Party, and of praise for the reactionary
propagandists who took advantage of mass dis
content to launch the "Solidarity" swindle, was
maintained from 1980 onwards.

Every opportunity was also taken to snipe
at the Soviet Union or its allies when dealing
with more general subjects—whether they con
cerned the countermeasures against cruise mis
siles taken by the Warsaw Pact, a review of U.S.
foreign policy, "Marx after 100 Years," even arti
cles on the state.

Supposedly objective views of the econ
omies of socialist countries were couched in
terms (rarely distinguishable from those used
by the Times and the Economist) which left the
impression of a fastidious research assistant
watching the gyrations of some rather unplea
sant bacteria—rather than a follower of Marx
talking of the efforts of fellow Communists to
build socialist societies amid difficulties only
partly due to their own mistakes.

To read through Marxism Today over a
number of years, in fact, makes the stated aim
of the Executive, in reference to the Morning
Star, published on March 14, 1984—that it
wants a paper "which not only explains and
publicizes the positive achievements of the so-
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dalist countries, but does not hesitate to criticize

where criticism is justified"—sound like an un
principled travesty of the truth (to put it as
mildly as possible).

And this travesty represents a fundamental
departure from the attitude to the socialist coun
tries handed down to the international Commu

nist movement and to our own Party by leaders
like Qara Zetkin and Ernst Thaelmann, Maurice

Thorez and Jacques Dudos, Togliatti and Jose
Diaz, Georgi Dimitrov and William Z. Foster—
not to speak of William Gallacher, Harry PoUitt
and R.F. Dutt.

That attitude was well attuned to the pre
sent moment, not only by the frequent dedara-
tions of all of them that "the test of Communists

today bear such a striking Union," but most
sharply by Gallacher following the shock of
events in Hungary ([London] Daily Worker, De
cember 5,1956);

Do the imperialists and their press, radio and other
agents believe in freedom and democracy? ... Don't
be misled by the noise and clamor of our enemies in
the press or on the radio.

In fact Mavdsm Today has for years past
not been misled by that damor but has been one
of its channels. Iri other words it has been the
center for spreading "Euro-Communism."

The essence ofEuro-Conununism

Euro-Communism has turned out to be not

the presentation of the universally applicable
basic prindples in "Western" or "contempora
ry" conditions, as its preachers have said again
and again, but, on the contrary, the departure
from these prindples in the course of adapting
them to the needs of opportunism—currying fa
vor with the more "advanced" spokesmen of
capitalist sodety.

The aim of the Euro-Communists has been

to distance themselves, first and foremost, from
the sodalist countries, seen as being too "crude"
in their methods for refined middle-dass think

ing, and then to follow this up by distancing
themselves from the great rediscovery of revo
lutionary Marxism in all countries following the
victory of the October Revolution in Russia
(1917-1922) and of sodalism in many other

countries (from 1944 onwards).
In Marxism Today the latter has shown it

self with particular force in "modernizing"
Marxist views on the state, on the role of the

working class and of dasses generally, on issues
in the semicolonial countries, and so on, and in

ridiculing basic Marxist views as "dogma" or
"the true Faith."

When capitalism was completing its mighty
development into imperialism, 85 years ago, a
prominent German socialist, Bernstein, pub
lished his book criticizing Marx's ideas as "out
of date" and "dogmatic."

Sodalism might come, but not by a "gene
ral crash," economic and political. And the
working dass undoubtedly would play a
"large" part, but the movement would not ad
vance owing to the efforts of any one dass.

For this reason sodalists should be "tactful"

with the Liberals, and not constantly drag in
questions of "dass struggle."

Today, he wrote, there could be "a realiza
tion of much sodalism" if one did not insist on

"the establishment of a strictly regulated com
munist state of sodety." And so forth.

Bernstein had learned all this from the Fa

bian Sodety while in exile in England, at the
time when their ideas were permeating the Brit
ish Labor Party. His ideas—despite condemna
tion by those true to Marxism—gradually
gained the upper hand in the German Social-
Democratic Party.

Consequently both the British Labor Party
and the German Sodal-Democratic Party helped
to lead the workers of their respective countries
into the imperialist slaughter of 1914-1918.

It was after the Second World War, when
the mightiest force in the world seemed to many
to be United States imperialism and its main cli
ent, British imperialism, that Euro-Communism
arose. True, the Soviet Uixion had existed since
1917, and had played the major and decisive
part in smashing Nazi Germany.

But it had been severely ravaged by the
war, and moreover the application of Marxist
prindples had been shown to have suffered for
a time through major errors. This was fully ex
ploited by its open and hidden enemies.

That is why "theories" of the Euro-Commu-
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nists today bear such a striking similarity to
those of Bernstein and the revisionists three
generations ago. Nor is it accidental that one of
the successes of the Euro-Communists has been
the attempted introduction of anti-Sovietism
into the peace movement—even when a gUm-
mering of hope has appeared that humanity will
avoid a third and final world war, thanks above
all to the efforts of the socialist countries.

Euro-Convniwism today is the revisionism
of yesterday—at a higher stage of the interna
tional struggle.

No one surveying the struggle now
launched by the Executive should therefore be
in doubt as to its meaning, even if individual
members of the Executive or their followers will
not admit it. To poison with Euro-Communism
the minds at any rate of some Communists—
and particularly, to judge from Marxism Today
over the years, some of those with university
training—^was the first stage.

To attack, and if possible break down, the
present organization of the Party, in order to
put it together again on the political foundation
of Euro-Commimism is the second.

Resistance is required
Resistance to this strategy is essential. In

the long run the class struggle, national and in
ternational, will ensure the defeat ofEuio-Com-
munism, whatever partial and temporary suc
cess it may have had.

In this connection it is appropriate to recall
that a sunilar attack on both principles and or
ganization took place 40 years ago in the Com
munist Party of the United States.

At the beginning of 1944, Earl Browder,
then general secretary, persuaded its executive
committee to issue a call to dissolve the Com
munist Party and to reconstitute it as a "Com
munist Political Association"—a call endorsed
in May that year by the Party Congress.

Browder argued that taJk of the class strug
gle was now out of date: "Marxism was never a
series of dogmas and formulas."

The victory of the antifascist alliance had
changed the world. American monopoly capi
talism, at any rate its "decisive sector," had

learned its lesson, and there were "new reali
ties" in the USA, for which there no "formulas
in the classics."

Qass divisions or political groupings "have
no significance now," he said.

It was now for American Marxists "to col
laborate actively with the most democratic pro
gressive majority in the country." (Browder said
he was prepared as a Communist to "clasp
hands with J. Pierpont Morgan on that," if the
multimillionaire supported such a coalition.)

He was rejecting, he said, "the political slo
gan of 'class against class' as our guide to align
ments in the next period."

The new name, he explained, was to indi
cate that the CPA would not "intervene" in the
traditional United States system of Republicans
versus Democrats. And so forth—again and
again finding an echo in Marxism Today of
1980-1984.

As Gus Hall, the present General Secretary
of the CPUSA, has written:

What benefit and use Wall Street could have made, in
its war drive, of a Communist Party based on and led
along anti-Marxist revisionist lines! It would have
been worth many divisions and numerous atom
bombs in the plans of Wall Street.

It took a tremendous fight by William Z.
Foster, then Party chairman and at first in a
small minority of the executive, to get the deci
sion reversed by an Emergency Convention in
July 1945, and the Communist Party re-estab
lished—of course without Browder.

There are today tremendous opportunities
for advance. The intensity of the class struggle
is higher than at any time since the war.

This applies domestically, as we see with
the miners' strike. It applies internationally, as
we see in the fight for peace and disarmament.

The situation is crying out for the deter
mined leadership which only a Communist
Party united on the principles of Marxism-Leni
nism can give.

Can it really be such an acddent that at this
time the British Communist Party finds itself di
vided by a leadership wedded to opportunism
and revisionism? Q
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German Big Business
and the Rise of Hitlerism (II)

HERBERT APTHEKER

David Abraham's book (77ie Collapse of the
Weimar Republic: Political Economy and Crisis,
Princeton University Press, 1981, 366 pp., $36)
challenges dominant Western and especially
U.S. scholarship insofar as it insists upon fas
cism as a device of the bourgeoisie to further
that class' interests. It presents a detailed eco
nomic study of the various propertied compo
nents of Weimar Germany—industrialists, mer
chants, Junkers, landed fanners, including
02801splits within such groupings—e.g., im
porting and exporting producers, as this relates
to the imposition of Nazism.

The work shows the severe impact of the
capitalist-wide depression upon these group
ings and their efforts to achieve a political con
figuration that would both favor their interests
and still achieve sufficient support in elections
to represent a viable power. They saw their in
terests as requiring, for example, eliminating
Marxism, curbing unions, cutting wages, reduc
ing unemployment benefits.

In detailing this history, from the close of
World War I to the accession of Hitler as dictator
in March 1933, Abraham shows that the leading
bourgeois parties were directly subsidized by
capit^st giants; for example, the German Dem
ocratic Party (DDP) was largely financed by the
Siemens electrical monopoly and the German
People's Party (DVP) by other powerful induus-
trial and financial giants. Such interests also
bought out "a great many newspapers, and fi
nanced right-wing paramilitary groups." (p-
128).

The latter were forerunners of the Ncizis'

SA. Big Business leaders in Weimar Germany

The September 1985 Politica} Affairs contained a critique by
Herbert Aptheker of German Big Business and the Rise of
Hitler, by Henry Ashby Turner, Jr. (Department of History,
Yale University). There follows a companion review of a
work by David Abraham (The Collapse of the Weimar Re
public).

(as, let it be added, in Great Britain, France and
the United States—^not to speak of Italy) experi
mented also with extreme Right-wing political
groups. An example was the League for Re-
newi of the Reich, headed in the 1920s by Hans
Luther, a former chancellor and president of the
Reichsbank, but this did not gain sigiuficant po
litical clout. Another instance, of greater influ
ence than Luther's group, was the Junker-led
Agrarian League, which propagandized for im
perialist expansion, antilabor and anti-Marxist
measures and denounced "the Jews" as a prime
source of German/s woes; but it also never be
came a national force seriously contesting for
political power.

In the same period, and financed by el-
emente of the bourgeoisie and the army elite,
came the Hitler effort, from the aborted Munich
coup to the bestselling Mein Kampf (1925), with
essentially the same message as these Leagues
of the industrial financiers and of the Junkers. It
should be noted also that it was not uncommon

for leading industrialists to have large landed
interests and/or to be related to Junker families.
A striking example is Gustav Krupp von Bohlen
und Holbach, whose son-in-law was Theo von

Wilmowsky, "a prominent leader of estate-own
ing interests." (p. 60).

While, for specific historic reasoi\s—nota
bly the absence of a successful bourgeois revolu
tion and the significance of aristocratic and feu
dal elements—the bourgeoisie had never

- directly ruled in Germany (p. 22), nevertheless,
as Abraham observes, "capitalist class fractions
[agricultural, industrial, financial, commercial]
were the power bloc in Weimar Germany as
they had t«en in the later years of the Empire."
(P. 26.) In fact, early in the life of Weimar, when
the power of the Left was quite considerable,
the very rich did personally participate in politi
cal life. Thus, the first republican legislature af
ter the war included Hugo Stiimes, the steel ty-
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coon; Albert Vogler, Stinnes' general director;
Kurt Sorge, tin officer in Krupp; Alfred Hugen-
berg, a former Krupp officer and then a commu
nications mogul; and Carl Friedrich von Sie
mens of the electrical trust. Later, too, this
sometimes occurred, as when William Cuno of
the Hamburg-American Shipping Line served
as Chancellor. Generally spealdng, however, it
is true that the very rich preferred to own others
who served as political spokesmen.

While the industrial revolution came some
what late to Germany, when it did come, con
centration soon occurred. Between the i870s
and the 1890s, for example, the number of coal-
miiung enterprises fell through merger from 268
in 1873 to 164 in 1894. During the same period
production leaped ftrom 11.8 million tons to 35.4
million and the number of workers rose from
51,000 to 128,000. Cartelization quickly ap
peared, so that by 1926 cartels controlled 98 per
cent of all mining, 96 per cent of dyes, 87 per
cent of the electro-chemical industry, 81 per
cent of shipping and. 74 per cent of banking.
Huge combines like United Steel and I.G. Far-
ben were created—in 1926 and 1927 respec
tively.

In addition to intense monopolization, a
very high percentage of the gross national pro
duct went to public or state expenditures in Ger
many. Thus, the comparative figures for the
United States and Germany in 1900 were 4 per
cent and 16 per cent; in 1929, 10 per cent and
30.6 per cent respectively.

Monopoly capitalism and a high degree of
the merger of that monopoly with the state
characterized the Germany of Weimar. The
worldwide capitalist collapse of the late 1920s
and the 1930s especially rocked Germany—still
not fully recovered from the loss of the First
World War and the ensuing inflationary era.

Fascism, functioning in Italy with high
rates of profits for its monopolies, became more
and more attractive to the German ruling class.
Led by the effective controllers of that class
those who dominated the great cartels and fi
nancial institutions—it turned to the Nazis as
saviors; their saviors and, therefore, saviors of
the "national interest"! The turn to the Nazis

was more or less avid—it varied from time to
time and instance to instance—but the turn was
made and became final by the end of 1932.

The above, in very summary form, is the essen
tial theme of Abraham's book.

It has several weaknesses. Thus, the central
significance of the German Army is neglected.
The international climate within which die Ger
man rulers functioned and which was very con
sequential in all the developments of Weimar,
up to and including its murder by fascism, is
missing.

Abraham fragments the ruling class, tend
ing towards presenting the parts as autono
mous; in this way the central responsibility of
the finance-monopoly masters of its economy
for Germany's torture by Nazism is minimized.

Abraham can not decide quite what the
Nazi regime was. He writes: "The Nazi regime
that ultimately emerged from the crisis was cer
tainly more than a dictatorship of monopoly
capital, a Bonapartist regime based on an equi
librium of forces and standing above all classes,
or a dictatorship of the petite bourgeoisie" (p.
11). This explains what Abraham thinks it was
not; but nowhere do we learn what he thinks it
was.

Certainly his data, and all other serious
work on this question, do not ascribe decisive
political and/or economic power in Weimar or in
Hitler Germany to the petite bourgeoisie. As for
a Bonapartist regime manipulating an equilib
rium of forces and standing above all classes:
what forces were held in equilibrium—workers
and peasants in equilibrium with Junkers and
tycoons? Certainly no data sustain such non
sense. And "standing above all classes" falls to
the wayside in the face of the mountain of evi
dence that it was the well-to-do who financed

Hitlerism; it was they, out of all proportion to
others, who voted for him and it was they who
benefitted from Nazism—not the peasants and
certainly not the workers.

Abraham fragments the ruling class into
autonomous parts la C. Wright Mills' Power
Elite); he also leans toward the idea of the au
tonomy of the state relative to class interests.
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This was suggested very early after World War I
by the Sodal Democratic theoretician Rudolf
Hilferding, with his concept of "organized capi
talism" (a term used by Abraham) and "super
capitalism," which was supposed to "grow into
socialism." This is an idea which was not only
refuted contemporaneously by Lenin but which
one would think history has demonstrated as
egregiously false.

Abraham reflects not only the influence of
Hilferding and MiDs, but also of Nicos Poulant-
zas, who has advanced the idea of the auton
omy of the state vis-a-vis classes. Abraham, for
example, writes of "the fascist state's relative
autonomy from the dominant social classes" (p.
11). This notion of the fascist state as autono

mous of classes was a favorite idea of Mussolini

and of the British fasdst Oswald Mosely; like
everything else spilling out of such sources, this
was the sheerest demagogy.

Even with so exceptional and maniacal a
policy as extermination, pursued by Hitler de
spite labor shortage, monopolists managed to
gamer their profits, as from dothes "sold" to
concentration camp inmates, and from the gas
that murdered them—provided at so much per
canbyl.G. Farben.

It is on this autonomy stance and this frag
mentation of the ruling dass that Abraham's
book has met critidsm in the German Demo

cratic Republic. It is held, rightly I think, that a
resulting tendency is to exonerate {zurReinwas-
cbung) the monopoly bourgeoisie of its basic re
sponsibility for Nazism's barbarism and war
(Wolfgang Ruge, "der Schuld an Barbarei und
Krieg," Zeitschiift fur Ceschichtswissenscbaft,
March 1982, p. 280).

This is what Abraham has in mind when, in

replying to libelous attacks on his book by
Turner, he remarks that both empirically and
conceptually his book "operUy employs Marxist
analysis" and he adds—in quite bad taste—that
this presumably was why his book was attacked
"by the offidal East German historical journal"
{American Historical Review, October 1983,
88:1149).

The main reason for the criticism of the

book in the GDR review was summarized

above. That fault lies with Abraham's Marxism,

which, insofar as it falls into the autonomy trap
and into fragmenting the ruling class, dilutes it
self into a "sophisticated" form that finds rela
tively easy acceptance in most of academia to
day—except for fanatics like Turner of Yale.

But it must be emphasized that there is good
reason for the rabid assault upon Abraham's
book by the likes of Turner and the Wall Street
Journal. For despite Abraham's theoretical fail
ing, the content of the book challenges Turner's
view that capitalism, and espedally monopoly
capitalism, was not responsible for Hitlerism.
Abraham shows that the major sections of the
German bourgeoisie favored reaction and ag
gression in general and that "support of fosdsm
was thus not simply an attempt to survive the
depression; it was a way of using the crisis" (p.
II).

While he writes on one page that "political
relations can develop independently of eco
nomic relations, and the state in capitalist so-
dety may both appear and actually be relatively
autonomous," (note the ambiguous adjective
"relatively") he writes on a following page: "At
a minimum, the state in a capitalist sodety must
guarantee that capitalist production can take
place and that the sodal relations of that pro
duction are reproduced" (pp. 12, 13; it^cs
added).

As his story uidolds, the data force illustra
tion not of the first, but rather of the second of
these two propositions. For example: "As
Muller, Bruning, Papen and Schleicher [succes
sive chancellors] all discovered, the state can
only make offers or set parameters in a process
in which owners of the means of production
dispose of what is theirs as they see fit." (p. 17);
or, "the more the state needs to intervene in the

economy, the more dependent it becomes on
the owners of the means of production" (p. 18);
or, "capitalist class fractions were the power
bloc in Weimar Germany as they had been in
the later years of the Empire" (p. 26).

In his account of "political economy and cri
sis," Abraham's point is that the dedsive com
ponents of the ruling dass moved—with some
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hesitation—to the conclusion that only the de
struction of Weimar, only a program of destroy
ing Marxist organizations, castrating the trade
unions, eliminating "entitlements," cutting
wages and achieving lebensraum could resolve
the "crisis" favorably to the ruling class.

That was the program of the Nazis, and the
Nazi Party, subsidized by the rich, favored by
the Army, supported by the police, were ma
neuvered into power. That required a presi
dential emergency decree, the elimination of
free speech, press and assembly, a three million
mark emergency effusion of funds, and a
Reichstag fh-e. Then came "victory" at the
poUs—and even then with less them a majority
of votes!

What infuriates Turner and the Wall Street

Journal is that Abraham's narrative makes sense
of this sequence of events. Thus, "It was only
reluctantly that the leading industrial drdes be
came receptive to the idea that the entire
NSDAP (Nazi Party] had to be called upon to
take charge of the state" (p. 51); and, as the cri
sis deepened, those "circles" "concluded . . .
that a National Socialist regime would be that
viable alternative which would restore both
profitability and political stability" (p. 119).

Indeed, the major associations of the bour
geoisie "paralyzed the Weimar political system
while lending support to those who attacked it
feom the right" (p. 238); the years after 1930 up
to Hitler's seizure of power saw "the formation
of an alliance between the dominant social
classes and the Nazi party" (p. 313); "by mid-
1932 the vast majority of industrialists wanted
to see Nazi participation in government" (p.
315). Finally, in the crucial period at the end of
1932: "General industrial support for the Nazis
grew throughout the summer and reached a
crescendo in the autumn . . . The Langnamve-
rein convention of November 1932, for exam
ple, though initially planned to demonstrate
support for Papen and his program, instead

produced overwhelming support for the ap
pointment of Hitler" (as Chancellor—p. 321).

To help complete ruling-class support of
Hitler, the chairman of the Catholic Center,
Prelate Ludwig Kaas, told President Hinden-
berg that same November 1932 that there were
twelve million Germans voting for the Right,
with half of them supporting the Nazis, and
that there were over titirteen million supporting
the Left (six miUion for Communists and over
seven million for the Social Democrats). Fur
thermore, he warned, "the Communists are
growing daily." Especially ominous, he added,
was the possibility that "the left could unify at
any time"; in any case, "it is going to be a long,
cold winter." Conclusion? "The NSDAP must

be brought into government now" (p. 323).

March 1933 began the period of Nazism in

power—that is, the incarnation of barbarism
and war. Nine hundred and eighty-eight years
short of the "thousand year reign" that Hitler
promised for the Third Reich, that Reich lay in
ruins, and some fifty-five million people had
been killed.

Fascism's defeat ushered in the epoch of
general national liberation from classical impe
rialism and of a global socialism. It made possi
ble the present struggle on a new level for com
plete national liberation, the elimination of
radsm and socio-economic emancipation. This
epoch is, therefore, the period in which forces
for peace are sufficiently powerful, if unified
and determined—to overcome those seeking
war. Thus can be ushered in a new phenome
non in history—that epoch in which wars
among nations are matters only of historical in
terest. □

"Literally, the "association with the long name," referring to
the Association for Furthering the Joint Economic Interests
of the Rhineland and Westphalia—a powerful organization
of leading industrialists.
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On the Theory of World Politics

The development of the modem world is an ex
ceedingly complex, multilateral and djmamic
process. The greatest social revolution in his
tory—the transition of mankind from capitalism
to socialism—is interwoven with profound
shifts in production, and with the revolution in
science and technology. This leads to numerous
and controversial consequences in every
sphere, including international relations. At any
given moment a host of disparate, contradictory
and swiftly changing currents, trends, phenom
ena and factors are at work, and it is not easy to
find one's bearings among them.

Socialist society, however, has a reliable
compass that enables it to steer the stormy sea
of world events and confidently avoid reefs and
shoals. This compass is the Marxist-Leninist sci
ence of international relations, in particular its
key provision about the need to constantly take
into account the character, alignment and bal
ance of forces acting in the world.

THE DEQSIVE CONTRIBUTION to the theory of in
ternational relations was made by Lenin.
Continuing the study of international relations
as a specific sphere of social relations of produc
tion begun by Marx and Engels, he demon
strated that modem international relations have
to be approached as a system, and aU the el
ements and components of this system must be
considered not statically but dynamically.

This enabled Lenin to penetrate their es
sence at the stage of world development opened
by the Great October Socialist Revolution and to
work out an effective foreign policy for the
young Soviet Republic. Soviet foreign policy is
guided by this methodology today.

The key element in Lenin's analysis of in
ternational relations and trends is a// around
analysis of the dynamics of the balance offorces
in the world. The balance of forces is one

Reprinted Irom International Affairs, No. 3, 1985. Slightly
abridged.
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of the basic categories in the Marxist-Leninist
science of international relations. It is also the

decisive factor in making political decisions.
Lenin approached Ae assessment of the

balance of world forces in the context of a con

crete historical period. Before the October Revo
lution, the main protagonists in the interna
tional arena were the great imperialist powers,
then came weaker and dependent states and co
lonial countries. Intemational relations were a

particular form of production relations and po
litical superstructure of capitalism; their "regu
lator" was the correlation of economic and mili

tary forces among imperialist powers. The law
of uneven capitalist development was behind
constant instability in the balance of forces, its
quick changes, which in turn made intema
tional relations imstable, tended to upset the
equilibrium temporarily restored by crises and
wars. (Codecfed Works, Vol. 22, pp. 252-3.)

The situation changed dramatically in the
wake of the Great October Socialist Revolution.
According to Lenin, the main change was that
the revolution put an end to the unchallenged
sway of imperialism and capitalist relations in
general. "Two camps are now quite consciously
facing each other all over the world" he noted.
(Ibid., Vol. 30, p. 450.)

After the October Revolution the world

ceased to be socially homogeneous and interna
tional relations acquired a new content, becom
ing an arena for the coexistence and struggle of
two antagonistic class forms of production rela
tions, capitalist and socialist. World politics was
no longer confined to division or redivision of
the world by monopoly capital. It became first
and foremost a sphere of the intemational class
stmggle between the working class, organized
into a state, and monopoly capital, organized
into states.

Naturally, this put a different complexion
on the problem of the balance of forces, lending
it new quantitative and qualitative parameters.
Since then the determining factor in world
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events has been the balance of forces between
two systems.

It should be noted that this decisive circum
stance is ignored by Western political science. It
often plucks international relations and foreign
policy out of the context of class relations and
class struggle. Regardless of the intentions of
this or that author, such an approach is very
harmful because it masks the essence of world
events, obscuring and blurring the fundamental
difference in socialist and imperialist foreign
policy. In the final analysis it provides the basis
of slogans about the "hegemonism of the two
superpowers," "equal responsibility" of the
USSR and the USA for growing tensions in the
1970s and 1980s, for the arms race, etc.

Failure to see things in a class perspective,
always harmful, is particularly so in the present
situation, which is marked by acute confronta
tion between the two social systems. There is
more need today than ever to heed Lenin's
warning, "each man must choose between join
ing our side or the other side. Any attempt to
avoid taking sides in this issue must end in fias
co." (Ibid., Vol. 31, p. 366.)

Lenin demanded "a strictly exact and objecti
vely verifiable analysis of the relations of classes
and of the concrete features peculiar to each his
torical situation." (Ibid., Vol. 24, p. 43.) Lenin's
method consists in determining: a) the character
of forces acting in the world at a given moment;
b) the alignment of these forces; and c) their cor
relation. (Ibid., Vol. 32, p. 273.)

The character of the forces acting in the
world in any historical epoch is determined by
the essence of that epo^ and its actual social
and historical con ten t.

Under the definition worked out by the in
ternational Commurust movement, the focus of
the modem epoch- is the working class and the
world socialist system which it has created.
There, socialist production relations have been
established that rule out exploitation and op
pression of any kind, and consequently offer no
motive for an international policy of aggression,
annexation and seizure of others' territories, op
pression and exploitation of other peoples. The
essence of the foreign policy of the socialist state

is the struggle for lasting peace, mutually bene
ficial cooperation, and rendering support to
countries and peoples seeking self-determin
ation and greater independence.

Capitalism represents the other pole in
modem international relations. It is higlily het
erogeneous. But its common essence is deter
mined by capitalist (or various forms of precapi-
tahst), i.e., basicaUy exploitative, production
relations. Hence the objective penchant for a
bourgeois class foreign policy, which is pursued
in different ways in accordance with the nature
of a particular state.

The main forces acting in the world arena
today are antagonistic. Relations between them
are essentially those of acute and all-embracing
struggle. For the first time in history we deal not
with competition of blocs of states with basically
identical, exploitative, sodal systems, but with a
confrontation of antagonistic classes. The inevi
table outcome of this confrontation is not a re
placement of one form of exploitation by an
other or the subjugation of one state by another,
but the elimination of exploitation and oppres
sion, dominance and subjugation, establish
ment of equality and mutual respect among
peoples worldwide.

When Marxist-Leninists point to this they
are often accused of a limited view of the world
as a bipolar entity while in fact it is multipolar.
That is an unjustified accusation.

Marxist-Leninists see the world as it is, in
all its infinite diversity. When they say that the
main forces in the world today are the two
world systems they merely state what exists: the
division of mankind into two big parts on a so
cial basis. Yes, the world is bipolar in the social
sense. That is a fact.

At the same time, Marxist-Leninists are

well aware that each of the two main sodal

forces is represented in world politics by states
that are unlike one another in many respects.

Let us now turn to the next "tier," the align
ment of forces. It addresses the contradictions
of sodal development at a given stage in the his
torical process. Here it is necessary to take into
account not only the essence of contradictions
but the specific ways in which they manifest
themselves, interact and are interwoven. That is

34 POLITICAL AFFAIRS



the great challenge.
The pivotal provision in Leninist methodo

logy is the leading role of the contradiction be
tween the two social systems, socialism and
capitalism. Today the main element in the align
ment offorces in the world arena is the presence
of two opposite class entities—the socialist sys
tem, on the one hand, and the capitalist system
ofstates, on the other.

To have a complete and correct idea of the
alignment of forces it is of course necessary to
take into account the differences among cotm-
tries within both systems.

The socialist system is the main bastion of
peace and social progress. However, as the
CPSU Central noted (June 1983), "between indi
vidual socialist countries there are big differ
ences as regards their economies, culture and
ways and methods of carrying out the tasks of
socialist development." Not all of them play
identical roles in world politics.

Within the world socialist system there has
emerged the socialist community, a close volun
tary association of states which have come to
gether on the basis of common views and con
victions, which forge economic cooperation and
coordinate their achons in key areas of interna
tional politics. The socialist community is a
powerful and healthy organism that plays a tre
mendous role in the modem world.

Differences are far more profound and evi
dent when one looks at the states belonging to
the capitalist system. The capitalist world today
is complex and exceedingly heterogeneous, in
spite of the fact that it has a single sodal and
economic basis.

The dominant force in the capitalist world
is the group of imperialist states led by the
United States, brought together in NATO and.
other military-political blocs. It is the main force
of modem capitalism and antagonist of social
ism in the world arena. The main threat to peace
and security comes from it, and it is the main
source of the threat of a thermonuclear catastro
phe. The essence of the poUcy of that bloc of im
perialist states can be summed up as "crusade"
against socialism.

At the same time, one can not fail to see cer
tain differences even within that largely homo

geneous entity. In the USA the trend in recent
years has been set by forces committed to armed
confrontation with socialism, and this gives rise
to profound contradictions.

Furthermore, there exist imperialist states
that are not members of blocs. Among them are
neutral states that are interested in the devel
opment of international relations along the lines
of peaceful coexistence. The capitalist world in
cludes some countries that are not imperialist.
Some states of Latin America have att^ed an
intermediate level of development. Many of
them pursue an anti-imperialist policy, even
though they may entertain some expansionist
ambitions. Many countries of Asia and Affica
have, in the post-independence period, em
barked on capitalist development but often, if
not consistently, take an anti-imperialist stand.

It should be stressed that the basic interests
of Asian, African and Latin American states—
consolidating political and gaining economic in
dependence and overcoming backwardness—
make deeper confrontation with imperialism in
evitable. All these contradictions have largely
engendered the emergence of a vigorous non-
aligned movement. The appearance in these
parts of the world of sodalist-oriented countries
in recent decades has been of particular signifi
cance. These countries pursue an independent
foreign policy of peace, peaceful coexistence
and comradely cooperation with the socialist
states. Sodalist-oriented countries are at the ini
tial stage of a gradual process of transition from
capitalism to a new sodety. Their contradictions
with imperialism are irreconcilable. Events since
the October Revolution have fully borne out Le
nin's frequently made forecast that the peoples
of colonies and dependendes will play a great
independent role in world politics.

In considering the alignment of forces in
the world, it is necessary to look not only at
states but also at sodal forces and movements
that have become active agents in international
relations. And this phenomenon too is traceable
to the Great October Revolution. Since immedi
ately after the revolution and even more so to
day, international political forces, notably Com
munists, as well as Sodal Democrats, anti-war
and other public movements, have become ac-
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tive positive factors in world events. This is
something that even our adversaries can not
deny: It is not by chance that they do everything
they can to undermine movements for peace
and social progress, setting up and encouraging
the activity of various reactionary public asso
ciations.

The struggle of the two world foreign poli
cies, then, covers not only interstate relations
but also the sphere of world relations between
socio-political forces, i.e., organizations and
movements representing the interests of partic
ular social classes or their groupings.

The present alignment of forces in intema-
tioinal politics bears convincing proof that the
processes of social renewal on our planet are ir
reversible and goes a long way to explain why,
for all the complexity and contradictory charac
ter of today's international relations, the pro
gressive policy of peace enjoys such broad and
constantly growing support.

What is the connection between the balance

of forces in the world and their alignment? A
look at the epoch since the October Revolution
shows that the alignment of forces has changed
with the balance between them. On the other
hand, changes in the alignment of forces pre
sage and determine the possibility of further
change in the balance between them.

Western political scientists as a rule coirfine
themselves to comparing the economic and mil
itary potentials of different states and their asso
ciations. There is a clear intention to discount

the decisive significance of the opposite social
nature of the two systems and new sources of
socialism's strength inherent in its social charac
ter.

To be sure, the balance of economic and

military capabilities of states and their associa
tions is an important fasrtor. However, it would
be an error fraught with serious miscalculations
in practical politics to confine oneself to that
statement.

The world balance of forces should be ana

lyzed from a number of angles, taking into ac
count not only the actual alignment of forces but
also the main issues of contention.

First comes the balance of forces between
socialism as a world system and capitalism as a

whole. The future of mankind and the long-
term global course of international events is ulti
mately determined by the balance of forces be
tween socialism and capitalism on a world scale.
In assessing this balance one should be mindful
of the fact that most developing countries are
now part of the world system of capitalism and
the character of their future social development
is boimd to affect the overall balance of forces.

Yet today and for the foreseeable future the
decisive factor in the competition and struggle
between the two systems is the balance offerees
between the socialist community and the major
imperialist states. This is the second parameter
to be taken into account in considering the prob
lem of balance of forces. It is in this area that the
basic question is being dedded, namely,
whether the world will develop along the road
of peaceful competition between the two sys
tems or whether it will evolve towards milit^
confrontation.

The third parameter that has to be taken
into account is the balance offorces between im
perialism and all its present opponents (for all
their disparate character)—all the anti-imperial
ist forces, in the first place world sodalism, then
the developing and nonaligned states, and the
democratic, notably, antiwar movement. The
anti-imperialist front is extremely wide and its
activity has assumed unprecedented scope. To
correctly assess the state and perspectives of
world politics it is imperative to take into ac
count the balance of forces between imperialism
and all its opponents.

Finally, the fourth parameter, which in our
view has acquired particular signifacance in the
1970s and 1980s, when the antiwar movement
has reached such an unprecedented scope, is
the balance offerees between the opponents of
warand the narrow but highly mfluential drcles
of capitalist society who favor a mihtary way of
resolving world contradictions "through
strength." The front of those who favor peace
and peaceful development for mankind is even
broader than that of the opponents of imperia
lism and its policies. An absolute majority of the
opponents of imperialism certamly stand for
peace, but by no means all the supporters of
peace take an anti-imperialist stand. Many of
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them belong to the imperialist camp, represent
ing its more realistically-minded circles.

This brings us to a very important question.
As we have seen, the balance of forces in the
world arena is a complex and "multitiered" phe
nomenon. Viewed in class terms, it is also dissi

milar. Antagonistic class contradictions in their
"pure" form arise in the world arena within the
framework of relations between the socialist

community and imperialism and also between
the two systems taken as a whole. The contra
diction between imperialism and the anti-impe
rialist front is not "pure" in class terms, for the
anti-imperialist camp includes representatives
of virtually all the classes in modem sodety.
This is particularly true of the struggle against
the threat of nudear war. In other words, in the
two last-named cases we speak both of contra
dictions between dasses and of contradictions

within dasses.

This complex picture makes analysis more
difficult. But an awareness of this complexity
equips one with greater insight into the red
state of affairs. It offers insight into the new pro
cesses of sodal development brought about by
division of the world into two systems, which
lead, in the final analysis, and in spite of all their
complexities, to the same result—a basic re
newal of the life of the whole of mankind.

So FAR WE HAVE BEEN SPEAKING of the main

"tiers" in the balance of forces in the world. But

one must also consider the complexity and the
various meanings that can be read into the no
tion of force, for, contrary to bourgeois scholars,
it can not be reduced to two or three quantifia
ble components.

The assessment of the balance of forces

must today indude such factors as the level and
character of political and economic devel
opment of the two sodal systems, the military
potential of various countries, the impact of cer
tain ideas and views on the public, the role and
influence of various public movements, the au
thority and attractiveness of this or that policy,
how it meets the wishes of the people, the poli-
tization and consdousness of the masses, their
paitidpation in political life and many other fac
tors.

Quantitative comparisons are not suffi-
dent. It is necessary to take into account qualita
tive features of these factors, and these depend
on the nature of the two social systems. For ex
ample, the economic and military potential of
the sodalist countries and the imperialist bloc
countries, while comparable in mathematical
terms, have opposite signs, as it were, when
viewed in political terms. "Strength in the
hands of imperialism," writes Boris Ponomarov,
"is a source of military danger. Strength in the
hands of sodalism is the source of ensuring
peace and weakening the war danger."

Another example is the role of the popular
masses. The masses under sodalism and the

masses under capitalism are qualitatively differ
ent values: The consdous activity of working
people inspired by the creative ideas of Marx-
ism-Leninism is a tremendous force, incompa
rable with the blind activity of people who have
been cheated into serving goals and ideals that
are femote, if not actually alien, to them.

The balance of forces between imperialism
and the developing countries naturally calls for
a different set of parameters than the balance of
forces between sodalism and capitalism. Here
we are talking about the mass movement
against colonialism and neocolonialism and the
coinddence of interests between different sodal

strata during the course of that struggle, the ap
peal of the policy of nonaligiunent, etc.

The strength of the peace movement lies in
the active foreign policy of consistently peace
ful, notably sodalist, states, the depth of aware
ness among millions upon millions of people of
the war danger posed by the actions of imperia
lism, the popularity and effectiveness of the
idea of peace. In considering the balance of
forces between the supporters and enemies of
peace one must bear in mind that the military
might of the sodalist states is a check on the de
signs of aggressive imperialist circles.

The underlying basis of the change in the
balance of forces (which bourgeois scholars re
fuse to recognize) is the development of the two
opposing sodal systems. This is marked by con
stant growth of world sodalism, the main trend
of sodal development in our epoch.

Another process underlying the balance of
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world forces is the continuing growth of the lib
eration movement of developing countries and
mounting class struggles of the ii\temational
proletariat. Perhaps at no other time has the end
result of class struggle in an individual country
depended to such an extent on the intemation^
balance of forces and conditions of international
class struggle. But that has nothing whatever to
do with the alleged "export of revolution" on
which opponents of socd^sm keep harping.

It is well known that the class struggle of
the proletariat began and assumed acute forms,
including civil war (the Paris Commune), long
before world socialism emerged. Similarly, the
national liberation movement appeared prior to
the October Socialist Revolution. Further devel

opment and deepening of class struggle is an
objective law and at the same time an important
basis of the continuing change in the balance of
world forces in favor of peace, national liber
ation and social progress.

Finally, the third objective basis is the deep
ening of tire general crisis of capitalism, which
takes the form not only of more and more coun
tries dropping out of the capitalist system but of
constant inner weakening and shaking of its so
cial, economic and moral foundations. This,
too, is an important feature of present-day de
velopment that influences the dynamics of the
balance of forces.

The subjective factor, the conscious behav
ior of people, is of course very important in as
sessing the balance of forces. Of particular sig
nificance is political, ideological and every other
kind of initiative. To maintain the initiatiye, to
engage the enemy in battle on a field that is fa
vorable for the cause of peace—these are the
principles espoused by the diplomacy of sodal-
ism from Lenin s day to our own. Preservation
of peace and prevention of nuclear war consti
tute the main foreign policy goals of the Soviet
Union and the socialist community. To this end
they bend their main efforts.

One key to this is the effort to develop the
links between existing socialism and current
and potential allies, to unite all those prepared
to work for peace. Ensuring the unity of these
forces is an important prerequisite for further
change of the biance of forces in favor of peace.

democracy and social progress.
And the last point: Along with real shifts in

&e balance of forces there are mythical shifts,
shifts that are talked about but do not really
happen. They are, in fact, ploys of imperialist
politics and propaganda. This was the case
when the West tried to create the impression
that the balance of forces was changing in favor
of the United States, speculating on alleged "fai
lures" and "setbacks" of the Soviet economy. A
sunilar tactic was employed when it trumpeted
an alleged United States and NATO "lag," ma
nipulating garbled statistics about a Soviet mili
tary buildup and "Soviet military threat." The
aim of imperialist circles was to irifluence public
sentiment and prepare the people for aggressive
actions on their part.

This circumstance can not be discounted in

real politics, which means that effective mea
sures shoxild be taken to expose the lies of the
ruling circles of the West and NATO and to op
pose their far-flung and powerful propaganda
machine.

Thus the balance of forces in the world is
not something given once and for all, but a con
stantly changing value. Its dynamics are deter
mined both by long-term factors linked to basic
trends of socio-economic and political devel
opment and by medium and even short-term
factors largely linked with internal political
changes in various countries, many of which are
caused by imperialist interference from without.

Both long-term and short-term changes in

the balance of forces influence the general
course of world affairs. This influence, how
ever, manifests itself in complex and often indi
rect ways. It would be an error to try to explain
specific events in the world only by long-term
trends in the change of the balance of forces,
even though in the final analysis these trends
determine the course of events. It would be

equally wrong to judge general trends of inter
national development only by citing short-term
shifts in this or that region.

As to the long-term changes in the balance
of world forces, one can single out three main
stages since the October Revolution.

As a result of the hrst stage—directly linked
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with the October Revolution—imperialism
ceased to be an aU-embradng world system, al
though it still preserved unquestioned superi
ority of force. Socialism was represented by just
one country, the Soviet Union. It was, to use the
term then current, a powerful fortress belea
guered by class enemies.

The second stage was linked with the vic
tory of socialist, antifascist and democratic
forces in the Second World War. The chief result

was that imperialism ceased to be the only
world sytem. The world socialist system arose.
Although imperialism retained military and eco
nomic superiority, world socialism has been
gaining strength ever since. The results of that
stage of historical development were summed
up by the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU
(1956): "there now exist powerful social and po
litical forces possessing serious means to pre
vent imperialists from unleashing war and,
should they attempt to start it, to administer a
crushing rebuff to aggressors and disrupt their
adventurist plans."

Finally, today we are witnessing the third
stage in the change of the balance of forces in
the world, which became manifest in the 1970s.
Imperialism has lost its superiority over social
ism and there is rough military-strategic parity
between socialism and imperialism, the USSR
and the USA, the Warsaw Treaty and NATO.
Noted the Twenty-Sixth Congress of the CPSU:

The military and strategic equilibrium, . . objectively
serves to safeguard world peace. We have not
sought, and do not now seek, military superiority
over the other side. That is not our policy. But neither
will we permit the building up of any such superi
ority over us. Attempts of that kind and talking to us
from a position of strength are absolutely futile.

Socialism's successes in economic competi
tion with capitalism played a significant role
during that period. The socialist countries now
produce two-fifths of world industrial output.
On the international political scene the initiative
is undoubtedly in the hands of socialism and
opponents of imperialism in the broad sense of
the word. The potential of the forces of peace,
taken together, undoubtedly exceeds the poten
tial of the forces of war.

For all that, it would be true to say that the
potential of the opponents of imperialism and
war has not been fully tapped. What stands in
the way is a certain amount of disuiuty caused
by objective reasons (the disparate composition
of anti-imperialist forces) and external factors,
in the first place imperialism's attempts to un
dermine the unity of its opponents. There is
considerable untapped potential in the most in
fluential political force of our time, the Commu
nist movement. There is no doubt that if all the
possibilities were used a hundred per cent the
successes of the peace and anti-imperialist
forces would have been even greater.

All things considered, however, it can be
said that there is today, for the first time in his
tory, a rough balance between imperialism and
its opponents. That means that the world has
reached a kind of watershed in its transition

from capitalism to socialism. The period that
preceded it was marked by the superiority of
the forces of the old social system over those of
its opponents. Now they have drawn even.
And in some ways the proponents of sodal pro
gress have gained an edge on the forces of the
old system. This understandably creates a to
tally new situation.

Summing up the changes that have taken
place, Andrei Gromyko noted, "As a result of
the change of the world balance of forces in fa
vor of socialism, favorable opportunities have
emerged for restructuring on a peaceful and
democratic basis the entire system of interna
tional relations that took shape in the postwar
period." However, the more restricted imperia
lism is in dominating other peoples, the more
fiercely imperialist reaction resists.

And here we must state with the utmost
clarity; The approximate equilibrium of forces in
the world does not change the class nature of
the two opposing systems and, consequently,
the character of relations between them.

All this was vividly manifested in the devel
opment of international relations in the 1970s
and 1980s. The first result in the change of the
balance of forces in the preceding decade was
detente. However, the period of detente turned
out to be short-lived and, beginning from the
second half of the 1970s, was replaced by grow-
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ing confrontation. We were confronted with an
original phenomenon. Far from changing in fa
vor of imperialism, the overall balance of forces
in the world during the last decade continued to
change against it. Nevertheless, international
tensions greatly increased. That bears out the
regularity discovered by Lenin—successes of
the progressive forces always bring forth a reac
tion on the part of imperialism.

But a return to confrontation has failed to

yield the results hoped for by those who
inspired it. First of all, socialism disrupted the
attempts to tip the balance of military forces and
prevented the military-strategic equilibrium
from being upset. Furthermore, the counterof-
fensive laundied by imperialism provoked a
broad mobilization for peace. The struggle
against the nuclear missile threat created by the
actions of the USA and NATO was joined by
forces that previously stayed out of and even
disapproved of it. Certain changes took place in
the attitude of the ruling circles of the United
States' allies. They gradually became convinced
that their goals could not be reached through
confrontation, which merely increased the
threat of war and posed a greater danger to the
existence of entire nations.

In this context the latent potential of the op
ponents of imperialism came increasingly into
play. This made the U.S. Administration first
change its political vocabulary and then accept
the Soviet proposal to begin contacts that would
pave the way to negotiations.

It is, of course, impossible to predict how
these contacts, let alone the negotiations, will
proceed. The aggressive forces have not disap-
[>eared and they will certainly seek to increase
their activity. In these conditions much depends
on the initiative and activity of the peace and
anti-imperialist forces. As for the Soviet Union
and its allies, they will not be foimd wanting.

The historic trend in the balance of forces is
such that it will inevitably change in favor of
those who favor peace, national liberation and
social emancipation of peoples.

When Marxists-Leninists make this
statement, their opponents often counter with
an accusation that they are preaching power
politics. That is a groundless accusation. The
trend in the balance of forces in favor of peace
and sodal progress reflects the objective trend
of historical development, which did not begin
today or even yesterday. Today's changes are a
continuation of the centuries-old history of
mankind, during which it has graduated from
one stage of social development to another.

When we speak about conscious actions of
the forces of progress aimed at further changing
the balance of forces in the world, we mean,
first and foremost, peaceful competition be
tween socialism and capitalism.

Those in the West who oppose peaceful co
existence, who bank on strength and military
superiority, clearly demonstrate their uncer
tainty of being able to win a peaceful competi
tion with the new sodal system. Sodalism, on
the other hand, is prepared to prove its superi
ority predsely in peaceful conditions.

Sodalism has never sought military superi
ority. It is working to bring down the level of
military confrontation, provided equal security
of the sides is preserved. In the political field, it
is intent on keeping the initiative in the struggle
for peace and the security of nations in its
hands. In the ideological field, socialism is con
vinced of the superiority of Marxist-Leninist
theory and is sure that all peoples will ultima
tely embrace it as the basis of their further de
velopment. In the economic field, it certainly
seeks to prove its superiority over capitalism.

In tiiis the dedsive factor is the further im
provement of developed sodalism in the Soviet
Union, further progress on the domestic front
and strengthening of international cooperation
among fraternal sodalisl states.

The labor of the Soviet people, their suc
cesses in communist creative endeavor, is the
most important and rehable factor in further
changing the balance of forces in the world in
favor of the security and freedom of peoples
and the cause of sodal progress as a whole. □
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Dear Friends,
Incredible! Direct mail specialists

consider anything over a 2 per cent
response to a mail promotion to be
good. To date, the rate of return to
our fund appeal to subscribers
stands at almost 15 per cent. Not
counting money received for intro
ductory subscriptions and ten-year
subscriptions (see back cover for
special offer, including book premi
ums), the contributions are nearing
$6,000.

What accounts for this phenom
enal response? Perhaps it is a happy
meeting of special people and a spe
cial moment. The kind of people
who read Political Affairs, people
who help to make history, and a
moment when the forces of peace
and progress are facing a most se
rious challenge by Reaganism.

Beginning next month we will
give a regular accounting of how
the subscription and circulation
campaign is going.

These are new contributions.

Esther Moroze

Business Manager

S. Alper, MA; Aronoff, CA; Jennie
Baer, FL; Edward F. Bontempo, VA;
Esther & Archie Brown, CA; David

Case, NY; S. Cereseto, CA; Larry
Craig, IL; David Ecklein, MA; Jack
Emmer, OH; Joseph K. Fish, MA;
Pat Fry, MI; Pearl Granat, CT; Enos
Green, NY; Regis J. Guest, NM;
Fred Gusz, PA; Michael D. Haase,
CA; Dan Huse, MA; J.J.J., NY; Jo
seph V. Kahn, NY; Walter Kearns,
CA; C. Matt Larsen, CA; Helen

Lima, CA; Kevin Lindemann, IL;
Aubrey & Beatrice MacDermott,
CA; Grace Maged, NJ; Anita R. Mc-
Millen, WA; Max Mandel, CA; Do

ris & Lewis M. Moroze, NJ; David
Muga, WA; Burt & HeUen Nelson,
WA; Peter Nobie, MI; John Nor
man, NY; Michael Qberlander, CA;
Arline Prigoff, CA; Nell Ranta, WA;
Emilio Rodriguez, NY; Roger E.
Rosenberg, CA; M. Schutz, CA;
George Shenkar, MI; Saul Silver,
CA; Arthur S. Simon, NJ; Richard
Simon, OH; Sheridan Smith, NY;

Wally Soper, MA; Valerie Taylor,
OR; Patrick F. Tobin, CA; Sylvia
Walton, DE.
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only $7.50
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