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SOCIALISM:

By F. Petrenko

ONE-PARTY OR MULTI-PARTY

SYSTEM?

Why does only one
party exist in
the USSR?—
Socialism:
one-party and
multi-party
systems.—
Different policies
and different
destinies.—
Cooperation, not
confrontation.—
oes the number
of political
barties affect
Yemocracy?—
Qne-party system
Wnd guaranteed
Yemocracy.

The opponents of socialism
often allege that there is no
democracy in the socialist
countries. The proof, they
argue, lies in the fact that
only one party—the Com-
munist Party—exists in the
Soviet Union and some oth-
er states.
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Before the Great October Socialist Revolution
in Russia, there existed several polliticalc parties:

: . the Bolsheviks (Commun-
History Testifics ists), Cadets, Octobrists,
Mensheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries, Anarchists
and others. How is it that only onc political party
has survived in the USSR? Is it demanded by the
Communist doctrine, and the will of the leaders of
socialist society, or is it the consequence of some
other circumstances and events? A slight histori-
cal digression will help us to answer these ques-
tions.

In the February (1917) Bourgeois-Democratic
Revolution in Russia, the workers, soldiers and
pPeasants overthrew the war-worn tsarist monar-
chy, thus opening up broad possibilities for all the
political parties to present their programmes and
prove in practice their ability to fulfil the hopes
and nceds of the people. Weary of the war which
had been going on for two and a half years, the
people wanted peace, bread and freedom.

The parties of the bourgeoisie—the Union of
October Seventeenth (the Octobrists) and the Con-
stitutional Democrats (Cadets)—which seized
power immediately after the overthrow of tsarism,
pursued the course of preserving the basis of the
former bourgeois and landlord system. The bour-
geois Provisional Government formed by these
partics advanced the slogan: “War till the victor-
ious end”, rather than stopping the war. In fact,
the Government refused to solve the urgent prob-
lem of the transfer of the privately owned land
to the peasants.
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Having seized power, the bourgeois partics were
quick to forget their promise to improve the life
of the working class. Instead, the Provisional Gov-
ernment were concerned that the entreprencurs
should be able to raise their profits: it abolished all
laws restricting their activities.

_In those turbulent revolutionary years, the par-
ties that called themselves socialist enjoyed a con-
siderable influence in the country. These were the
Mcnshevik Party which rallied certain strata of
intellectuals and some workers, and the Socialist-
Revolutionary Party which was partially support-
ed by the peasantry. The Mensheviks retained
their political influence by skilful use of the slogan
“defence of the fatherland”, though in reality it
meant the continuation of the World War. The
Socialist-Revolutionaries stood for the distribution
of privately owned land and their words raised
hopes in the hearts of many peasants. It was not
for nothing that the leader of the Socialist-Rev-
olutionary Party, Kerensky, was included into the
Provisional Government to give it a “revolution-
ary”’ colouring. These parties succeeded in tak-
ing over the Soviets of Workers’, Peasants’ and
Soldiers’ Deputies—the power bodies of the work-
ing people set up in the course of revolution.

Having secured the majority in the Soviets, the
Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revolutionaries had
a real opportunity to force the Provisional Gov-
ernment to satisfy the demands of the people. But
they were in no hurry to take advantage of the
conquered grounds. They joined the Cadets and
the Octobrists in trying to persuade the people
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to postpone the solution of the problems of peace,
land and bread until the Constituent Assembly,
which they were in no hurry to convene.

The Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revolutiona-
ries revealed their true attitude towards the re-
volution by the fact that they agreed with the
Provisional Government to withdraw the troops
from the front in order to combat the growing
revolutionary movement. .

Actually, these parties, though declaring their
loyalty to the cause of revolution, did not pass
the hard social test posed by it. Although the Men-
sheviks and the Socialist-Revolutionaries had
promised to ‘“control” the bourgeois Provisional
Qovernment, in reality they pursued, on an ever
1.ncreasing scale, a policy of compromise, extend-
ng it their support and confidence.

Only the Communists headed by Lenin turned
out to be able to offer their country a radical pro-
gramme: Russia must immediately cease her par-
ticipation in the war; the land must be distributed,
without delay, among the peasants; political power
must be completely transferred to the Soviets of
Workers’, Peasants’ and Soldiers’ Deputies.

The Bolshevik Party, seeing that the Menshe-
viks and the Socialist-Revolutionaries were not go-
ing to defend the interests of the working class,
the interests of all the working people, headed for
the'socialist revolution. The Communists succeed-
ed in convincing the masses in the correctness of
their ideas. The working people began to under-
stand with increasing clarity that only the Bolshe-
vik Party was able to solve the fundamental issues
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of revolution and to save the country from a cata-
strophe. Eventually, the people followed Lenin
and the Bolsheviks.

At the call of the Leninist Party, which by that
time was the most influential political organisation
in Russia, the revolutionary workers and soldiers
overthrew the bourgeois Provisional Government
and established the Soviet socialist republic on the
night of October 25, 1917. Thus, in the historic
confrontation between the parties and the classes
behind them, the working class and the poor peas-
ants were victorious in Russia. It was the triumph
of the revolutionary party of the working class—
the Bolshevik Party.

A closer look at these and other events of those
years, as well as the documentary evidence that
has survived reveals the plain fact: the Leninist
Communist Party alone represented the interests
of the majority of people at the turning point of
Russian history. The other parties and political
groups eventually lost the confidence of the
people’s masses—some due to their allegiance to
capitalism, others due to their inconsistency,
inability or unwillingness to properly understand
and express the people’s interests.

This underlay the downfall of the Menshevik
Party. Although this Party had proclaimed its
allegiance to Marxism and socialist revolution,
actually it shifted into the position of bourgeois
liberalism and compromise. The Mensheviks were
unable to take a clear-cut stand on the problem
of war; they could not offer the peasants a satis-
factory solution of the agrarian problem; and



: ism: Questions I. Petrenko. .
(ar(;(‘lmxl;l:ucn e ! 8 Onc-Party or Multi-Party System?

finally, they failed to find a correct approach to the
solution of the acute nationality problem. For
similar reasons, the popularity of the Socialist-Re-
volutionary Party proved to be short-lived and
soon it lost its political influence.

The Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revolutiona-
ries, however, enjoyed the support of certain sec-
tions of the population at the initial stage of the
socialist revolution. For this reason, Lenin and
the Bolsheviks invited them to participate in the
Government immediately after the victory of the
October Revolution. But they refused and began
to pursue a wait-and-sce policy. Four days after
the Revolution Lenin stated: “It is not our fault
that the Socialist-Revolutionaries and the Menshe-
viks have gone. They were invited to sharc polit-
ical power, but they want to sit on the fence un-
til the fight against Kerensky is over.

“We asked everyone to take part in the govern-
ment.”*

After a while, the leaders of the Left Socialist-
Revolutionary Party, seeing that the masses trust-
ed and followed the Bolsheviks and being afraic
to completely lose their support, decided to join
the Soviet Government. Seven out of 18 portfoligs
werce given to the Left Socialist-Revolutionaries,
including the posts of People’s Commissars (Min.
isters) of Justice, Culture, Communications, and
others. This collaboration was ruptured in March,
1918 by the Socialist-Revolutionaries themselves
who quitted the Government under the pretext of

#* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, p. 269.
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disagreement over the signing of the Treaty of
Brest-Litovsk with Germany.

At that time, the Menshevik and Socialist-Re-
volutionary policies vacillated between revolution
and counter-revolution until both of these parties
found themselves on the other side of the barri-
cades defended by the majority of people. Follow-
ing their withdrawal from the Government. the
Left Socialist-Revolutionaries began a desperate
struggle against the Soviet power. They organised
armed insurrections in Moscow, Yaroslavl and
other regions trying to dislodge Soviet power. By
waging this struggle, the Left Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries actually joined the Right Socialist-Re-
volutionaries and the Mensheviks who had crushed
the Soviets in many provinces and formed a
government propped up by the bayonets of the
White Guards and foreign interventionists. The
Right Socialist-Revolutionaries tried to assassinate
the Communist Party leaders and killed several
prominent figures. Thus, by joining the forces
openly struggling against the new socialist regime,
these parties excluded themselves from the nation’s
political life.

The hostile activities of the Left Socialist-Re-
volutionary Party compelled the Fifth All-Russia
Congress of Soviets of July, 1918, to expel the
Left Socialist-Revolutionaries who were involved
in plots against the revolution and engaged in an-
ti-Soviet activities, from the State bodies in which
they had participated earlier. Serious internal
differences caused a split within the Left Socialist-
Revolutionary Party: part of its membership
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formed the “Revolutionary Communist” Party anq
the “Populist-Communist” Party which later
joined the Bolsheviks.

As we see now, it was not because of “Commun-
ist violence” that the other parties had disap-
peared from the Russian political scene. The Men-
shevik and the Left Socialist-Revolutionary par-
ties, notwithstanding their hostility towards S(?-
viet power, were operating quite openly, had thqu‘
own organisations and published newspapers in
the period following the October Revolution. Both
of them were represented at the Second, Third
and Fourth All-Russia Congresses of Sovicts and
participated in the congresses of local Soviets. But
they used these opportunities for political activity
to try to dislodge Soviet power by force of arms,
rather than seek cooperation with it.

It was the Socialist-Revolutionary who disrupt-
ed the Soviet two-party system that was emerging
after the victorious Revolution. Given the non-
proletarian parties’ position in relation to the new
social system set up during the socialist revolution
by the working class in alliance with the pea-
santry, Soviet power had no other option than
to ban their hostile activities and adopt stern

measures in order to consolidate the proletariap
State.

Thus, the
USSR
which
becaus

one-party system has formed in the
due to the specific historical conditions in
the socialist revolution developed, and not
e the Bolsheviks opposed a multi-party sys-
tem in principle, as some unobjective politicians
and scientists in the West try to contrive.
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The Union of the Bolsheviks and Left Socialist-
Revolutionaries in Soviet Russia proved to be
short-lived, but the very

Tfh; P;a‘e | Pari fact of its existence is proof
of Political Parties o1 qe .

in Other Socialist !:hat the bmld“}g of soc1al.-
Countries 1Ism on a multi-party basis

is possible in principle. La-
ter developments have shown that sometimes such
a way is the only possible one—all depends on
the concrete historical conditions.

The grim years of World War II came. The
broad democratic forces in the occupied countries
—the Communists, Social-Democrats, bourgeois
Republicans, Catholic parties, workers, peasants,
petty bourgeoisie, and working intelligentsia—
united in the struggle against German fascism
and Japanese militarism. These were rather broad
class unions headed, in the majority of countries,
by the Communists.

After the war, the peoples of the liberated coun-
tries in Eastern Europe and a number of Asian
states took the path of freecing themselves from
capitalist exploitation. The democratic parties in
those countries were convinced that the aims set
by the Communists corresponded to their interests
as well. They began to collaborate with the Com-
munists in carrying through democratic, and then
socialist changes. The joint political activity in the
course of the common struggle against fascism and
imperialism has thus led to the formation of multi-
party systems: first, in Bulgaria, Poland, the qu-
man Democratic Republic, and Czechoslovakia,
and then, in the Korcan People’s Democratic Re-
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public, the Chinesc Pcoplc's Republic, and the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam. .

Historical traditions had a marked 1pﬂ.ucuce on
this process. The majority of thf: existing non-
proletarian democratic parties in the socialist
countries were formed many decades ago. The
Bulgarian Agrarian People’s Union, for cxample,
was sct up in 1900. The Polish United Peasants’
Party was formed long before the Second World
War. The Liberal Democratic Party of Germany,
sct up in 1945, has become to a great extent the
successor to the German People’s Party and the
German Democratic Party that had existed before
the fascists seized power. These and some other
democratic parties were associated with the work-
ing strata of the population; some of them took
part in the revolutionary struggle on the side of
the working people. The traditional adherence by
some of the population to these parties which
were regarded as a mouthpiece of their interests,
played a significant role in consolidating these
parties on the political scene of socialist society.

In collaborating with democratic parties, the
Communists were not ruled by some temporary
tactical considerations. They proceeded from their
principal object which was to ensure the union of
the working class with the peasants and other
working people. Communists believe this union to
be the necessary prerequisite for carrying through
socialist changes in society. It is not only that so-
cialism cannot be built by the Communists alone:
socialist aims correspond to the vital interests of
all the working people, therefore socialism should
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be built by the joint effort of the entire people.

The democratic parties underwent certain
changes during the transition from a bourgeois po-
litical scene to a socialist one. A new reality
emerged—political power and the basic means of
production were transferred to the people. Socialist
development became a major task. Guided by
these developments, democratic partics substanti-
ally revised their programmes, rules and activities
accordingly. Their social make-up also changed.
It was only natural: changes in the economic, so-
cial and political structure of society entail changes
in its political institutions, their social base
and political orientation, as well as changes in the
people themselves.

The big and middle bourgeoisie, whose influence
had prevented the non-proletarian parties from
assuming a truly democratic character, vanished.
They found the basis of their activity mainly
within the “middle strata”, drawing towards a
closer union with the working class and the peas-
antry. Gradually, these parties began to partic-
ipate in building socialism. The people’s (national)
fronts and other national democratic organisations
and movements were to a great extent conducive
to such a re-orientation of the non-proletarian
democratic parties.

The majority of the old democratic parties
preserved a certain continuity of their organisation-
al principles and traditions. This continuity is
manifest in the activities of the Bulgarian Agra-

rian People’s Union, the Democratic Party in Po-
land, and a number of other parties.
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Not all the non-proletarian parties, however,
could join the political structure of socialism, but
only those which accepted the course of revolution-
ary social changes and the building of socialism.
Naturally, there was a sharp political struggle
within the majority of those parties. The Socialist
Party and the People’s Party of Czechoslovakia,
for example, survived a serious crisis. They took
their place in political life after splitting with
Right-W-ng forces and after the appropriate
reorganisation.

Conversely, in those countries where the non-
proletarian parties were dominated by reactionary
forces and by concepts alien to the people’s inter-
csts, where they actually aimed at restoring the
capitalist order, these parties cither abandoned
the political scene by themselves, or were naturally
exc'luded. from political life, given their opposition
to 1ts main trend of development.
falIet tol;l'ned out that t/ze. determinz'{zg faclor for the
Socialistar ;zm;—pg-olelarzan party, m condztu'm\\: of
was i abi;}'(t) ution anfl construction of socialism,
olutionar iy lo realise the necessity of the rev-
‘o I)roceidremalng of sociely, to support il and

o, logether with the majority of the
working beople.

politizarlms?c‘Pl'olet’arian parties which had left the
Communist:ne did not become ."v1ct1ms .of the
pagandists allege ns, OF the anti-communist pro-

S Lo a cge. They became victims of their
own policies, their own class narrow-mindedness,
anc! their own impotence vis-a-vis the matured
social changes. This is how it happened to be in
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Soviet Russia. In other socialist countries, the
historical developments were similar.

A number of non-proletarian parties had to be
banned because they had taken the path of armed
struggle against the lawful power, established and
supported by the people. This was the reason for
the dissolution in Hungary of the so-called
Freedom Party which rallied the counter-revolu-
tionary group split away from the Small-holder
Party. In Romania, the National Peasant and
National Liberal Parties turned into conspi-
ratorial organisations attempting to overthrow
the new regime after the victory of the people’s
democratic revolution. This was why the
National Peasant Party was dissolved by the Par-
liament, whereas the National Liberal Party had
completely disintegrated by that time.

A number of political parties ceased their activ-
ities by themseclves, considering their mission
already accomplished at the initial stage in the
development of the new social order. Some parties
declared their self-dissolution, among them the
Zveno (Link) group and the Radical Party in
Bulgaria; the Democratic Peasant Party and the
National Peasant Party in Hungary; the National
Popular Party, the Ploughmen Front and the
Hungarian People’s Union in Romania.

- The Communist and dem-
The Socialist . .. .
Multi-Party System ocratic parties in the social-
ist countries with an estab-
lished multi-party system have, so to speak, divided
the spheres of influence. The Communists work
amidst all the strata of society and represent, first
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and foremost, the political party of the working
class. The democratic parties arc active mainly
within their social base—among the pcasants, cer-

tain scctions of the city population and within
certain circles of intellectuals. :

The non-proletarian democratic partics are ful-
ly-fledged participants in State management. They
arc represented in the supreme and local state or-
gans, in economic and other administrative bodics.
Mecmbers of these parties arec Members of Parlia-
ments and local Soviets; they hold many important
posts in the State administrative apparatus.

Now, we shall examine the parties active in the
socialist countries with a multi-party system,
whom they represent and how they are incorporat-
cd into their country’s political structure.

In the Polish People’s Republic, besides the Po-
lish United Workers’ Party whose members are
the Communists, there exist the United Peasants®
Party and the Democratic Party. The United Peas.
ants” Party—the second largest in Poland—is ac-
tive in the countryside and expresses the interests
of a certain part of the peasantry, in particular,
small village landowners. Its representatives helq
117 seats (over 25 per cent) in the Sejm (Parlia-
ment) and are included into the State Council ang
the Council of Ministers. The Democratic Party i
supported by certain sections of city intellectuals,
office workers and artisans. It is also represented
in the central and Jocal government; it had 39 seatg
in the Sejm.

In the German Democratic Republic, besides the
Socialist Unity Party which unites the Commun-
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ists, there are four more political parties: the De-
mocratic Peasants’ Party (representing mainly the
peasants’ interests); the Christian Democratic
Union (uniting the progressive representatives of
believers who advocate peace and progress); the
Liberal Democratic Party (representing certain
circles of intellectuals and petty traders); and
National Democratic Party (consisting of the
representatives of handicraftsmen and former
military).

The democratic parties of the GDR take an acti-
ve part in state activities and work with the masses.
Some half a million people are members of
these parties. The Socialist Unity Party had 167
seats in the People’s Chamber of the GDR, where-
as the democratic parties held 208 seats, and the
trade-unions, Free German Youth and other mass
public organisations had 167 seats.

In Bulgaria, besides the Bulgarian Communist
Party, there exists a peasants’ party—the Bulgar-
ian Agrarian People’s Union. It continues to par-
ticipate actively in the fundamental issues of so-
cialist construction. This party holds some 25 per
cent of the seats in the People’s Assembly; its re-
presentative is Chairman of the People’s Assem-
bly; some of its members hold ministerial posts in
the Bulgarian Government.

In Czechoslovakia, the Communist Party co-
exists with the Czechoslovak People’s Party,
Czechoslovak Socialist Party, Slovak Reconstruc-
tion Party and Slovak Freedom Party. All of them
are represented in the supreme and local bodies
of state power and administration.

2—2098
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. one-par

The other socialist countrleslhl?;’c t%c WOII‘I?;F;
system. In Hungary and Romdilef’cas the former
parties mcrgcsl into onc parly’tw arties  stepped
petty-bourgeois an(‘1 _ peasan %hc Communist
down from the political scene. . Mongolia
parties are the only political parties 1 goha,
Cuba and Yugoslavia.

Different hglstorical conditions have ’.ch;}S e

g . me socialist coun-
ed in a one-party system 1n SOI hers
trics and a multi-party system 11 others.
1t is not surprising that the
New Forms socialist multi-party system
of Inter-Party differs markedly from the
Relations bourgeois ONE: the class
ourgeois : :
struggle in all its numerous manifestations (includ-
ing, naturally, the inter-party struggle) is the in-
cvitable consequence of the social inequality en-
gendered in any capitalist society by 2 clash of
interests between the bourgeoisie and the working
class, and the bourgeoisie and other sections of
the population. The public ownership of the
means of production, the socialist method of distri-
buthn according to the principle: “From each ac-
cording to his ability, to each according to his
wog‘k”, and the common aims and interests in the
§ocmlist countries consolidate the social and polit-
ical unity of society. For this reason, cooperation
becomes a characteristic feature of inter-party re-
lations.

The Marxist-Leninist Party is the inspiration
and political core of society both in those socialist
countries which have g one-party system, as well
as in those with several established political par-
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ties. Its vanguard role in every socialist country
became firmly established in the course of history.
It was the Communists who led and organised the
struggle against the fascist invaders. The Com-
munist Parties were the leading force in bringing
about the democratic and socialist changes in
their respective countries. It was they who
initiated confiscating the property of those capi-
talists and big landlords who had collaborated
with the occupationist forces and transferring it to
the people, and later on, nationalising large-scale
industry, transport and banks. It was the Com-
munists who suggested that the land should be
distributed among those who cultivate it.

The Communists submitted for the people’s ap-
proval their programmes for social change and
building a new society, which they had based on
the laws of social development, on Soviet expe-
rience, and with due regard to the national pecu-
liarities of their countries. These programmes
offered bright prospects for all the working
classes and strata and were supported by them.
The democratic parties also backed these
programmes.

The Communist parties of the socialist countries
are still the sponsors of major state and social
measures. They are political leaders and orga-
nisers of economic development; they vigorously
support the implementation of the latest scientific
and technological achievements. They play an im-
portant role in developing new social relations and
in educating the people in the spirit of socialist
ideals. All these factors have naturally placed the

2°
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Marxist-Leninist parties at the hcad of the new
socio-political system. The recognition of this real-
ity became the starting-point for the democratic
parties’ activities in the concrete historical condi-
tions of each country developing along socialist
lines. But this has not at all blocked their way to
power or to socio-political activities.

Effective relations between the Communists and
the non-proletarian democratic parties have dev-
cloped in the socialist countries during the last
three decades. The cooperation is effected, above
all,. through the people’s (national) front—a broad
fllllange of all the country’s socio-political forces,
including the democratic parties, Marxist-Leninist

parties, trade-unions, youth, women’s and other
organisations.

_The very nature o
litical activity hag
under th

f the democratic parties’ po-
undergone substantial changes
€se conditions, i.e., it has become broader
2:3n?0re versatile. In contrast to the capitalist
to ol ries, where party activity is mainly confined
clection campaigns and parliamentary speeches,
POllthal.p.arties under socialism directly organise
and participate in the creative effort of the masses.
They do not merely submit various economic,
1deological und cultural programmes, but take ful]
responsibility for their fulfilment.
he many years of experience in socialist deve].
opment, amassed by Bulgaria, the GDR, Poland
and CZCFhOSlovakia prove convincingly that the
Commqmsts collaborate closely with all democrat-
ic parties which are eager to help the working
people to transform society. This collaboration
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proves fruitful. The Communistg
tives of the non-proletarian paytj
common and principal aim—the },
ism—and respect each other’s pog;y;

o on. ¢
for and find, within the f"ameWork otl'] S;Tcillelrstl(i?:l:
lations and principles, mutually acceptable solu-

tions of concrete social problemg and take joint
measures to carry them out. J

It would seem inconceivable ¢
principled Communist position
operation with the democr
principle of individual farm
ist and peasants’ parties in Poland, the German
Democratic Republic and Bulgaria succeeded in
drawing up a joint agrarian Policy which took
into account both the long-range socialist prospects
and the existing economic conditions, traditions
and peasant psychology in those count;ies,

In Bulgaria, the cooperation of peasants was
completed long ago. Her agricultura
is based on the cooperatives being
agro-industrial complexes—one of the highest or-
ganisational forms of socialist agricultural produc-
tion. In the German Democratic Republic, the
overwhelming majority of individual peasant
farms have been transformed into cooperative or
state farms (people’s estates) with highly produc-
tive land-cultivation and livestock breeding. In
Poland, 85 per cent of the arable land is still in the
hands of individual farmers. The socialisation of
their farms and the introduction of socialist farm-
ing methods are proceeding slowly. The State buys
the land of t}‘;o)sgﬁiif:mcps Whoﬂx?'j‘Sh to sell it. At

and representa-
¢s abide by their
uilding of social-

0 reconcile the
I on peasants’ co-
atic peasants’ parties’

ing. But the Commun-

1 development
merged into
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the same time, it renders agro-technical assistance
to individual farmers on an ever incrcasing scale.

The Communist parties of the countries with a
multi-party system are convinced that it still
proves its usefulness: the participation of non-
Communist parties in fulfilling political, economic,
ideological and cultural tasks is expedient and
effective.

Thus, a multi-party system in the socialist coun-
lries was, and still is, an important factor in
strengthening the socio-political unity of society
and rallying all its classes and social groups in the
struggle for socialism.

The success of a multi-party

%o"l;:g:ng;.t system in a number of so-
. 1ty cialist countries does not,
owever, suggest that a multi-party system under

socialism is more advanta eous than a one-
systen}. This is proved b&; the rich, all—r%?xl:g
experience of the Soviet Union which has demon-
str.ated the high efficiency of the onc-party leader-
ship by the Communists.
_ Under the leadership of the Leninist Commun-
ist Party which has directed the whole process of
social changes in the USSR for some six decades
the once economically backward country has been’
:-:rozll]ndsf.ormed into an advanced industrial state, se-
e l(lyll’the world in volume of industrial output,.
opml:.ntlcy of the (.]PSU has ensured a high deve-
opm rate of science and culture and a sharp

p1 ovement in the people’s well-being.

Thfi SOYlet Communists have succeeded, for the
first time in history, in involving millions of work-
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ing people into the state and social administration,
without interaction with any other party. They
have ensured the people’s true social and national
equality within a multi-national state. The ideo-
logical and socio-political unity of the people,
secured by the Communists, the inseverable union
of all Soviet nations and ethnic groups, resulted in
such a sound socio-political system and such a
great concentration of social forces and resources
that the Soviet Union was able to survive the grim
trials of the Great Patriotic War against the fas-
cist aggressors (1941-1945); moreover, it can now
solve creative tasks of any scale and complexity.

The successful development of the other social-
ist countries with a onec-party system—the Hun-
garian Pcople’s Republic, the Mongolian People’s
Republic, the Socialist Republic of Romania, and
the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia—is
a sound testimony of the great possibilities open to
a society led solely by the strong and united Com-
munist Party.

Sometimes, even those sympathetic to commun-
ism argue that other democratic parties are desir-
able in these countries. But it is not a matter of
desirability or undesirability. The development of
socialist society, notwithstanding the acuteness and
complexity of the existing social contradictions,
does not necessitate a multi-party system. There are
neither social base nor social reasons for it. It is the
majority of the people (not individual social strata),
specifically the working cla§s and the Communist
Party, who are interested in overcoming certaim
contradictions arising in the course of socialist
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development. To overcome these contradictions
entails a struggle which leads ultimately not to
social antagonisms, but rather to unity and cohe-
sion. Once all forms of exploitation have been
eliminated and the exploiter classes disappcared,
once social and national equality has become
firmly established, the society which has one com-
mon aim—the building of communism—begins to
advance towards ideological and political con-
solidation. The strengthening of unity and co-
hesion becomes the guiding principle in develop-
ing relations within the Party. In these conditions,
there is no “nutrient medium” of any significance
for the appearance of political parties with diffc-
rent ideological and political programmes, not to
mention opposing platforms.

A tendency towards social homogeneity and,
consequently, towards a one-party system is natu-
ral for socialist society. The leadership of the
Communist Party strengthens and unites socicty.
It helps the country to avoid social cataclysms
which lead to the squandering of productive forces.
It facilitates the concentration of the material
and spiritual resources, and the people’s energy
to solve vital political, economic and cultural tasks.
The unbiased observer may

:‘fh: nglltl‘r% t infer from the existing po-
i-Pa st
System in Bo:uygeois litical systems that the level

Society of democratism in a society

is determined by the nature
and essence of political power, by the forms and
methods by which it operates, rather than by the
number of parties. It is no coincidence that apol-
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ogists of bourgeois society sing the praises of a
multi-party system and avoid specifying whose
intcrests particular parties represent and defend,
the interests of which classes and strata.

But the truth remains the same: any political
system always serves the interests of definite classes
and social strata—those who dominate in the
economy and who own the basic means of produc-
tion. This is the Marxist viewpoint. Human history
has provided irrefutable evidence to prove it.

Whether a political system should be based on
a one-party or multi-party rule is not a problem
of voluntaristic choice. The question of how many
parties should exist is never posed since it is im-
possible to construct artificially either a one-party
or a multi-party system. The solution of this ques-
tion does not depend on the will of individuals or
groups. The consolidation of a party’s position and
role in political life largely depends, as we have
seen, on the real position of the classes or social
strata they represent, on the vitality of the party
programme, and on its support by individual so-
cial groups and strata. The entire social experience
gained since the emergence of political parties
refutes the oft-repeated attempts to prove that a
multi-party system was “granted” to society by the
bourgeoisie who were “concerned” about the
development of democracy.

The capitalist multi-party system is a result of
the historically developed division of bourgeois
society into various classes and social strata. Polit-
ical parties arc created by classes, social strata
and groups to defend (together with other organi-
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sations) their political and economic interests. At
the present stage of historical development, polit-
ical parties are the highest form of class organi-
sation; they are the most active and influential
“spokesmen” for the class goals and interests of
various groups of the bourgeoisie and the working
people. This is the ABC of political relations to-
day.

The oft-repeated allegations that bourgeois par-
ties express interests “‘independent of class” and
“shared” by the entire people have never been
borne out in real politics. It is simply impossible,
given the polar difference between the position
and aims of financial moguls and big industrialists,
on the one hand, and the multi-million army of
hired workers and farmers, on the other. One
would have to be very naive to believe in
the community of their interests and the pos-
sibility of their *“equal” support by bourgeois
parties.

Under the bourgeois multi-party system, the
bloc of the bourgeois parties is counter-posed to
the Communist parties and the Left democratic
forces which support the interests of the working
clas§ and the majority of the population. It is not
tactical considerations that guide the Communists
in their effort to seek union with the Social-Demo-
cratic and other non-proletarian democratic par-
ties, as the anti-communist propaganda tries to
c.ontrlve. A policy towards the union of all revolu-
tionary and democratic forces in the name of Peace
democracy and socialism is the general polic);
of the world communist movement. The develop-



Communism: Questions 27  F. Pctrenko.
and Answers One-Party or Multi-Party System?

ment of political struggle in a number of coun-
tries in Western Europe and Latin America and
the existing historical traditions make this inter-
party cooperation vital both in the struggle for
power and in the longer transitional period from
capitalism to socialism.

The allegations that Communists are opposed
to a multi-party system on principle and that they
need the union with other parties just for seizing
power have been concocted by the enemies of
communism. Neither Marx, nor Lenin ever said
or wrote that. Not a single document of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union or of any other
Communist Party in the world stipulates the prin-
ciple of establishing a one-party rule.

The mechanism of decision-

The Basic Guarantees  jnaking acquires an impor-

‘S'i l.)cl'.’m"acy under tant role when the domestic

clatism and foreign policy is direct-

ed by one party. How is a democratic resolution

of socio-political and economic problems ensured
in the socialist one-party system?

The very nature of the socialist socio-economic
system provides the basic prerequisite. The
democracy of the masses in the Soviet Union, the
Hungarian People’s Republic, the Socialist Repub-
lic of Romania, and the other socialist countries
with a one-party system (as in the socialist countries
with a multi-party system) is firmly based on the
same foundation, though their state systems differ
considerably—the basic social wealth (plants,
factories, mines, power stations, the land and its
mineral resources), all the basic means of produc-
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tion belong to the whole people, rather than to one
class or one group of owners. This is, undoubtedly,
a decisive factor. The real picture of the 20th
century political life shows that no party, however
good its intentions might be, is able to ensure
true democracy without transferring the .ba51C
means of production to the people and without
outlawing the exploitation of hired labour.

The transfer of power to the people and the Te-
cognition and ensuring of their real (not unagin-
ary) sovereignty is another basic prerequisite for
democratic guarantees. The Commaunist Party and
the socialist state are the tools of the people them-
selves, their integral part, rather than something
standing above the people. A short factual anal-
ysis will help prove it.

'To begin with, the Communist parties in the so-
cialist countries are not exclusive groups or the
notorious “bureaucratic élite”, as they are often
portrayed. They are mass political organisations
of PFOPIC Sharing the same views; they unite a
considerable portion of the working people and
are their vVanguard. For example, 15 million people,
1.¢., 9 per cent of the adult population of the USSR,
are merr-lbers of the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union. This figure includes over 6 million
worke.rs and 2.2 million peasants (collective farm-
ers), ie., the workers and peasants make u
55.4 per cent of the entire party membership. The
remaining Party members are representatives of
the intelligentsia. Engineers, agronomists, teach-
ers, doctors, scientists, writers and art workers
account for over 75 per cent of them,
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The Communist parties of other socialist coun-
tries are also mass organisations embracing from
12 to 25 per cent of the country’s adult population.
People directly engaged in producing material
and cultural goods hold a predominant position in
these organisations. Thus, of the 750,000 Bulgar-
ian Communist Party members, 40.3 per cent are
workers and 25.5 per cent—peasant cooperative
workers. The Socialist Unity Party of Germany
numbers 1.9 million Communists, 57 per cent of
whom are workers; the Polish United Workers’
Party, 2.3 million, of whom some 40 per cent arc
workers and 10.5 per cent are peasants; the Ro-
manian Communist Party, 2.3 million members, of
whom 47 per cent are workers. The membership
of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party totals
750,000 people, 58.3 per cent of whom are workers
and 14.2 per cent—peasants.

The make-up of higher and local representative
state bodies in those countries is similar. Workers,
peasants and intellectuals—rather than profession-
al managers—form the overwhelming majority
in such bodies. The figures relevant to the USSR
are given in another article of this collection, deal-
ing with the Communists’ attitude towards State.

The very social make-up of the Communist par-
ties and representative bodies of state power large-
ly predetermines the interests they must support,
and the policy they have to pursue. It is impossible
to imagine the industrialists and bankers who
would sit in a bourgeois parliament and would not
first take good care of their own interests. It is
equally impossible to imagine the workers and
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peasants who, united in the Communist Party and
the representative bodies of state power, would
not express and defend the interests of the work-
ing people.

Marxism-Leninism is the idcology of the Com-
munist parties and their members. This philosophy
1s based on the theory of building socialism and,
later on, communism which is the most humanc
and just system in the history of mankind. The
very essence of the world outlook of the Commun-
st parties is that their ideology is aimed at en-
suring, to the greatest extent, the material and spir-
wual needs of the people, at developing democra-
?)3:? aslf f‘lly as possible, and at involving the broad
(lﬁ(:z[i)rf {I‘ zlfzsses into the manageme.nt of social
eral tl:end 1s factor larg.ely prC(_ie.te:rmmes the gen-
tral and 1oln the practical activities of both cen-
Indecd f, Ciél party organs and the rank and file.
the ; de’oloe‘ ommunist parties have always moved

Ommunisflcal criteria to ‘the foreground; and
ple of unist themselves strictly follow the prin-
trends ang p}z’lt(t)f word and deed. The ideological
very imPOrtant efr;s of thf: Com(rlnumst. PZ.ll’tleS are
inas OFialist SOciety ensuring a democratic system
fic poﬁlt?ll:iyéeg?r{eral policy, not to men?ion speci-
matically. [ isCzllswns, are not predetermined auto-
50cio-economs more comp'lcx process, though the
policy is ap 'C and ideological basis of a general
the social m llinportant matter of principle, and
the pcople’sa €-up of the Party membership ang
fluence the hl‘?presentatlve bodies certainly ip-

Choice of future political actions. This

ci
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process, based on the class aims and interests, is
closely connected with the real situation in the
country, and with the state of world affairs. It
mirrors the way the Party leaders understand
social priorities. Group and personal inte-
rests, as well as some other factors, sometimes
influence this process.

How does the ruling Com-
munist Party cope with the
varied and complex func-
tions of a political leader of society, given that
there is no opposition which would, as they say,
cxpose the drawbacks and weak points of the lea-
dership? How does it actually ensure the interests
of various social classes and working people’s stra-
ta, nationalities and cthnic groups? The Commun-
ist Party handles this complicated problem on
the basis of broad and multi-channel ties with the
masses, a profoundly scientific approach to intri-
cate social problems, and the efficient democratic
mechanism of Party activities.

Naturally, this system was not formed over-
night. It improved and is still improving, like any
novel mechanism. It did not guarantee the Party
and society against any miscalculations or mis-
takes. But each component of the system of. Party
leadership and the entire system itself ({bzt’ie by
democratic methods. The Communist parties’ pro-
cedure of dealing with social issues, and the estab-
lished relationship between the parties and the
state and public bodies protect society from sub-
jective or arbitrary decisions. The negative phe-
nomena relevant to Stalin’s personality cult in the

The Mechanism
of Party Activities
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USSR, and a number of violations of legality in
some other socialist countries, were a result of the
departure from the principles declared and fol-
lowed by the Communists, rather than the conse-
quence of the one-party system. The subsequent
measures adopted by the socialist countries consti-
tute firm guarantees against any recurrence of
similar developments.

All major social and state problems are consi-
dered at broad, representative Party forums,
rather than by individuals or exclusive groups of
Party leaders. This is an important condition of
the right approach of the Communist parties to
such problems. The Party organisations at facto-
ries, plants, collective farms, and various offices
and institutions discuss the problems at hand
jointly, with the participation of all members of
these Party organisations, i.e. the most conscien-
tious and respected people in the working co]-
lective. As to the city or other administrative or
territorial Party organisations or the Communist
P.arty as a whole, all outstanding issues are also
discussed and solved collectively—at Party con-
ferences and congresses attended by the plenipo-
tentiaries of Party members. They are delegates
elected from the most experienced, competent and
authoritative people.

All the executive bodies of Party organisations
at any level are also collective leaders. These bo-
dies range from the Party bureaus and committees
of local organisations (at factories, collective farms
and cooperatives, and offices and institutions) to
the Party Central Committees. The Communist
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parties allow none other but a collective procedure
for dealing with all major problems. The Rules
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union con-
tain a special provision to this end, which specifies:
“The cult of the individual and the violations of
inner-Party democracy resulting from it must
not be tolerated in the Party; they are incompat-
ible with the Leninist principles of Party life.”*

The fact that leading Party organs at any level
are elected, not appointed, helps greatly to ensure
the democratic character of Party leadership. All
Communists at Party meetings or their delegates
at Party conferences and congresses enjoy the un-
restricted right to reject candidates named for the
election to leading bodies. Candidates are elected
by secret ballot. This procedure, stipulated in
the Rules of the Communist parties, is being con-
sistently translated into reality, helping to staff
Party committees with people who enjoy the con-
fidence and trust of both the Communists and
the cntire people.

The representatives of the workers, peasants
and other categories of the working people make
a sizable proportion in the higher Party organs,
such as Party congresses and conferences, the
Central Committee, and various other Party com-
mittees. For example, the 24th CPSU Congress,
held in 1971, was attended by 4,963 delegates,
including 1,195 workers from various branches of
industry, construction and transport: metallurgists,
miners, machine-makers, textile workers, railroad

* The Road to Communism, Moscow, 1972, p. 609.
32008
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and others. The Congress dclegates also 1r1-f
mern icultural workers, 75 per cent o
cluded 870 agric ive farmers and state
whom were ordmary coll.ectwe. armers ar state
farm workers. The intelligentsia was represente
at the Congress by 597 scientists and hlghc.:r school
teachers, 120 workers in public education and
other cultural fields, including writers, composers,
artists, and actors.

The delegates to the 8th Congress of the Social-
ist Unity Party of Germany (1971) were 60 per
cent workers; 79 per cent of the delegates were of
working-class origin. This picture is quite typical
for the higher Communist Party forums in other
countries as well.

. The institutes of Party leadership, state and so-
cial management in the socialist community of na-
tions function in close accordance with the estab-

lished 1legal pr({)cedure. The CPS ules, for
iple, provide for convening monthly Py
m:esténgs :.y local Party organisations. And thezr
et : '5cuss and adopt decisions on the mogt
o {;t 1tssues Pertaining to the life ang work
lective inm;v‘{l’ Organisation and the working ¢]-
cal lendurer ich this Organisation provides politi-
Soviet holcslslPt' Ful’t.hermore, the USSR Upreme
' rl S Sessions twice 3 year, and copg;jq.
. APProves the Sy plan for nati
Nomic develop

_PMent and the national
peii- and 1t does 50 consiglently.

A the sime time, the ruling Lo?;gleuals{ lzlarty
\ ' em-
takes tlo accomnt the significance© !

«t of the given
ocratic functions of cach s;()\\\l\)(m(crson of corres-
social system. The Party 1n the p
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ponding Party organisations, takes special care
that the opinion of the broadest possible sections
of the people is heard and considered in each case
and that the position, experience and interests of
the working pcople are embodied to the fullest
possible extent in adopted decisions, whether it
be a session of the supreme representative body,
called upon to consider the national policy guide-
lines, or a session of a village Soviet dealing with
a small issue of improving the village services.

Any Party committee, from the district level
upwards, is also a rather broad collective body,
made up of the representatives of all classes and
social strata, including a considerable number of
ordinary workers and peasants. The example of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union is an
ample practical illustration. Even the highest
governing body of the CPSU includes 32
workers and peasants; the regional, territorial and
Union Republic Party committees are composed of
28,400 Communists, 30 per cent of whom are
workers and peasants; 363,200 people were elected
to the area, city and district Party committees, of
whom over 42 per cent arc workers and
peasants.

The bodies elected in lower Party organisations
are less numerous, though they necessarily follow
the principle of collectivism. Such bodies exist in
almost any enterprise or institution. 3,430 thou-
sand Communists, including 38,3 per cent of work-
ers and peasants, are members of Party commit-
tces and bureaus; secretaries or deputy secretaries
of the local Party organisations and their subdivi-

8°
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sions, and Party leaders of lower Party , gl‘OUPSi:
Workers and peasants account for 50 per cent o
the total number of the Party bure.au .and com-
[mittee members in local Party organisations.

In other words, some 4 million people, or over
93 per cent of the total membership of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union, including over
1,200,000 ordinary workers and peasants, are
directly involved in the system of leading Party
organs. A similar situation exists in the Communist
and Workers’ Parties of other socialist countries.
The Wojewodztwo (region) committees of the
Polish United Workers’ Party included 40 per
cent of workers;the Powiatowe (district) commit-
tees, 33 per cent; and the bureaus of local Party
organisations and the Party committees at indust-
T{al enterprises, over 54 per cent. This representa-
tion of the Party masses in Party committees at
every level and their close day-to-day ties with
tfhelzlwm'kn}g collectives is not only a prerequisite

or the [m,’f?”"dl.)’ democratic nature of the entire
Party activity—it also expresses its

The Part 2 E essence.

Yy committees apparatus, rather limited

compared to the broad contingent of P
. art .
ists, plays an auxiliary (nOtgthe y activ-

i rinc
Wlthl? the Communist parties and I:loes lr]i)::)er?le
the 1'1'ght to ta.dde policy-making problems z]lz)c’l
questions of principle in practical Party activities
Fhe active furl.Ct‘O“ing of Party organs, as the or.
gans of collective leadership, , e or-

is the essential coup-
terbalance to the possible subjectivism of Party

lcadgrs anq protects the Party and society from
““‘ﬂ‘ﬂl)l“ violations of their rights and interests.
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But who can open the people’s eyes to the mis-
takes and drawbacks of the ruling Party if therc
is no opposition? Indeed, who can assert that it
could never make mistakes?

True, society and state

C’til:idls";‘w management is so complex
- c . .
of Party Life a process that it is rather

difficult to exclude certain
misjudgements or failures. V. 1. Lenin, founder

of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and
the first Head of Soviet Government, used to say
that people who never commit mistakes did not
and could not exist. He said that political parties
could also err. The most important thing, however,
is their ability to expose all mistakes and short-
comings in both political and practical activities
and correct them in good time. The Communist
parties follow exactly this course of action,
according to the dialectics of social development
and the Party’s responsibility before society. This
course is ensured both ideologically and organisa-
tionally.

Those familiar with Marxism-Leninism know
that the critical method underlies all theory and
practice in the Communist parties and reflects their
essence. The Marxist-Leninist ideology teaches
the Communists to proceed from the fact that
nature and society develop through the struggle
of the opposite forces, of the new and the old, of
the emerging and the decaying, and that history
advances by overcoming contradictions. A Com-
munist ideological principle is to discern the multi-
farious manifestations of these contradictions and
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expose them in time. This principle applies equal-
ly to the outside world, to inner activities of the
Communists and to socialist society.

The Communist parties’ Rules which lay down
the basic laws of Party life include the demand to
encourage criticism, irrespective of individuals
or their posts, as one of the main norms. These
Rules provide for punishment of those who sup-
press criticism. All Communists enjoy the right to
express their opinion as regards major Party pol-
icy issues. The CPSU Rules, for example, specify
particula.rly that any Party member has the right
“...to discuss freely questions of Party policies
and practical activities at Party meetings, confer-
ences .and congresses, at the meetings of Party
committees and in the Party press; to table mo-
tions; openly to express and uphold his opinion as
long as the Party organisation concerned has
not adopted a decision; ...to address any
gugstlon, statement or proposal to any Party

°¢y, uP to and including the CC CPSU, and

to de )
v mff‘.‘.d an answer on the substance of his
address”.*

Mistakes and shortcomings in the activities of
Party and sta.te bodies are discussed at Party and
general meetings, conferences and congresses of
the P:art)f, trade-unions, youth and other public
organisations, an,d at sessions of the Soviets of
Working People’s Deputies. Critical articles are
regularly pu-bhshed In the press and broadcast
over the radio and television. Pick up any news-

* The Road to Communism, Moscow, 1972, pp. 600-01.
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paper published in a socialist country, and you
will sce that criticism from below is a constant
and effective insurance for the normal functioning
of the Party, State and society.

Channels of communication between the Com-
munist parties and the masses are as multiple as
the ways of verifying the correctness of Party
policies. The Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party,
for example, practises the so-called “Party days”
which prove a great success. These are regularly
convened open Party meetings attended by non-
Party people who make up almost half (and often
more) the total number of the participants. Cen-
tral and local newspapers and radio inform the
population well in advance of the forthcoming
meeting. Leading Party and state figures are in-
vited to attend such meetings and make state-
ments. Reports on vital political and economic
issues are normally discussed in detail. The dis-
cussion reveals both the achievements and draw-
backs of Party and State activities. Later on, the
competent bodies evaluate the results of such
meetings and adopt the necessary measures to
climinate the shortcomings revealed.

Apart from open Party meetings, various group
discussions have become very popular in the Hun-
garian People’s Republic. They are held by Party
committces and various sections of the working
people. There is no fixed agenda, and discussion
is in the form of questions and answers. As in the
case of open Party meetings, the results of this
discussion are generalised and the practical prob-
lems raised are forwarded to leading Party bo-
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dies, ministries, departments or other authoritics
for appropriate action.

The people criticised in the socialist countries
for committing mistakes in their work include [ore-
men, team leaders, chairmen of agricultural co-
operatives, factory and store dircctors, and Party
and state officials, up to and including ministers
and members of Politburos of the Central Com-
mittces of Communist parties.

A strict legal procedure exists in socialist coun-
tries: agencies, organisations and officials must
legally respond to the substance of criticism, ie.,
to rectify mistakes made, and make up for viola-
tions and shortcomings; besides, they must inform
the newspaper, magazine or person criticising
iiiem of the measures taken to remedy the situa-

ion.

Experience shows that self-criticism—another
mt;thod of exposing and overcoming contradictions
—is also very effective. Under socialism, a critic-
al analysis of one’s activities became just as effec-

thle a {n.ez.ms of eliminating shortcomings as exter-
na c.r1t1c1sm. Such a self-analysis convinces the
working people t

hat the man under criticism has
made the first and very important step towards
improving his attitude to work and enhances
conﬁd.cncc and respect from other people.

This mechanism of criticism and self-criticism
which has become part and parcel of the socialist
political system and which is continuously set into
motion by many millions of Communists and non-
Party people, more than compensates that seem-
ingly lost guarantee of democracy which some
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people traditionally associate with the existence
of opposition parties.

All Party leadership bodies in the Communist
parties, up to and including the Central Commit-
tee. arc accountable. All their actions are controlled
by the Party and society. Party committees at
every level submit reports on their activities within
strictly determined periods. At factories, plants,
offices and institutions, these reports are submit-
ted to a general meeting; within a certain territo-
rial organisation—to a Party conference; and the
Central Committees of Communist parties report
to Party Congresses. It is the higher bodies of
Party organisations and the Party as a whole—
general meetings of Communists, Party conferen-
ces and Congresses—that have the right and duty
to critically analyse and evaluate the activities of
their executive organs and to approve or disap-
prove of these activities.

The activity of the Party and separate Party or-
ganisations is open to the scrutiny of both Com-
munists and non-Party people. The press, radio
and television cover these activities in detail. Each
issue of central and local newspapers contains
the relevant information.

A democratic approach lt)o
Study L urgent development prob-
3';‘},&';"@:‘3;;:}:,, lems facing the state and

society greatly depends, na-
turally, on the actual position of the Party. It may
cither command and administer everything, or
(which is quite another thing) effect its leadership
skilfully, like an orchestra conductor.
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The relationship between the Communist Party
and the representative government bodies, state
administration machinery and public organisa-
tions, as laid down by the Constitutions of the so-
cialist countries and as existing in practice, has a
democratic, rather than administrative, character.

The Communist Party is the leader of the
masses; it is a collective political organiser of social
life. The Communist Party, like many other par-
ties, drafts and submits its policy proposals for the
people’s approval. But these proposals, unlike
those submitted by many other parties, are politi-
cally and scientifically substantiated for resolving
urgent social problems. Whether they will be ap-
proved or rejected depends upon the will of the
P.eople, representative government bodies and pub-
lic organisations.

The general policy of the Communist parties
and all their initiatives, with just a few exceptions
evoke the positive response and general approval
of various sections of the people. But this does not
h.a.Ppen because the Party exerts some kind of po-
htl_ca:l pressure upon society, or influences pcople’s
opinions through the mass media and through
Comfnunists holding important posts in state anq
pubhc.organisations. The Party’s influence anq
authority stem, first and foremost, from the posi-
tions it upholds. The Communist Party upholds the
interests of every working man, of the entire
people in both high-level politics and everyda
affairs. y

' Howc.ver, to maintain that making political de-
cisions 1n socialist society with only one ruling
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political party excludes debate and clash of opin-
ion would be an over-simplification.

Naturally, social ownership of the implements
and means of production and the transfer of power
to the people have created a favourable and dec-
cisive prerequisite for the interests of all classes
and social strata to merge, and for a close social
and political unity of the people. But given the
fullest possible community of interests and aims,
there is still the problem of coordinating them and
attaining them by the best possible means.

The comparison of different opinions, the quest
for the optimal alternative, freedom of discussion
and criticism—this is the democratic way towards
unity under both the communist one-party system,
and in q socialist society where the Communist
Party effects leadership in collaboration with the
democratic parties. The study and generalisation
of the people’s opinions and experience, the
approval of the viewpoint shared by the majority,
rather than the rejection of dissidents—this is the
method of working out and adopting political
decisions by the Communist Party and socialist
state at all levels.

Months of discussion, preceding the adoption of
their Programmes by the CPSU and other frater-
nal Communist parties, when thousands of sug-
gestions and proposals were made; discussion, by
the entire people, of the most important bills rang-
ing from labour laws to land legislation; wide pub-
lic discussion, in almost all European socialist
countries, of the poor management of national
economies that resulted in the economic reforms
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of the late 60-s and in the introduction of new
systems of planning and economic incentives—
these are only a few features of the method which
helps the Communists sec and take account of the
complexities and dialectical contradictions in-
volved in building a new society.

Thus, the social relations and the corresponding
political system under socialism, together with the
ideological policies and organisational set-up of
the Communist Party itself, ensure a situation
where the socialist one-party system, far from
limiting democracy guarantees its development.
This is how the close unity of the Communist Par-
ty and the people, which has become the most
characteristic feature of socialist system, is taking
shape and gaining strength.



By G. Volkov

CAN SOCIALISM PREVENT
AN “ECOLOGICAL CRISIS’?

Does anyone bear
the responsibility
for an “‘ecological
crisis”’?—

In search of new
principles for
dealing with
nature.—

“Man’s inorganic
body”.—Experience
and its lessons.—

Ways

In recent years, the problem
of whether man is undermin-
ing the basis of his own
existence by his industrial
activity, i.e., destroying na-
ture, polluting the environ-
ment, interfering with the
established processes in the
biosphere, is being discussed
with a growing sense of
alarm. All this may have
catastrophic consequences if
no preventive measures are
taken against an “ecological
crisis”. What are its causes?
It is no secret that the same
machinery, technology and
resources arc utilised both
under  capitalism  and
socialism. . ..

of harmonisation.—

Communism
and nature.
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People often think and talk of nature as some-
thing resisting, opposing, alien and even hostile to
man, something that one al-

On the Way ways has to “fight”, “con-
to Doomsday quer”, “subdue” and “domi-
nate.”

These words, taken from the vocabulary of
social antagonism, reveal the origin of such an
attitude to nature, which is a feature of the
decaying capitalist society in the world as a
whole.

Capitalism gave rise to powerful industry which
has made the vigorous, massive transformation of
nature a reality, of which a “pre-industrial” man
dared not even dream. But the same capitalism
also produced the spirit of utilitarianism and a
narrow pragmatic approach which stimulated and
channeled the social energy of “private initiative”,
and caused nature to be regarded merely as an
utilitarian object of severe exploitation. In a so-
ciety where men confronted each other as compet-
itors or rivals, they cannot help but treat nature
as a hostile, alien force. Nature is considered as
a source of raw materials which should be taken at
any price, as soon as possible and at minimum ex-
pense. If a system of “sweat-squeezing” is applied
to the worker, then the “resources-squeezing”
doctrine comes quite naturally in relation to na-
ture.

In this society, man forgets his blood relation-
ship to Mother Nature. He is no longer her re-
spectful son, and considers the outbursts of her e]e-
mental forces as evidence of her despotic yoke. He
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is. passionately striving to “hit back” and impose
his power over nature. The humble slave of yester-
year, who grovelled before her in humiliation and
pleaded the stern, supreme sovercign-nature mer-
cy and indulgence on his knees, has regained his
spirits and confidently settles his heavy, ham-
mered boot of industry on her lap.

No matter how awesome the achievements of
industry at the turn of the 20th century seemed to
the contemporary gencration, the impact of that
technological progress on the Planetary laborato-
ry of nature, this mighty circulation of natural
substances, was so limited in scale that it could be
compared to the amount of water which one river
brings into the ocean.

Nowadays, however, tens and hundreds of thou-
sands of tons of petrochemicals, black oil, tar and
other industrial wastes are literally daily drained
into rivers, scas and oceans; instead of isolated
smoke clouds smudging the sky, dense smog hangs
over sprawling urban settlements; forests are
rapidly disappearing and exhausted quarries are
spreading like a cancer tumour; radioactive decay
products have started accumulating in the flora
and fauna.

Industrial interference into the affairs of nature
is intensifying and broadening. 50 years ago, only
some West European states and the US had a de-
veloped technological basis. Now the majority of
countries have taken the path of active and rapid
industrial devclopment and are turning from ag-
rarian into industrialised states. Industrialisation
assumes virtually global scale.
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There is another important consideration. Years
ago, science, technology and the cconomy develop-
ed so gradually that generations of pcople were
born, lived and died under almost unchanging
conditions of work and life; in our age, people
born by the light of a kerosene lamp could witness
the mushroom cloud of an atomic explosion, bright-
er than a hundred suns, and man’s first steps on
the Moon. New ideas, which could radically trans-
form the life of our sons and grandsons, as well as
the life of our own gencration in 10 to 20 years,
are being deve]opcd in research laboratories all
over the world.

The intensification, acceleration and the global
scale assumed by scientific and technological prog-
ress are leading to the rapid spread of nature’s
transformation by man. This makes us think seri-
ously about not only what material wealth we
are leaving for the coming generations, but the
kind Qf environment we shall leave behind us.
The time has come for an urgent “reappraisal
of values”, e, re-examination of those principles
upon which our relationship with nature was
built.

No matter how scrupulously and efficiently man
utilises natural resources, they are finite on our
planet. If they are wrenched from the natural ro-
tation of substances, they are irreplaccable. There
is already a shortage of industrial and drinking
water in many areas of our planet. In the foresec-
able, though rather distant, future oil, iron, coal,
non-ferrous metals and timber resources may be
exhausted.
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Western sociologists and economists are showing
an understandable concern over an “‘ecological
crisis”’. In recent years many interesting works
evoking a gloomy picture of the savage devasta-
tion of nature, and no less gloomy forecasts have
appeared. But who is to be blamed in the conflict
with nature? Technology and industry themselves
seem to be guilty. And here, apparently, nothing
can be done. Capitalism and socialism are equally
guilty and equally responsible. Such is allegedly
the nature of ‘“technological civilisation”: we are
making our lives ever more comfortable at the ex-
pense of nature, which will inevitably be degrad-
ed. Such are the arguments in capitalist countries
which are also used to explain the social collisions
aggravated by the scientific and technological re-
volution. The argument is based on the fact that
man has made a fetish of science and technology.

Of course, much depends on technology, the
level of its development, on the standard of know-
ledge embodied in its advancement and on our
experience and abilities to make use of this tech-
nology and to manage it rationally. But one should
not be drawn into the world of myths and fairy-
tales and attribute technology with the ghostly
life of vampires and demons. It should not be
accused of vices which are a direct cause of the
deficiency of a certain system of human society,
its inability to organise an exchange of substances
with nature on a rational, planned and scientific
basis.

Indeed, how could this task be solved if in cap-
italist countries land and its resources are divid-

4—2098
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ed among property owners who fiercely compete
with cach other? With such competition, not only
does man confront man and capital stand vs. cap-
ital, but the natural resources belonging to one
company opposc thosc of another. A chemical con-
cern, for example, considers it nonc of its business
if its plants are poisoning rivers and the atmos-
phere.

How could this problem possibly be solved when
maximum profits, profit at any cost, and not the
interests and destinies of the population are the
goals of production? When the inhabitants of in-
dustrial districts in Buffalo (New York) started a
movement to clean the air, the rivers and the
lakes around the city, the executives of Bethlehem
Steel called a public press conference. They de-
manded lower taxes to be levied on Bethlehem
Steel, high productivity by the workers in their
plants and an end to all “prodding” of Bethlechem
Steel about cleaning the environment. In other
words, the workers have to pay for the expensive
measures to clean the environment. Now and then,
the' owners confront the working people with an
ultimatum: “Take it or leave it! You have a choice
of clean air, clean water and no jobs, or polluteq
air and water, shorter lives and possible jobs
C.apltahsn-.., in an antagonistic contradiction, ine-
vitably brings about a clash between the interests
of further development of production—and con-
sequently, of material maintenance of working

* World Marxist Review, 1972, No. 8, p. 13.
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people—and the interests of society in respect of
cuvironmental protection.

Is it not therefore clear that capitalism is to be
blamed for the approaching world “ecological cri-
sis”? Capitalism has been the dominant system on
our planet for two or three centuries and it con-
tinues to control a large share of the carth’s ter-
ritory. But by now, the most industrialised coun-
tries of the capitalist world already consume more
oxygen from the atmosphere than the vegetation
of these countries can regenerate. Is it not a fact
that the “contribution” of the US alone to the
total contamination of our planet amounts to about
40 per cent? Is it not imperialism which bears a
responsibility for the savage plunder of natural
resources of former semi-colonial and colonial na-
tions? Is it not true that such pillage continues to
be carried out in some under-developed countries
still in the imperialist orbit? Did not the US wage
an “‘ecological warfare” in Vietnam by purpose-
fully destroying the flora and fauna of this long-
suffering country?

Even American ecologists agree that a huge,
tenfold increase in environmental pollution ex-
perienced in the United States over 25 postwar
years has not only been a result of the population
growth and production increase (which have gone
up by almost 40 per cent). The most important
cause is the specific changes in the technology of
industrial and agricultural production whereby
many natural products have been replaced by
man-made articles; cars on average have become
more powerful, and many new technological pro-
s
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cesses have been introduced. Still the main cause
of these changes has been the desire to make big-
ger profits.

It is imperialism that bears the full responsi-
bility for the radiological contamination of the
earth’s atmosphere and the world ocean. In 1968
alone, Britain, Belgium, West Germany, France
and the Netherlands dumped 11,000 tons of ra-
dioactive wastes in untested containers into the
Atlantic. The water used for cooling nuclear reac-
tors at Hanford is drained down the Columbia
river into the Pacific Ocean. In England, con-
tqminated effluents from nuclear installations are
discharged into the Irish Sea, and those from the
French power reactors— into the Rhéne and the
Mediterranean. Despite the protests voiced by
the pul;lic the world over, in August 1970, the US
authorlties. dumped 418 large-size containers of
nerve gas into the Atlantic.

Contamination of the environment has assumed
sqch an alarming scale that many capitalist coun-
tru.zs recently started a nature-protection cam-
paign. The state assumes the role of a supreme
arbiter and a “supervisor”, tries, by means of fineg
and taxes, to put certain limits on the “gangsters
of the biosphere”, and sets up relevant ministries
and commissions. The big question is how effective
are these measures when the land, natural resources
and the means of production remain as private
property. This is why the Communist parties in
capitalist countries are linking their struggle for
the healthy environment with the fight against the
capitalist form of ownership. This is why people
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all over the world are asking whether the human
race will be able to escape ecological deadlock
if the capitalist way of life and production organi-
sation is here to stay?

The more the human race and the technical
tools of its existence are growing in number, the
more our Earth becomes like the Planet of the Lit-
tle Prince in the book by Saint-Exupéry. The Prince
was concerned with unearthing baobab seceds:
“A baobab is something you will never, never be
able to get rid of if you attend to it too late. It
spreads over the entire planet. It bores clear
through it with its roots. And if the planet is too
small, and the baobabs are too many, they split it
in pieces. ...”®

No, “baobabs” are by no means the symbol of
technological civilisation. They are the symbol of
its negative sides, they are its weeds which are to
be spotted and uprooted in time.

Mankind has arrived at a point where the roads
are diverging. If we blindly follow the road we
have previously taken, and proceed along it at
an ever increasing pace of scientific and techno-
logical revolution without paying the slightest at-
tention to its “weeds”, we are sure to become like
that idler who failed to uproot in time three bao-
bab seedlings on his planet. This is one way.
There is every reason to believe that mankind
will not take it, since it will remove its blinkers

* Antoine de Saint-Exupéry, The Little Prince, Pen-
guin Books, 1965, p. 26.
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and realise more and more clearly what the end
of this road looks like.
There is yet another road, and the socialist
countries have already taken it.
L More than a hundred years
New Principle ago, the young Marx for-
of Dealing lated hi . tal
with Nature mulated his environmenta
o credo, reflected in a precise,
aPhO’l‘lS.th, and picturesque phrase “Nature is
man’s inorganic body” *

What does it mean? Let us try to uncarth the
essence of Marx’s definition.
y I\tIature is man’s body. This means, first of all,
1.1a' natu!e and mankind form an integral and
(;vmg umty._ Human society cannot exist and
evelop outside nature, as man cannot think with-
out a brain. If man develops the tools of think-
1r¥gfcompreh.ension, memory and habits of me-
diation b’y }Jtllising the energy of his brain mat-
;ecrt;ﬁ; SItr}?ellZiﬁ]y ldevelops the tools of his external
nature’s materia(l)sfa of technology, by resos e fo
| And if by doing so man inflicts irreplaceable
0sses on natu.re, then these losses represent g
damage to his own inorganic body and thjs
equals to blood-letting and exhausting his ownp
organs of activity.
.In Russian fairy-tales, the hero, someone like
Prince Ivan? or .Ivan the Fool, finds himself in a
desperate situation when flying on back of anp

* Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected {Vorks, Vol. 3
Moscow, 1975, p. 276. '
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eagle: in order to reach his destination at any cost,
he has to feced it by cutting picces of his own body.
But, happily, Ivan’s {light lasts not so long. Man-
kind which is flying on the wings of the scientific
and technological progress is not at all going to
stop either in 10 or 50 or 100 years. Here one will
not be able to fly for long by exhausting one’s own
body, even if it is inorganic.

The present greedy, couldn’t-care-less attitude
to naturc is a form of social cannibalism, “dis-
memberment” and crime against the life and
health of the present and future generations. And
this idea must be made cristal clear, if mankind is
to avoid killing the goose that lays the golden ecgg.

What is there to be done? To declare war on
the “iron-and-fire-spitting dragon” of industry
and technical progress? Or to repeat the “Back to
Nature” call made by Jean-Jacques Rousseau?

Such calls are made in the West but few people
take them seriously: one cannot turn back the
wheel of history and jump off the soaring rocket
of scientific and technological progress. Hence, the
question is where to steer this rocket.

And here we return to the image created by
Marx. If nature is man’s body, he is free to treat
it differently. One can waste away one’s health,
all the living resources of the body and thus to
make one’s death closer. One can, on the other
hand, develop one’s muscles and living organs,
train them and perfect their ability to restore the
spent energy and living resources.

The history of human civilisation has passed
through different stages in its attitude to nature
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Antique philosophy, has, for example, most con-
sistently expressed the view that man is insep-
arable from nature, is part of it and therefore
its laws are his laws. At that time, it stood to
reason that man needed to apprechend nature not
in order to hold sway over it, but to enjoy the
beauty and harmony of the Universe, to find his
place and his bearings in the world. Or, as Plato
wrote, it is necessary to apprehend nature in or-
der “that we might observe the circuits of intelli-
gence in the heaven and profit by them for the
revolutions of our own thought, which are akin
to them”,” or in other words, one “should bring
the intelligent part, according to its pristine na-
ture, into the likeness of that which intelligence
discerns, and thereby win the fulfilment of the
best life set by the gods before mankind both for
this present time and for the time to come**,
Capitalism and industrial production have giy-
en rise to another view, other aims, referred tq
above, i.e., to apprehend nature in order to change
it to one’s liking, subdue it to one’s needs, enslave
it, to snatch away its secrets by means of expe-
riment and break it down by means of industry'
Finally, in the present epoch of transition from
capitalism to socialism, a complete change of att;-
tude towards nature becomes all the more urgent:
it must be regarded as a living organism embrac-
ing human society. We therefore have to appre-

# Plato’s Cosmology. The “Timacus” of Plalo translageq
with a running commentary. London. 1937, p. 158,
** Ibid., p. 854.
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hend nature and society as something uniform and
indivisible, to control nature’s elemental forces
and to orient them to society’s benefits, or to put
it more mildly, to “tame” nature, as man once
tamed wild animals to their mutual advantage,
and to enter organically into nature’s life. This
means that both the tools of human activity
and its technical means and scientific methods
have to undergo certain changes.

Mankind is at the threshold of social maturity,
it cannot and should not trcat any longer its own
“body” as a hostile force to be enslaved and
squeezed like a lemon. The human race is searching
for a path to the harmonious union of industry and
nature, of man and his environment, a union in
which man and his inorganic body would find
optimal conditions for their infinite development.

Let us now sec the basis on which socialist so-
ciety builds its relations with nature. Let us an-
swer the main question whether or not it has at its
disposal greater possibilities to regulate these rela-
tions than has capitalism.

The decisive factor is that under socialism, na-
ture and its resources belong not to private com-
panies and persons, but to society as a whole,
it is a national property. .

The development of socialist production 1s de-
termined not by the law of getting the maximum
profit, but by the interests of the working p.eogle,
of the whole nation. This is why under socialism
there are no—and cannot be any—unresolved
contradictions between the effort to obtain a profit
and the necessity to protect the environment,
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between the selfish interests of entreprencurs and
the interests of society as a whole.

The development of capitalist production is
mainly influenced by contradictory economic in-
terests and only to a limited degree is controlled
by society and the state. The development of a
socialist economic system, on the other hand, is
purposely controlled centrally and on a scientific
basis.

Since under socialism, nature and industry arc
in the hands of one owner (society), it becomes
possible to effect a unified, state and planned con-
trol over their interrelation, to carry out complex
and long-range planning, to make precise cal-
culations of consumed and regenerated natural
resources, of distribution and utilisation of pro-
ductive forces, taking into account not only purely
economic, but social and ecological factors as
well.

The foregoing does not imply that a socialist
society has none of its own special difficulties in
rclations with nature. Socialist countries are en-
countering contradictions between the urgent need
to step up the rates of scientific and techn010g_
ical progress, to accelerate the development of
material production, and the necessity to allocate,
at the same time, considerable sums for protecting
and restoring the environment. Sometimes, enter-
prises and ministries, in utilising natural resources,
are being guided by their narrow routine and buy-
reaucratic interests, Hasty, incompetent decisions,
which do not take into consideration the whole
complex of possible consequences of our industrial



Communism: Questions 59 G. Volkov. .
and Answers Socialism and the Environment

interference with nature, may also play a negative
part.

However, these contradictions and shortcomings
are in the nature of “pains of growth”, and they
are not in themselves the product of a socialist
system. On the contrary, they result from the fact
that not all the advantages of this system are yet
fully utilised.

As socialist society is developing and reach-
ing maturity, it endeavours to forge a new rela-
tionship with nature, increasingly discarding
the utilitarian approach.

. From the very first days of
Soviet its cxistence, the Soviet state
Experience ’

regarded nature as a na-
tional property, which should be kept intact and
enlarged. Lenin himself elaborated the basic prin-
ciples of utilising natural resources. During the
first few years of Soviet power, he signed 94 de-
crees and laws relevant to protecting the environ-
ment and utilising natural resources. On his initia-
tive, such documents as “The Basic Law on
Forests”, “On Protecting Fishing and Hunting
Grounds in the Arctic Ocean and the White Sea”,
“On Protecting Natural Monuments, Gardens and
Parks” were adopted. During Lenin’s lifetime,
the first 6 national game reserves were set up in
the country. At present there are huge state
preserves all over the USSR territory.

These and other measures have proved to be
rather effective. In tsarist Russia, rapacious an-
nihilation of the wild lifeled to virtual disappear-
ance of the sable, beaver, otter, marten, saiga and
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clk. Now there are hundreds of thousands of these
animals in the country. In numerous state fish and
animal breeding farms, valuable species are reared
which are later released into forests and reser-
voirs. Millions upon millions of hectares of land
are planted systematically with trees and shrub-
bery.

The Soviet Union was first in the world to set
maximum permissible rates of concentration of
hazardous substances in the atmosphere. In the
USSR, the law forbids a new industrial unit to be
commissioned unless its effluent-purifying instal-
lations are in operation.

Moscow is very proud of its air, which is clean-
er than in any other major European city. How
was this achieved? During the last decade, about
300 air polluting enterprises have been either
moved into the countryside or reconstructed. In
Moscow (and in other big cities of the country)
all power-stations start operating on low-sulphur
fuel in order to reduce the content of sulphur an-
hydride in the atmosphere.

One of the reasons why the air in Soviet cities
has become cleaner is due to the widespread intro-
duction of pipe-lines binding natural gas to in-
dustries and homes. The development of central-
heating systems servicing the population of the
Soviet Union has assumed such a scale that it
has no match in any capitalist country. This has
made it possible to get rid of tiny boiler-rooms
which used to pollute the air.

The state has achieved a considerable reduction
in air contamination not only in Moscow and Le-
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ningrad but in such industrial centres as Gorky,
Magnitogorsk, Donetsk, Krivoi Rog, Cherepovets,
amongst others.

In the Soviet Union, much has been and is be-
ing done to protect and clean the rivers and lakes.
Such work is carried out in accordance with the
recently adopted basic laws concerning the use of
water and land resources. During five years,
670 complex purifying installations with a
daily capacity of 3 million m® have been
constructed in the Volga and Ural river
basins. There are also purifying installations
which extract chemical elements from effluents.
The state spends large sums of money for such
purposes. From 1973 to 1976, around 700,000,000
rubles are to be spent on constructing purifying in-
stallations at 421 industrial enterprises located in
the Volga and Ural river basins. By 1980, it is
planned to stop dumping untreated or insuf-
ficiently cleaned domestic and industrial ef-
fluents in all towns located in this basin.

Such undertakings are not only costly but they
produce no immediate economic effect. From the
utilitarian point of view, the outlays for the pro-
tection of the environment and its restoration may
seem to be unjustified. Still the socialist state
spends large amounts of money since it follows
the guidelines of a broader social criterion—to
create healthy environment not only for the pre-
sent generation but for the generations to come.
People’s life, health, and ability to work is the
most precious wealth, the “capital” of socialist
society. This being so, then clean air and water,
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forests and all other resources of nature, with
which man comes into a physical and spiritual
contact, are really invaluable.

Such a view of man’s relationship with nature,
which is now widely and universally accepted in
the socialist countries, has not always been a guid-
ing principle in economic life: several unsound
projects have been carried out which brought
damages both to nature and society. Such, for
example, was the case with the construction of
the Sevan Hydro-Power Station in Armenia. As
a rCSl_llt of the dam built there, the existence of
a2 unique mountain lake was threatened. Now
some costly measures have to be taken to raise the
water level in the lake.

Several years ago, the Soviet public began to
show concern over the building of a large timber-
Pr0c§:ssing complex on the shores of the Lake Baj-
kal in Siberia, a unique masterpiecc of nature,
It was feared that the effluents drained from this
Plant would deaden all forms of life in the lake.
ghe USSR Government recognised the fears voiced
by the public. It issued a special decree provid-
ing for effective purification of effluent Waterg
Some other measures have been undertaken to pro:
tect Fhe lake’s environment. It was decided to sto
ﬂO«’:ltlng logs down all the rivers falling into the
Baikal. Measures are presently being taken to
remove the sunken logs from the lake. The organs
of state Inspection and scientists are keeping 5
close watch over the administrators’ observance

pf the adopted measures, and sound the alarm
in case of any violation. :



Cominunism: Qucstions 63 G Volkov.

and Answers Socialism and the Environment

Socialist society is able to build its relationship
with naturc on the basis of a complex approach.
Preventive measures represent a whole complex
of tasks (concerning forests, rivers and lakes, air
transport, location of industrial enterprises, prin-
ciples of town planning, use of natural resources)
adjusted within a unified state plan.

The same approach is adopted in specific re-
gions. On the territory of industrial complexes, na-
ture, population points, and the location of indus-
trial projects are all linked to a single plan. Thou-
sands of Soviet geographers, economists, sociolo-
gists and administrators are working in close co-
operation to improve the organisation of timber in-
dustries in Siberia, oil industriecs—down the Volga
River, and iron and steel plants—in the Ukraine
and the Urals.

In socialist countries, the protection of nature is
a matter of concern for both the state and the
people. In view of this, numerous public inspection
committees and posts have been set up at many
industrial enterprises in the USSR. Students,
schoolchildren and young workers actively parti-
cipate in various measures aimed at nature con-
servation. Recently created Society of Nature
Conservation sponsors so-called “people’s univer-
sities” and “faculties of nature conservation” all
over the country. During the past five years,
members of the society have delivered almost
2,000,000 lectures.

It is appropriate to finish an exposé of Soviet
experience with a quotation from the Report of
the CC CPSU to the Party’s 24th Congress
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which succinctly defines the Soviet Communists’
policy for dealing with nature: “As we take steps
to speed up scientific and technical progress, we
must see to it that it should combine with the ra-
tional treatment of natural resources and should
not cause dangerous air and water pollution or
exhaust the soil. The Party demands most em-
phatically that the planning and economic bodies
and design organisations, all our cadres, should
keep the question of naturc protection within their
field of vision when designing and building new
enterprises or improving the work of existing ones.
Not we alone, but the coming generations should
also be able to use and enjoy all the gifts of our
country’s splendid natural environment. We are
also prepared to participate in collective interna-
tional schemes for nature protection and the ra-
tional use of natural resources”.*

We have very briefly described the experience
of ﬂ}e SOVl.et Union. Similarly, the problem of
man’s r(.elatl.onship with nature in the contempo-
rary scientific and technological revolution is
being .SOIVCd in other socialist countries. These
countries coordinate their efforts in environmen-
tal protection and restoration of the natura] re-
sources. Scientific and technical cooperation within
the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance is
organised with due regard to the problems of
environmental protection. Any positive experience
in solving these problems obtained by each of
these countries is shared within the whole socia]-

* 24th Congress of the CPSU, Moscow, 1971, pp. 69-70.



Communism: Questions G. Volkov. .
and Answers 65 Socialism and the Environment

ist community. Socialist states are the sponsors of
tackling environmental problems on a world
scale. They were the first to move these problems
for discussion at the United Nations. The first
large-scale international meeting devoted to
this question, the Symposium of the UN Eco-
nomic Commission for Europe, was also held

on the initiative of a socialist country (Czechos-
lovakia) in May 1971.

Communists consider that

Problems, restoration and conserva-
Searches, tion of nature is only half
Prospects

the problem. We have no
intention of freezing our technical and economic
advance. We arc aiming at an equilibrium be-
tween nature and society, but this equilibrium
should be dynamic and not static. It is not meant
to restrict the scientific and technological revolu-
tion but to lead it along a path which is safe, but
provides rapid movement.

Are there any possibilities for this? Yes, there
are some quite tangible ones, opened up by the
development of science and technology. But as
we have shown, only a society where there are
no contradictory interests on the part of private
owners exploiting nature, a society which, in start-
ing up production, builds its relations with nature
on a unified plan the essence of which is to take
care of the environment for the coming genera-
tions, may realise the full extent of these possibil-
ities.

As man makes the transition from an imperfect

technology to a sophisticated one, he will possess
5—2098
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an ever growing range of possibilities for harmo-
nising his relations with nature.

As Antoinc Saint-Exupéry rightly pointed out,
we are just starting to get used to the house
called “technical civilisation”. This house is not
yet too cosy, since the new way of life is taking
shape too rapidly and all novelties are causing
discord in the houschold.

Society may channel the development of tech-
nical means in such a way that they would improve
not only from the economic point of view, but
would meanwhile organically and quite naturally
“become part” of man’s life and work, on the one
hand, and nature, on the other.

Take, for example, one of the most perilous
blind alleys of “technical civilisation”—the prob-
lem of industrial waste. It is rapidly growing
along with stepped-up production, and it is this
waste 'fhat threatens to turn land into a dump
vard, rivers—into gutters and the air—into dense
smog.

wz}y}c:fllt.; 15 a reliable and economically effective
. The development of technology itself prompts
it. It 1195 in the complete elimination of industrial
waste, just as there are no wastes on board a
space-ship. In other words, wastes may be re-
cycled; liquid efﬂ.uents, after purification, may be
reused. They are included into 5 closed technolog-
ical circulation cycle, simjlar to the one eXisting
in nature. There are examples of such closed-cir-
cuit technology. The world is aware of the nega-
tive consequences of building huge thermal and
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clectric power plants, the unit capacities of which
are rcaching tremendous figures. In future, man-
kind will consume hundreds and thousands times
more clectricity than at present. If we produce it
by traditional methods, we shall be obliged to use
cxhaustively all the energy from rivers and to
purn all the fuel available. In such a case, this
industry alone will endanger the climatic and
atmospheric conditions of man’s existence.

Luckily, modern science offers some hope of
solving even this problem. After successfully test-
ing the Soviet “Tokomak” machine, the pros-
pect of building fusion power plants has become a
reality. The advantage of such electric power
plants lics, first of all, in the fact that they will
produce energy by using the fuel whose resources
are practically inexhaustible: deuterium, i.e., heavy
water. The efficiency of such power plants will
range from 60 to 90 per cent.

It seems, however, that the most important as-
pect of such a method of energy production lies
in the fact that it will not pollute the environment
and will remove the possibility of radioactive
contamination which always exists in operating
nuclear power plants. Moreover, by using the
flow of heated gas expelled by a fusion reactor,
it would be possible, according to some experts,
to destroy varied industrial wastes and then to
separate out the required elements for their later
reuse in production.

Automobiles with internal combustion engines
pollute the atmosphere of cities, but designers are
already working out designs for electromobiles.
5
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Tremendous noise which may be hea,r(}l ml r}?anyt
workshops is detrimental to the worker S ca t ’,b?
this evil could be eliminated by changins over ©

| die stamping
new technology (for example, from losed. ful
to casting), and in future by creatind cl:)SCl o 1
ly automated, distance-controlled .tcc nologica
lines. Many chemical plants produci®é hazardous
substances already have semi- ©OF completely
closed technological lines. )

The most vivid example of creatiBs fechnology
which completely excludes any pollution, of the
environment is offered by the USSR uranium in-
dustry where closed cycles using D€V extracting
and sorbtion processes were introduced from its
Very outset. . )

T_'he use of pesticides in agriculture is causing a
serious concern. One consoles oneself by thinking
that such application of chemicals 18 only a
temporary feature of agricultural development.

lew, more effective and man-safe biological and

1ochemical means of stimulating the growth of
Plants and apimals and of their protection

YoM weeds, pests and bacteria are sure to ap-
pear.

O“f’- Western author in his science fiction story
escribes the return of astronauts to Earth after
a long Space mission. During their absence, several
centuries had pagsed and astronauts were expect-
g 1o see tremendous technological progress. But
they were disappointed to see quiet forests, calm
meadows apq picturesque landscape on the old
planet. They could not spot any factories, roads or
roaring highways. With the creation of a techno-
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logically new means of communication, cnabling
people living on the opposite sides of the globe
to come easily into contact with each other, long-
distance voyages turned out to be of no use and
people rode specially-bred animals to pay visits
to the neighbours. Quite different kinds of animals,
plants and bacteria produced all the foodstuffs,
clothes and household articles needed by people.
In other words, the biological civilisation, which
offers a harmonic unity with nature and creates
the best conditions for the moral and physical
development of man, has come to replace the in-
dustrial civilisation.

Of course, one can question the precise details
of futuristic life, as they are set out in the story;
nevertheless many naturalists, sociologists and
ecologists believe that in the future biological
methods will acquire prime importance.

At a time when cybernetics, bionics, engineer-
ing psychology and industrial design are trying
to give man’s working environment “a human
face”, there already exist interesting prospects and
possibilities of improving man’s natural environ-
ment.

The world, “created by the Deity” is far from
man’s ideal abode, and it needs a thorough shake-
up. Let us take the Soviet Union. Its territory to-
tals 22,800,000 sq. km., but a huge portion of it
is desert, semi-desert, tundra, and forest-tundra.
Out of the total 240 million hectares of arable
land many tens of millions gf hectares are subject
to either constant or periodical d{‘OUghts. Besides,
due to low average temperature, in the USSR the
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growing season of crops is on average longer than,
for example, in the USA.

Should Soviet man put up with the situation?
Of course, not. Much has already been done, for
example, the irrigation and planting trees in the
arid regions of the Central Asia and down the
Volga River, the drainage of malarial marshlands
in Kolkhida (Georgia) and planting of protective
forest-belts. The development of science and engi-
neering gives new powerful means for performing
such transformations.

For example, the problem of controlled climate
becomes an urgent matter. Sovict people are now
capable of preventing hails which used to inflict
serious damage to vineyards in Moldavia. In a
number of places, forest fires are extinguished by
means of artificially induced rainfalls. But these
are only the first steps. We can not even yet make
absolutely reliable weather forecasts. The solution
of this problem alone would greatly facilitate
agricultural development, while a controlled cli-
mate would mean a tenfold increase in agricultu-
ral produce.

Various projects aimed at radical climatic
transformation were discussed in the Soviet press.
They included melting ice in the Arctic Ocean,
transfer of waters of certain Siberian rivers into
the Central-Asian deserts, changing the direction
of some warm and cold ocean currents, develop-
ment of “artificial suns” by using the energy of
nuclcar fusion. But environmentalists have solid
orounds to object and they insist that realisation
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of such projects would cause a host of negative
side effects.

Such reasoning has a dampening effect. But
they do at least convince us that without a tho-
rough analysis, we must not try such experiments.
In socialist society, it is, in principle, possible to
carry out climatic transformation projects on a
very large scale, since the long chain of intercon-
nected causes and consequences would be placed
under an active and strict control, carried out by
man on a genuinely scientific basis.

There is another very important aspect. In or-
der to make a model of a particular natural pro-
cess by using technical means, vast amounts of
money and energy are required. But to gently
push a natural process into the direction needed
by man, a comparatively small effort is sufficient.
It works as a sort of “trigger relay action” start-
ing the whole chain reaction of interconntifted
causes and consequences. That is the “trick of
controlling nature. )

This explains the urgency of scientifically
forecasting the ways in which the whole biosphere
will develop as a result of scientific and tec.hmcal
activities. Without its solution, it is utterly 1mpos-
sible to carry out large-scale projects of nature
transformation, and a transfer to the organisation
of optimum environment, to re-making of the
biosphere, with duc regard to its own laws and the
interests of mankind, is totally unthinkable.

Socialist socicty with a centralised Planncd
cconomy is capable of executing reproductlon.ﬂnd
building its relations with nature on a strictly



Communism: Questions G. Volkov. .
: S . o cnt
and Answers 12 Socialism and the Environ®

scientific basis, with prior adjustments to avoid ne-f
gative consequences. For examplc, t!xc sollutc{o'n 0

ecological problems is, at present: included 1n @
long-range development plan of the USSR econo-
my up to 1990. .

Another social aspect is of no less importance.
L.arge-scalc geo-technical projects cannot be car-
ried out by one country, one nation. A drastic
change in the climate of one ared of.t.hc. Earth
cannot help affecting the climatic equilibrium of
the whole planet. Any large-scale interference
with the natural course of things would affect the
whole Earth’s biosphere and cannot be a strictly
local phenomenon. The biosphere does not recog-
nise any national boundaries or state borders.

Man’s thought and actions are challenged by
the problem of controlling the planet’s biosphere
as a single system in his interests. Neither any
particular state mor a “bloc” of countries can
shoulder such a task. The global scale which the

relations of man and nature assume, demands
joint efforts on the part of all countries and con-
tinents, their national and social

C consolidation
which becomes a reality only in the course of

communist transformation of the planet. The con-
tradiction, brought about in the social structure of
the world capitalist countries by th

is requirement
made by nature herself, is proof that human rela-

tions based on private property have become out-

dated not only socially, but technologically and
ecologically as well.

The human race has settled over the whole pla-
net, with its numbers doubling every 35-40 years.
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But still it occupies a tiny place in the living
mass of the biosphere. It has been calculated that
the total weight of all living organisms on our
planect exceeds that of people by 6 million times.
Man’s power, it seems, is not a function of
sheer numbers, but rather of mankind’s combined
intelligence, its transforming activity, being direct-
ed by a certain social organisation.

We are living through a decisive epoch of the
Earth’s gcological history, when a spontaneous
evolution of the biosphere gives way to its con-
scientious, purposeful control, when possibilities
for this control are arising. Mankind is getting
ready for its new planectary role and is passing
through a period of drastic, unheard-of changes
in social relations, which will culminate in build-
ing communist society.

In this connection, we should mention one more,
purely personal factor. According to Karl Marx,
the universal character of man is linked with that
of his environment. This is a profound thought.
In the socialist countries we are creating a new so-
cial environment for forming the new man, and
this, of course, is of prime importance. But a na-
tural environment is not a factor to be over-
looked in this process.

How can a child possibly develop fully his in-
quisitiveness, his active self and emotional char-
acter if, from the moment of birth, he lives in the
asphalt, roaring jungle of a big city, where his
movements are restrained, transistor radios replace
bird’s singing and a TV set is a source of the most
acute experiences? Is it not this lack of outlet for
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their energy, in a creative contact with nature,
which drives some teenagers to seck some relief in
anti-social behaviour? However, it is no secret
that “patriarchal”, remote villages are no more
able to activise man’s inner world.

The solution, it seems, lies in the organic com-
bination of the achievements of the urban civili-
sation and the many-faced beauty of Mother Na-
ture into a single cultural complex, into such so-
cial and natural environment which would allow
the all-round creative abilities of man to be de-
veloped and fully utilised.

The transformation of the planet’s nature into
a humanised nature presupposes that the naturc
of social relations would also become humanised.
Hence, such a natural and social environment will
be created which would make the all-round devel-
opment and formation of one’s creative abilities a

reality.



By A. Lukyanov

WHAT 1S THE COMMUNIST
IDEA OF THE STATE?

Mankind’s eternal
satellite?—
Prompted

by the practical
experience

of the masses.—
From

the dictatorship
of the proletariat
to a state of

the entire people.—
People’s power
or power over
people? —
Perfecting

the state
apparatus.—
Two forms

of democracy.—
The future of a
socialist state,

Critics of Marxism some-
times portray Communists
as people who deny or
undermine the state and try
to liquidate it as quickly as
possible. It is also often al-
leged that Communists
want to bring all society’s
major aspects of life under
state control and wish to
reach a stage where the state
controls everything, even
human relationships. What
arc the Communists’ real
views? What is the reality?
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One can still come across a dwindling numl?ecg
of sociologists who hold that thc.statc appcalcd
together with man an
Why and When Did  hyman society and that it
e State Become i haracteristic of the
Necessary 15. ¢ . ial d
biological, socia an
psychological nature of man and his eternal
inclination to holqg power and to submit to power.
Is this really so? Archaeological, ethnographi-
cal and historical studies conducted over the last
150 years haye made it convincingly clear: the
state is not mankind’s eternal satellite. There was
a time when people managed without a state—
1.¢., primitive society with its tribal system. Of
COUrse, in a primitiye community, whether it was
the ancient German mark or the Slavs’ zadruga,
roquoian Indian tribes, or a family in India,

t cre existed common interests, the protection of

w%nch was trusted to particular persons, vested
with certain Powers, acting under the control of
a self~g0vernin

. g community. But the state as a
Specific form of organising society did not exist

l}en and why did the state appear? What
fu"Ct}OnS did it perform? Why did it emerge at
varying chrono]ogical periods—with some peoples,
for Instance, the Egyptians, Greeks and Romans—
many centurieg B.C., while with others, for exam-
ple, the Germans ang Russians,—many centuries
later? They say that a definite level of technolo-
gical, productive and cultural development was

essential. Yes, certainly. But precisely what
level?
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In studying these questions, Marx and Engels
analysed a vast amount of data on the develop-
ment of human society which had been obtained
by archaeologists and ethnographers, as well as
those contained in the works of the most
prominent historians, in Plato’s, Aristotle’s,
Kant’s, Hegel’s, Saint-Simon’s and Fourier’s
works on the state and in those of other great
thinkers.

All this enabled Marx and Engels to declare
that the state is a necessary and natural result of
social development at a definite historical stage
of society’s life. It appears in society where and
when it becomes divided into classes, i.e., into large
groups of people, onc of which may appropriate a
definite share of the results of work done by
others. But most people would not work voluntar-
ily for the benefit of the others and be subdued by
them unless they were forced. There appears a
need for a special organisation, supported by an
armed force which would keep the masses in
obedience. The state is such an organisation. Such
was an ancient state—an organisation of slave
owners, assigned to keep a tight rein on slaves.
Such was a feudal state which ensured the obedi-
ence of the peasants and working people in the
towns. Such is a bourgeois state, which, irrespec-
tive of its form, remains an instrument of capital’s
domination over labour.

What unites these types of state? Of course,
any state is bound to take upon itself a certain
amount of work in order to run any society. Such,
in particular, are communal services, irrigation,
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transport facilities, traffic safety, etc. But the
main thing uniting them all is the fact that .thcy
represent an organisation of the propertied minor-
ity, which forces its orders and views upon the
vast poor majority. The wealthy minority and its
politicians naturally try to conceal the real pur-
pose and essence of the state. For this very reason,
they were impelled, in the long run, to represent
nominally the whole society. But however much
such a state may dccorate itself with democratic
attributes, it remains, in essence, a defender of
that predominant part of society which owns the
main means of production.

Take the Russian Empirc at the beginning of
the 20th century. Workers accounted for 14.6 per
cent of its population, office workers—2.4 per cent,
peasants and artisans—66.7 per cent, rich peasants
(kulaks)—11.4 per cent, town bourgeoisie and
land!ords—4.9 per cent. Thus, the proletariat,
deprived of any means of production, plus the
poorest small farmers, amounted to 81.3 per cent
of the country’s population. At the opposite pole,
there were the big capitalists, landlords and top-
level executives, accounting for roughly 2 per cent
of thg population. They owned the bulk of the so-
cial rlches. and protected their interests by means
of the tsarist autocracy and the Russian bourgeois-
landlord state, which consisted of the ofﬁcialdom,
the army, police and jails. Representatives of the
propertied classes alone occupied all the key posts
in that state,

Thus, in the 1906 elections to the State Duma
(a Russian-style parliament), the landlords, who
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held only 0.2 per cent of the votes, elected over
50 per cent and the bourgeoisie some 25 per cent
of the total body of electors. It is quite clear that
under such a system the overwhelming majority
of Duma’s members were landlords, industrialists,
wholesale merchants or their supporters.

The logics of the working class struggle promt-
ed the Communists to conclude that the liberation
of the working masses from exploitation is impos-
sible and unthinkable without the decisive aboli-
tion of the bourgeols state machinery.

The Communists, however, have never objected
to all institutions of a state. There is, certainly, no
need to abolish the administrative apparatus in
cvery field of state activity.

In order to liberate themselves from exploita-
tion, the working masscs must first abolish the
oppressive part of the state machinery; if these
mechanisms are not broken down, the people will
be unable to express their actual will.

But what should replace the crushed state ma-
chinery? How should the administration of society
be organised once its control has passed into the
hands of the working people?

) It took some time for the

g’: g“'“‘s Communists to find the an-
Systcmew tate swers to these questions.
They realised they could

not simply invent the organisational structure of
a state, which would be the first of its kind. It
could not just appear like Minerva from Jupiter’s

head. Its forms had to be prompted by revolution-
ary practice.
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The Paris Commune, the first working people’s
state, established as a result of the 1871 Revolu-
tion, lasted only 72 days. It was a state which ex-
pressed the will of the majority for the first time
ever. The Commune was made up of workers’
representatives, elected by a gencral vote, who
were directly responsible to the working people
and could be replaced at any time according to the
latter’s wish. Elected representatives not only
adopted laws—they also made them effective.
The officialdom was stripped of all privileges.
The army and policc were replaced by the armed
worl’ung people. In a word, it was a state repre-
senting the people, organised into communes.

Several decades later, in 1905, during the up-
surge of the revolutionary struggle by Russia’s
Proletariat and poor peasantry, the workers set up
their ‘mass organisations first in Ivanovo, an in-
dustrial centre, and later in many other towns.
g‘hese' organisations were made up of workers’
c;ﬁ‘;:lleg, el.ected at plants and factories, and were
Febuan. OVIEtS of Workers' Deputies. After the
1017 Sg,vi tourg?oxs-Democratic Revolution of
sia. but h? § again sprang up everywhere in Rus-
o » but this time as Soviets of the Workers’, Sol-
el‘:::':e;lll:cl)dli)casan.ts.’ Deputices. In fact, they were

es, uniting the whole country’s work-

ing population, whi AT
ernment. ich opposed the bourgeois gov-

Hence, the revolutionary innovation of the
masises }1as shown what the organisation of the
workers’ state should be. And the Communists, with

Lenin at the helm, drew the conclusion that “the



Communism: Questions 81 A. Lukyanov.
and Answers Communism and the State

people themselves, . . . united in the Soviets, must
run the state”.”

After the victory of the October Revolution in
Russia, the first Soviet Constitution was drawn up
in 1918, defining the character of the new workers’
and peasants’ state: “Within the territory of the
Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic, all
power belongs to the country’s working popula-
tion, united in town and village Soviets.”**

The Communists have never concealed either
the class character of their new state or its gen-
eral goals. This is illustrated by the first Constitu-
tion of the Soviet Ukraine, adopted in March,
1919: “The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
is an organisation of the dictatorship of the work-
ing and exploited masses—the proletariat and the
poor peasantry—over their centuries-old oppres-
sors and exploiters, the capitalists and land-
lords. . .. The goal of this dictatorship is to achieve
a transition from a bourgeois system to social-
ism by carrying out socialist transformations and
systematic suppression of all counter-revolutionary
moves by the propertied classes; after all these
goals have been accomplished, the dictatorship
will cease, and in its wake, when the future com-
munist system has finally been formed, the state
will disappear too, thus making way to free forms
of communal life, built on the organisational prin-
ciples of common labour to the general benefit,
and of the fraternal solidarity of peoples.”**

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 24, p. 107-08.
™ RSFSR Law Book, 1918, No. 51, p. 582 (in Russian).
“** Ukraine Law Book, 1919, No. 19, p. 204 (in Russian).

6—2008
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So, the Communists openly declflrcd: a state
with the dictatorship of the proletariat would not
last forever. This is how the Communists thought
and spoke when the revolution, for the first time
ever, handed over the power to the working
people.

More than fifty years have since passed and
other socialist states have emerged, learning from
fhe experience of the Soviet state. Each one has
Introduced new shades and pcculiarities into the
whole picture of setting up a state socialist struc-
ture and in tackling these and other problems. But
Whether it be the Soviet in the USSR, or the Rada
IgarodOWa in Poland, the National Committee in
li:ecthoslovakia, or the People’s Khu.ral in Mongo-
dies isetessence of these representative power bo-
working . ame: they are the organisations of the
now o;slemasses:, led by the working class. And
think of c€an judge not only what Communists

Of a state of th i le, but give a
comprehensiye € working people, g
Presents 7, appraisal of what such a state re-

Teality, o . e
and experience. > and how it was tested by tim

e 1 ] .. .
workingW 1;1:01;1{; of political power by the Russian

i ¢, led by th king clas d
their ¢ . y the working S, an
torshipreosztl?ﬁ1 of a state in the form of the dicta-
in transfor ‘¢ proletariat was just the first step
list one, %ﬁpg a capitalist society into a socia-
stage. 'S Pprocess required a transitional

‘rom
began ;ll}fe VErY outset, the young workers’ state
to an pr OrMINg quite new functions, unknown

WY Previous state. After the private ownership
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had been liquidated, the state began to manage
the economy, the whole complex of economic orga-
nisations: plants, factories, mines, banks, shipping
lines, which all became state property. Schools
and children’s institutions, theatres and print-
ing plants, museums and colleges all came under
state ownership. The state thus had to shoulder not
only economic and organisational responsibilities,
but also the task of cducatmg and cnhghtcnm«
the people, of overcoming the scorn for “common’

labour and the worship of profits made out of
somebody else’s work. The state had to organise
a reliable control over the measure of work and
the measure of consumption, set up a system of
promoting and supporting diligent labour for the
benefit of society and ensure strict observation of
the socialist principle “He who does not work,
neither shall he eat.”

Moreover, in the initial period, the Soviet Com-
munists had to combat the fierce struggle waged
by the exploiting classes against the young work-
ers’ and peasants’ state. Supported by interna-
tional capital, the counter-revolutionaries plunged
the country into a long and bloody civil war.
The Soviet state had to act decisively and national-
ise the banks, industry and transport. The mili-
tary struggle against the Soviet state compelled it
to deprive the ecxploiting elements of their suf-
frage, to prevent them influencing the activities of
the organs of power. This was done in 1918. Who
had to be deprived of the right to vote? Those
who employed hired labour in order to make pro-

fits; those who lived on an unearned income;
6.
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i -sector traders and their middle;nen; min-
irtlevrzsltifsicgligion; members of the tsarist family;
former policemen and gendarmes. Taken together,
they accounted for no more than two or three per
cent of the population. .

Does this give any grounds for anti-communist
scholars to continue saying that the dictatorship
of the proletariat is incompatible with real demo-
cracy? By depriving the toppled exploiters of their
right to vote, the Soviet state encouraged broad
sections of ordinary working people to administer

. € main role was played by the So-
Viets whose deputies were elected by a show of
ands at workers meetings, held either at enter-

Prises or in the localities, Compared with peasants

howev i
o er, workers hag a certain advantage ip
their rate of represe

. . ntation iets.
first time in history, th N in the Soviets. For the

. e w
the soldier entered th orker, the peasant and

g _ ¢ organs of power. In the
Irst ten years of Soviet Russia’s existence, oyer

1) million working People were elected as Soviets
deputies, delegates Lo the Soyiors congresses and
as members of their exeeytiye committees. All or-
gans of state administration ecejved their powers
specifically from the Soviets, and the People’s mi-
litia came to be subordinateq exclusively to them.
The working people also began to select People’s
judges and assessors from thej, midst.

Such was the state apparatus during the period
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Even these
individual features showy ., democratic the gq_
cialist state was even at gt Lomote and hard
time.
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Profound changes in the general balance of
forces in favour of socialism and the assistance of-
fered by the Soviet Union have created more fa-
vourable conditions in a number of countries for
the transition from capitalism to socialism. This has
been manifested not only in the rates and meth-
ods—somewhat different from those in the USSR
—of reconstructing the economy along socialist
lines. In many of these countries where the revo-
lution was relatively peaceful, much of the old
state machinery was gradually adjusted to operate
in the interests of the working people, rather than
destroyed. It proved unnecessary to deprive any-
one of the right to vote. Parliamentary organs
where they had existed previously, took on new
functions; they also used some other democratic
provisions from the old constitutions applying to
the workings of the administrative system. The
situation justified such an attitude to the old re-
presentative organs, since the Communists have al-
ways stressed that the solution to the parliamen-
tary problem does not lie in abolishing represen-
tative institutions and the electoral system, but in
transforming them from “talking shops” into con-
trol centres, combining both law-making and law
execution.”

Historical experience, the emerging of possibi-
lities for working peacefully towards socialism
have amended attitudes towards the question
of abolishing the bourgeois state machinery,
though the common patterns of creating a new

* V. L. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 25, p. 428.
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workers’ state have remained unchanged every-
where. .

Every country where the power is passed into

the hands of the working people naturally nceds

time to get rid of the rem-

From the Socialist nants of capitalist relations

gﬁ:.'iﬁf Developed and to build the foundation

" of socilaism. The duration

of this period depends on the particular historical

conditions existing in the world and the country
in question.

In the Soviet Union, the first to build a new
society, this period ended in the late 1930s, ie.,
it lasted around 20 years. One of the main results
achieved was the complete domination of socialist
ownership of the means of production. By 1987,
the socialist sector was already yielding 99.8 per
cent of the industrial output and 98.5 per cent of
the agricultural produce. The victory of the so-
cialist sector in the economy has caused profound
changes in the social structure of society and,
above all, the complete abolition of exploiting ele-
ments.

Having established the basis of socialism, the
USSR’s working masses were then faced with the
task of constructing a developed socialist society.

What does “developed socialism” mean? First
of all, it entails a society with a pOWel‘f‘ll’ com-
prehensively developed economy, built on the ba-
sis of the latest scientific and technological achieve-
ments, high rates of production growth and la-
bour productivity. To quote but a few figures, the
Soviet Union’s national income has grown more
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than 100-fold compared to the 1922 level; the
1972 growth of industrial output alone was almost
cqual to the country’s gross output in 1940.

At the stage of developed socialism, the two
main forms of socialist ownership—state (that of
the whole people) and cooperative—are consoli-
dated and rapidly drawn together. The relations
of production and distribution in collective farms
are becoming increasingly similar to those of state
enterprises (though the collective forms of
management at the collective farms are, of course,
preserved).

These economic processes are bound to effect
society’s social structure. Where are these effects
manifested?

The proportion of the working class in the po-
pulation is growing, and its determinative influ-
ence in all spheres of life is increasing. It now ac-
counts for over 60 per cent of the employed po-
pulation and remains the main productive force
of society.

Thanks to the mechanisation of agricultural
processes and the organisation of peasants’ work,
their working conditions and social standing are
gradually levelling up to those of industrial work-
cers. On this basis, the contradictions still existing
between town and countryside, between workers
and peasants, are being slowly eliminated. The
union of workers and peasants is becoming ever
stronger. Moreover, the extensive mechanisation
and electrification of farm production makes it
increasingly possible to reduce the number of
people employed in agriculture.
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The intellectuals are playing an increasingly
important role in society. In 1926, there were less
than 3 million people engaged in predominantly
intellectual labour in the USSR, whereas in 1974,
their number was around 34 million. Many of
these people are directly contributing to a higher
level of socialist production. On the other hand,
work done by certain categories of workers and
peasants is acquiring an increasingly intellectual
nature.

The following table shows the changes in the
clas:s composition of Soviet society during the
plgrlod of socialist and communist construction.
(Percentage of the total population.)

1928 1939 1959 1974

Factory workers
Office Workers

Col 3
c(’);ggltvg farmers anq co-
ed handicraftsmen 2.9 47.2 3.4 17.8

12.4 32.5 48.2 60.¢
5.2 17.7 204 21.6

I s
nf&;;g;’;tl geasants and non-
Bourgeoj -e ha“dicl’a[tsmen 74.9 2.6 0.3 _
kulakssw' traders ang 06
4. — — —
Let u
. S ta .
social struct]:f a close look at the changes in the
oviet Society €. They all point to the obvious fact:

monolith, , - ¥ on the way to becoming a greater

A new his 0ser social homogeneity.
dually take Orical community of people has gra-
N shape—the Soviet people, which
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represents the socialist unity of working people
of many nationalities engaged in industry, agri-
culture, culture, manual and intellectual labour.
The social base of the socialist state has thus
been drastically broadened.

The goals and functions of
Creation State have naturally been
of a Socialist State modified as a result of the
of the Entire Pcople . <

changes in society’s econo-
mic and class structure. The most significant mile-
stone would seem to be that since the late 1930s,
one of the major functions of a socialist state dur-
ing the transition period—the suppression of hos-
tile activities of the exploiting class within the
country—has been abolished. Relations of mutual
assistance and close cooperation between the
working class, collective farmers and the working
intelligentsia—the main social groups of Soviet
society—have been established.

The changes in the goals and functions of the
state have brought about corresponding changes in
the organisational form of state power. After the
USSR Constitution came into force in 1936, the
Soviets of Workers’, Peasants’ and Red Army-
men’s (i.e., soldiers’) Deputies were transformed
into the Soviets of Working People’s Deputies.
Instead of a system of Congresses of the Soviets
held periodically, direct elections of deputies to
all the Soviets, from the village and town
Soviets and up to the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
were introduced. At the same time a new election
system came into force which ensured citizens the
right of general, equal and direct ballot.
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At that time, the Soviet Union was surrounded
by hostile capitalist countries. The tense interna-
tional situation and then the war against the
USSR. unleashed by the German fascists and the
necessity of restoring the national economy dam-
aged by the war, have impeded not only the
cconomic but also the political development of
the Soviet state.

CulticesSOIViet people have overcome all these dif-
the USéRn building a developed socialist state in
transfor the state of the proletariat has been

escri med into a state of the entire pcople. Its
S Iption wil] give us a clearer picture of this

ate.
buggfngofl of a people’s state is “to organise the
communislfl of the material and teghnlcal bas.ls .of
relations i and the transformation of socialist
trol over theo communist relations, exercise con-
measure of work and the measure of

consumpy;
tect theprt-lon’ Promote the people’s welfare, pro-
cialist | '8hts and freedoms of Soviet citizens, so-

a . . . .
In the g: and order and socialist property, instil
nist attitu(%) ¢ conscious discipline and a commu-
¢ to labour, guarantee the defence and

ration w?th ¢ country, promote fraternal coope-
Peace, ap the socialist countries, uphold world

countrieg” = maintain normal relations with all
gramme (;f thllch 15 its definition in the Pro-

nion, an th? _COmmunist Party of the Soviet
actually fUHCti:)iS]S’ in fact, how the Soviet state

*Th
1¢ Road to COmmum’sm, Moscow, 1962, pp. 547-48.
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The development of economy and culture re-
presents the basic domain of the state’s activities.
Yet the tasks in this field are becoming increasing-
ly complicated. The further the socialist state’s
organism grows, the more complex and diversified
its economy becomes. It includes numerous plants,
factories, industrial associations, agricultural or-
ganisations, building sites, transport, research and
development organisations, a vast number of trade,
communal, and service establishments at the pub-
lic's disposal. Since the overwhelming majority of
them (with an exception of varied cooperative
units, mainly in the countryside, which are
engaged in agricultural production and in selling
goods to rural dwellers) belong to the entire
nation in the person of the socialist state, the
latter must ensure uninterrupted, balanced and
interlocking operation of this intricate economic
complex.

Hence, the majority of the problems facing the
socialist state organs concern managing the
economy and improving management methods.
Therefore, the organs of economic planning and
management occupy a prominent position within
the system of state organs, and specialists engaged
in various fields of production play a leading role
among civil servants. Of course, the development
of production is not an aim in itself. The state
tackles it as a first-priority matter because it en-
sures the steady, rapid rise of the population’s liv-
ing standards.

The problems which the people’s state is solv-
ing in the field of culture and education are no
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less broad and complex. Moreover, the state owns
major scientific, cultural and educational institu-
tions and the majority of the mass media which
exert a profound influence on people’s minds. This
whole system of institutions allows the state to
make quick advances in raising the cultural level
and satisfying the moral needs of all sections of
society. Of course, even now the Soviet state still
ha§ to take measures to eliminate such phenomena
as 1mproper attitudes to work, lack of discipline,
Ylolation of law and order, all of which are
Incompatible both with socialism and any normal
uman community, for that matter.

The wvast scope of economic, organisalional,
C“ltu.ml and educational activities, the scope
frez,”o’”ly unknown in the history of the state, is
ybical of a developed socialist state.
ea econo_rgic and social results of these activ-

re evident, and even a biased observ
wou ld ﬁnd. them difficult to dispute. <
munis(;ns’ thfls may be true”, the opponents of com-
shall noto ten have to concede nowadays. “We
develo rf:fute thc' fact that the cconomy may
the stlz without prlvz}tc entrepreneurs, and that
the ida € can manage it. We shall not even reject
pren uea that n a sc:c1ety w.ltho.ut private entre-
state’s ;5:1 th_e citizens’ wellbeing is a matter of the

emo: Eitt.atlve concern. But such a state should be
the Comlc. Y.ou cannot re'fllly call the state which
not Munists have built democratic. This is
PCO’ples power, but a ‘totalitarian’ rule over
people.” Such is the theme of hundreds upon hun-
dreds of books, booklets and articles in which

ities
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bourgeois politicians, journalists and scientists
deal with the problems of a socialist state.

But let the facts speak for themselves. Let us
examine them thoroughly and objectively.

Under socialism, as we have
Who Becomes seen, the administration of
a Deputy and How ;

state power is by no means
confined to its traditional interpretation—issuing
decrees and ensuring law and order. What is
meant here is the daily management of hundreds
of thousands of units in numerous fields of the
cconomy and culture. This means the state
organs take daily decisions on a great many
major and minor problems, taking into account
a vast assortment of historical, national and
other peculiarities and interests of the popula-
tion.

The most important feature of a socialist state is
that millions of people help to run it. Their par-
ticipation is neither sporadic nor consultative, but
constant and decisive. And it is not just a commu-
nist ideological gimmick, but an objective
requirement of an administrative system with
no privatc ownership of the means of produc-
tion.

In socialist countries, the people delegate mil-
lions of worthy men and women into a widely de-
veloped system of representative organs of state
power. In the USSR, for example, there are over
50,000 organs of power, i.e., various Soviets. They
consist of over 2,200,000 elected deputies. Jules
Moch, a prominent French Socialist, wrote in his
book “URSS. Les yeux ouverts” that a whole
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Pyramid of Soviets is built with deputies clected
in vast.numbers, a system which is “quite compa-
tible w1th true, genuinely free democracy"-ﬁ'

Izz socialist states, deputies are elected Y the
entire population through a secrel ballot; the
people have the right of the general, equal and
direct vote. In socialist countries, the law €nsures
the possibility of including more candidates onto
the ballot-paper than would be eventually elect-
ed from a particular constituency. However, the
rules and practice of holding elections vary ac-
cording to the traditions and customs of different
states. In some of them, constituencies with sever-
?11 mandat_cs are set up, in others, a system of elect-
ing deputies and vice-deputies is practiced, in still
others, only one candidate is left on the ballot-pa-
per after candidates’ screening. But everywhere
tpe main objective is to elect the best representa-
tives of workers, peasants and the intelligentsia
who would most fully express the will and inte-
rests of all the working people.

Who nominates candidates for election and
how is it done? Candidates are, as 2 rule, repre-
sentatives of a democratic election bloc—Commu-
nist parties, other parties and public organisations
or a bloc of Communist parties and non-party
people. Itis not necessarily members of Commun-
lst Par}y who constitute the majority of candi-

ates: in the USSR, in 1973, the Communists ac-
counted for less than half the deputies elected to

Jules Moch, URSS. Les yeux ouverts, Robert Laffont,
Paris, 1957, p. 804.
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the Soviets (44 per cent), whilst the rest of de-
puties were non-party members.

During a pre-election campaign the main em-
phasis is on the general appraisal of each candi-
date’s personality. Candidates are nominated by
public organisations such as the Party, trade
unions, youth organisations and workers’ collec-
tives at plants, factories, institutes, and establish-
ments in the service sector. Their personal and
business qualities, merits and shortcomings are
thoroughly discussed at public meetings. For
example, in 1973, during a campaign before the
election to the local Soviets over 400 registered
candidates were struck out from the list at the
voters’ suggestion. Moreover, in 80 constituencies
the candidates did not receive the required ab-
solute majority and were not clected.

What kind of deputies do the people want? In
the USSR 1973 elections to the local Soviets,
workers accounted for 39.3 per cent of the elected
deputies, collective farmers—27.9 per cent, people
Wworking in varijous fields of the economy and cul-
ture, including civil servants—32.8 per cent. The
latter Category includes many teachers (5.8 per
cent) and doctors (8.2 per cent). There are depu-
ties of over 100 nationalities. Over 47 per cent
of the deputies are women and almost one in three
deputies is under 30.

The highest organ of state power in the Soviet
Union, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, consists
of 1,517 deputies. More than half of them are
workers (498) and collective farmers (221). If we
compare the composition of the Soviet organs of
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state power with that of the former Russian State
Duma, it becomes clear why some unbiased polit-
icians, having no communist leanings whatsoever,
see the Soviets as a really democratic and repre-
sentative organisation.

But what matters, apart from who is elected as
a deputy, is the question of how relations between
the deputy and his voters are established after the
election. This, to a large extent, determines whet-
her or not the deputy forgets what he promised
his electorate the morning after the vote, which is
often experienced by citizens of non-socialist
countries. In socialist countries, a deputy is ob-
liged to maintain constant contact with his voters,
with the collectives of working people and public
organisations which nominated him as a candi-
date. The law states that the deputy is responsible
to his electorate and is obliged to report to them;
the electorate can at any time, after taking a vote,
recall the deputy if the latter has failed to justify
their confidence.

And this is not only a principle but is routine
Practice. Over nine years (1965-73), the Soviet
voters have recalled 3,740 deputies, including 11

deputies from the USSR Supreme Soviet and
around 100 de

puties from the highest organs of

]f)ower of th'e Union Republics. The main reason
o.rt lfu;h action is the voters’ dissatisfaction either
With the way the deputy has fulfilled his election
Promises, or with his moral or business qualities.
]?cputles participate in state administration
while Tetaining their normal posts and they do
not get pay for performing their deputy’s duties.
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Socialism not only draws the producers of mate-
rial and cultural values into government, but, to a
certain extent, combines law-making and admin-
istration. This means in practice that deputies com-
bine legislative work and decision-making with
control over the way these laws and decisions are
implemented. Thus, a deputy must constantly
check that his decisions correspond to the rapidly
changing requirements, interests and needs of his
electors.

The social and national composition of socialist-
type organs of pcople’s representation, entailing
the participation of all kinds of workers and the
close contact of deputies with their electorate and
the everyday life of workers’ collectives at plants
and offices enables the organs of power to act
competently. And this is very important, consider-
ing the broad scope of activities tackled by the
Supreme and local Soviets. They encompass the
national economic plan and budget, the develop-
ment of industry and construction, transport and
communications, agriculture, environmental pro-
tection, the organisation of communal services,
education, culture and sports, ensuring law and
order. In a word, it is difficult to imagine a prob-
lem of national or local importance which would
escape the Soviets’ attention.

Of course, representative organs may discuss
many questions, say the opponents of communism,
but the point is, they add immediately, that in so-
cialist countries, clected deputies have long since
been moved to the side-lines by the policy-making

executives. Moreover, many publications suggest
7—2098
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that this is a commonplace and global trend, typ-
ical of all countries without exception. The cause
lies in the current scientific and technological rev-
olution, which, they claim, inevitably leads to
the weakened authority of parliaments and O‘thcr
representative organs, and, at the same time,
sharply strengthens the role of the executive or-
gans, bureaucrats and experts since they alone are
in a position to manage the complex economic and
technical processes of society’s development.

But should we really attribute features which
are in fact characteristic of many capitalist coun-
tries to the whole world, including the socialist
countries? Let us examine the matter in detail.

Elected In socialist society it is
Representatives certainly ~ impossible  to
and the State perform  complex state
Apparatus functions without specia-

. . lists and a special admi-

nistrative apparatus,

res(s:m:}tleemporar}-’ scientiﬁc. and tcc.hpologica! prog-

mar;agem:stCiSS“Y .of quick decision-making at

fields inevitabfvel In varied economic and_soFlal,

role in mang Y entail enhancing the specialists
ge¢ment in many different spheres of

activity. .

cirCUm};ta?lomrr.luplsts are aware that under these

the worke Ces 1t is essential to gradually increase

organ fﬁs' control over the work of executive
2e0s, othicials anq specialists.

Xils)t?es the Stru.c ture of an administrative system
‘et ? }Ir}}% 1r} & Socialjst country offer such a possibil-
[Lye e facts indicate that it does. These func-

tions are being Successfully performed by the elect-
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ed organs of people’s representation, from which
all the other state organs directly or indirectly re-
ccive their powers. On the other hand, the actual
results of management may be fully felt and ap-
praised by those who actually produce material
and spiritual values, who live constantly among
working people and are, at the same time, nom-
inated by the people to express their interests.

Hence, in socialist countries, the highest and
local representative organs are paying increasing
attention to control and checking of the work per-
formed by the state apparatus.

We can see, from the example of the Soviet
Union how this is done in practice. More and more
often we come across instances when the deputies
of the Supreme Soviet submit the work of some
ministries and other government offices to public
analysis or listen to reports on some aspects of the
Government’s activities in general. At the Sup-
reme Soviet’s sessions held in 1972-75, the depu-
ties not only considered, as usual, the reports of
the Council of Ministers on the progress of fulfill-
ing the State Economic Plan but thoroughly dis-
cussed the Government’s reports on its activities
in such fields as medical care, public education,
nature conservation and the rational use of nat-
ural resources. At one of its sessions the Supreme
Soviet of the Moldavian SSR discussed the report
of the Chairman of the Republican Council of
Ministers on the progress in realising the five-year
development plan. The governments of Karelia,
Tatar, Chuvash and some other Autonomous Re-
publics reported on their activities to the deputies
7o
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. Many such
who had given them their mandate Y
examples may be cited. ive control over
Local Soviets exercise an extens! (hat in 1975,
the executive organs. Suffice it to S‘a};t) considered
practically all of them (99.5 per ce mmittees en-
reports of the relevant executive co -~ and
gaged in the daily management of economic d
cultural life, in providing comﬂ'l‘-mf'll services an
ensuring public order in their region, area, town
or village.

Standing committees, formed by the df:putles,
are playing an increasingly important role in exer-
cising control by the Soviets. ThCSf: committees
function in the periods between sessions. The ex-
perience accumulated by the USSR Supreme So-
viet is very significant in this respect. During the
four-year term of the 8th Supreme Soviet (1970-
74), its committees held about 150 sessions, at
which reports on the activities of ministries, de-
partments, republican and local organs, entrusted
with managing varied branches of the economy
and culture, were discussed.

In those instances when the standing committees’
recommendations touch upon some major state
problems, which happens quite often, the USSR
Government considers these recommendations and
takes an appropriate decision. Such was the case,
for example, with the problems of obser\(ing laws
concerning the health protection of miners, of
ensuring safely conditions for womens fwork’ of
: : -ieation of matural
the rational and complex utilis? 1 of motor-
resources, and of developing a netwo
roads.
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Local Soviets’ standing committees are becom-
ing more and more active. In 1965, there were
298,000 such committees, whilst in 1973, their
number reached 326,000. Almost 1,800,000
deputies—including hundreds of thousands of
varied specialists—work in these committees.
Standing committees of local authorities may deal
quite competently with complex economic mat-
ters and initiate discussion by the Soviets on a
number of burning issues. In 1973 alone, these
committees preliminary discussed 443,000 prob-
lems subsequently forwarded for discussion at the
Soviets’ sessions, and 756,000 problems—at the
meetings of executive committees.

It is therefore incorrect to reduce the activities
of Soviets, particularly the USSR Supreme Soviet,
as critics of the Soviet system sometimes try to do,
to merely the deputies’ work in the sessions. Since
Soviet deputies combine their state duties with
productive labour, this presupposes relatively
short sessions of the Soviets. But a session, involv-
ing discussion and subsequent adoption of deci-
sions and laws 1s, as a rule, only the final stage of
active work, lasting sometimes for months, which
deputies perform in standing committees.

Inquiries by the deputies on matters which are
of specific interest to the population also serve as
a form of control over the activities of the state
apparatus. In four years (1970-78), the deputies
made almost 190,000 inquiries at sessions of local
Soviets, and got precise answers on the majority

of them, thus enabling the Soviets to take relevant
decisions.
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Many additional facts and figures may be cit-
ed but the foregoing proves. that in socialist coun-
tries, the activities of the organs of people’s re-
bresentation, far from being curtailed, are, on ic
contrary, gradually developing by encompassing
ever wider range of issues, acquiring new experi-
ence, using new forms of control over the wqu of
executive bodies and the whole state machinery.

At the same time, it would be a mistake to pre-
sent Communists ag politicians who see the pre-
sent-day structure of the socialist state as the
height of perfection.

¢ appearance of new branches of the econ-
omy, and the development of the economy as a
whole, the Necessity of rapidly introducing scien-
tific and technological achievements into produc-
tion, the desire to satisfy more fully the rapidly
8rowing Material and cultural needs of the people
—all thjs demands that the state machinery be
constant]y improved. What met our demands yes.
terday ang Seemed to be justified from the politi-
cal, econop; and organisational point of view, to-
day turpg Out to be unsatisfactory and is subjected
to sharp Criticism, During the last few years, the
task of impr Oving the state administration, espe-
cially CConomjc management has been occupying a
central place 5 the work of highest organs of
power in the socialist countries and in the work of
the I’UIing COmmunist and Workers’ Parties, their
Congresseg and Plenary Meetings of their Central
Committeeg. Y
What does this involve? Major concerns are:
the improvement in planning national economic
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development, and strengthening its complex na-
ture and scientific validity; enhancing the role of
economic incentives; better coordination between
sectoral and regional economic management; the
setting up of large-scale industrial and agricultu-
ral production associations. All this makes it im-
perative to re-arrange and adapt the heart of the
state machinery—the organs of economic planning
and management—to the present-day require-
ments of economic development, to teach and re-
train specialists working in this apparatus and to
get rid of people who are out of touch with reality
and replace them with new cadres, and consistently
introduce work-study methods into management.

The problem of combining centralised state ad-
ministration with the initiative of local bodies is
no less complex and it inevitably causes arguments
and clashes. Modern computer techniques, other
modern means of information and management, a
high level of production concentration—all this
promotes centralised control over the state’s oper-
ations. Yet this beginning can successfully develop
when local nceds are precisely known and when
local bodies actively and independently utilise all
the available resources and possibilities. This is
why in recent years in socialist countries, along
with measures for improving the system of state
planning, some steps have been taken to specify
and broaden the scope of activities of the local
organs of administration and management.

Much attention is being paid to improving
those cadres of the state machinery who are di-
rectly concerned with meeting the population’s



i i A. Lukyanov. -
Coabnliunlsm:’ Questions 104 lConununism and the State
and Answer:

. ivi 'vants
needs, to raising the qualifications of.lc'gwl seel(; I?]e's
and their skill in satisfying. the wor \mgepof D o
requirements, and to the strict observanc o rosy
by each official. Communists have e dern
illusions that in a socialist state machmmyf o
can be no more bureaucrats, cold-hearted o cccl)m-
or people who try to by-pass the law. AI:I l}zdivi-
Promising struggle against red tape, and 1  the
dual instances of disregard to the interests o -
working people continue to be a matter of conc: i
The practice w.hCFCbY State
Direct Control organs or officials SUbl'.mt
by the Masses reports to the community
helps to increase the officials’ discipline anc}'sr;:;
Sponsibility and cyts down red tape and f(irm?;tl i
O quote a single example: in 1973, a mof the
99.1 per cent) the executive COmmltt.C?s 0M e
local Soviets reported to their Commumtles.1 tp
than quarter of the country’s adult population

(45.4 million People), discussed their reports at
261,000 etings,

¢ improveq §
ry is closely linke
the people’s ¢
ity of socialjs
up of ording
Union, in pa

collective farmers apq professionals were elected
by their work-mages 1ot people’s control S
at enterprises, construction sites, collective a
state farms ang offices, s o
The working People’s powers are not limited
. P'e’s powe ill through the
cxpressing and realising their wi

unctioning of the state machine-
d with the increased activity of
ontrol organs existing in the major-
t countries. These organs are ma.de
Ty working people. l{l the Soviet
rticular, almost 9 million workers,
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state organs alone. The constant development of
the working people’s direct participation in manag-
ing the society’s and state’s affairs—the essence
of a genuine people’s democracy—is typical of so-
cialism. This is an important peculiarity of a so-
cialist system. Of course, both forms of pecople’s
democracy (representative and direct) cannot be
technically separated or, more than that, opposed.
They supplement cach other and constitute a
single whole.

To get an idea of the way this mechanism actu-
ally operates, we will consider the pivotal point
of society’s management under socialism, i.e.,
management of the economy and culture. Let us
examine the working people’s possibilities of par-
ticipating in the management of workers’ collec-
tives, especially production collectives.

In the Soviet Union, for example, the state can-
not administer many enterprises or offices without
the help of their workers’ collectives and other or-
ganisations (the Communist Party, trade unions,
youth organisations, etc.).

In this respect the workers’ collective partici-
pates in management through workers’ meetings
or standing production conferences. These confer-
ences are set up at every enterprise where the
workforce exceeds 100 people. Over 50 million
factory and office workers, technicians and engi-
neers take part in these conferences, which discuss
plans for their plants’ and factories’ industrial and
social development, many questions pertinent to
the organisation of production, working conditions
and wage rates, technical norms, etc.
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The effectiveness of these forms of participation
can be judged by one fact: each year the workers
at production conferences make up to 2,000,000
proposals aimed at rationalising production. Thesc
help plant and office workers in their work and
bring them and the enterprise great economic
benefits.

Thc,socialist order is such that the extent of the
Ic’lz‘[’)l;lrfdsoﬁatr}tllcipgltlior; in manag;?ment dges not
for exarme] will o to[? executives. Soviet }aws,
e ple, define the rights of the workers’ col-

ectives and organisations in detail. All questions
pertinent to working procedures, the review of out-
?r:lcteg?iovtas’ wage rat?s, distribution of the material
ousin es fund, §oc1al and cultu.ral events. and
the tra§1 eC0n§truct10n must be decided ecither with
reement }lmon c?mmlttce or be subject to its ag-
trade m-]i 1’1, pafrtlcular, the law establishes the
prise ma on’s right to request reports from enter-
demand :lhagers on all'thc abovc.: questions and to
ministras; at shortcorr}mgs l?c climinated. The ad-
worken oron has no right either to hire or fire a
without th an office employee on its own initiative
tee. Workzragreement of the trade union commit-
¢ opinior (S)fmlz;y be prorr}oted only. after taking
count, Trag, t.e trade union committtee into ac-
to a dministrattl‘mons may and do propose sz.mctions
exccutives if ¢ }llve bodies to be taken against top
b“"eaUCl‘aticalle latter v191ate the labour laws, act
of the worl: y or pay little regard to the needs
administrat g people. CaSCS.Of sanctions against
bv the tra dOrs,, including their removal, initiated
: € unions should not be regarded as ne-
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gative. This is real evidence of the effectiveness of
socialist democracy.

The participation of workers’ collectives in ma-
naging society’s affairs is not limited to the inter-
nal problems of an enterprise or a cooperative as-
sociation. They have many political rights too.
Workers’ collectives or residents’ meetings nomi-
nate candidates to the Soviets, hear reports from
deputies and people’s judges, elect people’s as-
sessors and appoint members of election boards
to organise elections to the Soviets. As we have
already said, workers’ collectives have an exclu-
sive right to recall a deputy.

Mass organisations are given great powers in
running a socialist state. They have the right to
initiate laws and to introduce draft decisions to
be considered by the Soviets. Thus, a number of
environmental laws were adopted on the initiative
of environmental societies which unite thousands
of environmentalists. Mass organisations take part
in important state organs and decide aspects of
their work. For example, Soviet Young Commu-
nist League members are placed on the boards of
all ministries and state committees whose activities
are associated with education, training or ensuring
the rights of young people. There is a wide range
of problems which the state organs have no right
to decide independently and are obliged either to
consult, work with or seek the agreement of mass
organisations.

Moreover, mass organisations have taken over
some functions of the statc organs, such as labour
protection, social security, management of the
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wide network of sanatoria, rest honllessazgdcatflrl‘gr
ing sites where the working peoP!¢ p

idays, and so on. :
hOhI-flcnycc, the functions of state and Iﬁon-st.attt:(;l).rf1 -
ganisations are closely interl9cked.1T ey are Cdef—
bined but they do not coincide. The precise -
inition of the state and non-state Org?nllﬁ?ltnonnt
rights and duties, and the subseflucnt Taih mebc
of their roles allows events in society to
considered from different points of view,
including the workers’ view-po{nt; it gives a
better idea of the actual situa!:lo.n, hell?lng to
reveal and overcome contradictions; it also
allows alternative solutions to be argued and
compared and proper guidelines to be worked
out.

No matter which aspect of improving the state
machinery we touch upon, they are z-lll founded
on the working people’s participatl?n in ste.xte de-
cisions, in managing the state’s affairs a.nd in con-
trol over state bodies, i.e., democracy in the full
sense of the word.

The Communist Party is the motive force of the
state machinery and is the organising and coordi-
nating force behind the process of making it more
democratic.

The more complex and multifarious the processes
in society, the richer is its economic and cultu-
ral life, and the more precise must its guidelines
for further progress be formulated. This progress,
like any development, means overcoming contra-
dictions and difficulties, dovetailing multifarious
interests and formulating the general will of the
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The Communists do not forget that al stgtoev;()zi
the entire people, at present unique to tleh e
Union, is just on the 1I

Pl S step of its develogmcnt. n

for Development the present Soviet state

any features from the past. A

il i ryo
number of new phenomena are still in embry
and need improvement.

Soviet socie

system there are m

ty’s historical experience alo.ng with
that of the other socialist countries which hZ}d
finished building the foundations of socialism in
the 1960s and are now building a dCV?IPPCd §0-
cialist society, allows more precise definition to be
made of a state of the entire people as a.qualltatb
vely new stage in the political organisation of so-
cialism. At the same time this experience allows
the way, in whijch the state structure will develop,
to be determine

d more clearly, i.e., the withering
away of the state,

Organisation

¢ al structure of future society,
based op People’s

5 pPower, will not fall from t}}e
Sk]?s’ 10T emerge just because the present organi-
sation of Society disappears. The more developed
socialism becomes, the more organisational forms
it will acquire, which after certain transformations
will function iy, communist society. This refers,
first of all, o 40, state institutions which are en-
titled to regulate society’s economic life, and the
development | science, technology and culture,
It also refers 4, those multifarious state and
public institutiong which encourage the working
people’s Participation ip running their society’s
affairs.
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Given the great differences in the organisational
structure of the future communist self-government
and present socialist society, one can still see their
similarity and hence continuity. The very best of
a developed and highly organised socialist soci-
cty’s political organisation will have been refined
and will be used to establish communist self-
government.

The future will dictate the concrete ways in
which a socialist state system is to be transformed
into communist self-government.

In their attitude to the state, the Communists
are guided by the previous human experience.
They say: The state should not serve the interests
of the propertied minority nor suppress the work-
ing majority. The Communists view the develop-
ment of statc in the following perspective: the ex-
ploitative state was abolished and replaced with
the dictatorship of the proletariat, which was a so-
cialist state of the working majority; the latter
was transformed into a state of the entire people,
which in turn will gradually wither away and
become communist people’s self-government.



By I. Kichanova

WHAT IS THE COMMUNIST
POLICY TOWARDS RELIGION
AND BELIEVERS?

The “Communist
invention” or a

general tendency?—

State disestablishes
the church.—

The break with religion in
the USSR and other social-
ist countrics is often con-
sidered an artificial process,
alien to human society.
Some people try to trace its
origin exclusively to Com-
munist atheism, presenting
it as the persecution of re-
ligion and the oppression of

clievers. But religion is

From the oppositionl0sing ground in the non-so-

to socialism

to loyalty.—
Freedom

of religious

beliefs in action.—
Education and

the development
of social activity,
rather than
compulsion.—
The findings

of one sociological
study.—For

the genuine
values.

cialist countries as well. . ..
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Soviet society is justifiably called the society of
mass atheism. The overwhelming majority of So-
. viet people do not belicve
The OId Assertions in God. Nevertheless, a vis-
iting foreign journalist, tourist or businessman
can casily spot a functioning church, synagogue,
preaching-house, or mosque. A similar situation
exists in any socialist country. In the GDR, for
example, he can mecet a representative of the
Christian-Democratic  Union: in the Polish
People’s Republic—an active member of a public
Catholic organisation.

Atheism is a principle on which the Communist
parties basc their world outlook. However, in the
Soviet Union, for cxample, religious magazines,
the Bible and the Koran are published regularly.
In Poland, there arc specialised publishers which
put out classical and contemporary theological
works.

How does it all co-exist?

If you scek an answer to the question: “How do
the Communists treat belicvers?” in Western pub-
lications, you would discover striking variations of
opinion and contrasting judgements.

The author happened to attend a lecture on the
subject: “Religion and Communism”, which was
dclivered in Rome by Don Loyacono, a Catholic
prelate known for his expressly anti-communist ar-
ticles. He had just returned from the Soviet Union.
Sensing his congregation’s lack of trust in his
preaching, the prelate resorted to personal im-
pressions to back up his sermon. What did he say
in his homily? He had to admit that there are in

8—2098
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the Soviet Union state institutions which ensure
religious liberty; he had to remark on tllf: beauty
of churches, mention that church buildings are
being restored and that both the flock and the
priests live well enough. At the same time, he as-
serted that atheism was forced upon Soviet man
and society, and that the Communists oppressed
the believers, sincc communism fights religion.
Many books and articles on religion in socialist
countries are based on these two assertions; they
therefore deserve detailed scrutiny.

There is nothing new in the
An Artificial

assertion that athcism is
Phenomenon . . .
or a Sign alien to society. The idea
of the Times? was born together with re-

ligion itself. In the 20th
century attacks on atheism were stepped up and

now special emphasis is laid on the fact that athe-
1sm is widespread in those countries where the
Commt’mists came to power. Various explanations
were given, but the leitmotif was the same: athe-
1sm 1s a political phenomenon forced upon society
in the SOV:lCt Union and other socialist countries.

Today, it is easier to make such propositions
than to defend them. Indeed, leading clergymen
themselves call the 20th century a century of re-
ligion’s lost prestige. The spreading of ~various
forms of atheism is a source of worry for the ideol-
ogists and leaders of all religions. It is an irrefut-
able fact that people are now generally less reli-
gious. It is also indisputable that secularisation,
i.e., freeing all spheres of social life from the in-
fluence of religion, is gaining strength as a fun-
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damental progressive tendency of social develop-
ment.

Atheism, secularisation, the criticism of religion
arc not only typical of socialist countries. The
organised movement of [rce-thinkers has been in
existence for over a century and has long become
international. The World Union of Freethinkers
and the International Humanist and Ethical
Union arc the most representative organisations.
The Vatican defines them as “non-Marxist forms
of militant atheism”. Many world-renowned
scientists, philosophers, and authors—pcople who
can hardly be called the champions of commu-
nism—belong to these organisations. Among them:
Bertrand Russell, Alfred Ayer, Corliss Lamont,
Chomsky. They develop, under modern conditions,
the ideas of the Enlightenment philosophers and
Encyclopaedists, the ideas of anticlericalism; they
substantiate the secular origins and character of
morality and affirm the moral merits of valucs
void of any religious sanction.

Communists highly appreciate the humanistic
and educational activities of the frecthinkers and
maintain contacts with them. Soviet specialists on
religion and atheism participated at the 38th
Congress of the World Union of Freethinkers,
held in November, 1973. The papers read at the
Congress of International Humanist and Ethical
Union included also a paper by a Soviet represen-
tative.

Thus, the attempts to present atheism as an arti-
ficial, autonomous and ‘‘purely communist” phe-
nomenon prove to be unsubstantiated. Atheistic
g
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tendencies manifest themselves to varying dcgicef
in many different social and cultu.ral-lnstoncit d§lt
tuations (morcover, they sometimes contradic
cach other), but one thing is beyond any doubt—
they are acquiring a global charact.cr and scol.)?-

Major church documents of our time recognise
the importance and influence of thesc tendencices
on both intellectuals and the broad people’s masses.

In his encyclic “Mater ¢t Magistra” published
in 1961, Pope John XXIII acknowledges the de-
vcloping process of secularisation. He says: “How-
cver, no folly seems morc characteristic of our
time than the desire to establish a firm and mean-
ingful temporal order, but without God, its nec-
cssary foundation.”” The encyclic calls the estab-
lishment and legalisation of “temporal spirit”, an
important feature of our time. It points out the
spread of legal consciousness and particularly
stresses the cexistence of Constitutions based on
temporal law and appealing to temporal con-
sciousness.

This was the first time the church made such
declarations. Now, it cannot pass over in silence
the fact that the growing idea of cooperation bet-
ween all religions as the first-priority task of the
church policies is, actually, an attempt to pool
the cfforts of all religious organisations in order
to draw up a new strategy and tactics for the
struggle against secularistic principles, against
athcism. Its humanism is regarded by the church

* The Social Teachings of the Church, N. Y., 1963, p.

26065,



Communism: Questions 117 I. Kichanova. .
and Answers Communism and Religion

as the most scrious danger. The voluminous
“Lateismo contemporaneo”, published by the Va-
tican recently,” notes that the humanistic character
of atheism becomes obvious to the common people
and cnhances the prestige of atheistic positions.
Thus, church leaders and authoritative theolo-
gians themselves recognise that religion is losing
its adherents throughout the world. One may ask:
“Is there any reason to believe that the alienation
of believers from religion in the socialist countries
1s an artificial phenomenon, foreign to human so-
ciety?” Would it not be more reasonable to say
that the Marxists, the Communists, express
in theory and realise in practice, most consistently
and fully, the profound tendency of the historical
and social development of society? This tendency,
though contradictive, has become extremely
pressing for our time.
The tedious, intricate work
aimed at overcoming thc in-
fluence of religion is regarded as an important
task in the programme of building communism.
The Communists proceed from the principle of the
humanistic struggle for man. They support the
emancipation of man from any form of aliena-
tion, and his liberation from all false and delusive
forms of consciousness. Their policies aim to
mould the real, all-round personality, satisfying
the ever increasing spiritual and material needs.
This is the fundamental programme of the Com-

The Historic Decree

* “L'Atheisme dans la vie et la cultur contemporeines”,
1967, V. 2, p. 412.
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munists, which has been consistently implcn:wntcd
in varying degrees, and at various stug.cs in the
Sovict state’s development, sometimes in rather
difficult historical conditions. o
After the victory of the Great October Socialist
Revolution, leaders of the religious organisations
in Russia took the path of political struggle against
Soviet power. They joined the counter-revolution-
ary movement and used cvery possible mcans,
md}'ding their ideological influence, to restorc
tsarism and the bourgeois landlord system.
hy did it happen? The Orthodox Church was
always a mainstay of the Russian tsarist autocra-
Y- It was the largest land owner (its land posses-
f}‘;ﬂs amounted to 2,850,000 hectares), .ar.ld one of
ruble;giest financiers (1t levied 90 million gold
were res;::] t}ll)‘; population each year). 'If']hekclc;gy
helpin th sible for the loyalty of their flock, thus
the peg | ¢ tsarist regime to politically enslave
alsy °Ple’s masses, The Orthodox Church was
nationalit-o of oppression of . the n?n-R.ussm.n
Occupie '®S and ethnic groups in Russia, since it
other rej; a privileged position as compared to
€ligions and cylts.
hun d:e (Ifsev?lution had given over to the peasants
by the oh of thousands of .ht?ctares of land owned
the premiurch- Over 1,5 million People moved into
e O‘fes Possessed by the cloisters. .
landlorg Serthro“., of tsarism and the bou}‘gems
of its sta]v);stem n R_ussia meant th-e church’s loss
therefore tl?rt role in society. It is no wonder,
tionship l;et\:lt the problems of shaping the rela-
¢en the church and the newly emerged
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state were among the first to be tackled by the
Communists. As carly as January 23, 1918, the
Council of People’s Commissars (the Government
of the young Soviet Republic) issued a Decree en-
titled “On the Separation of the Church from the
State and the School from the Church™. It was a
turning point in the relationship between the
Russian state and the church. We shall, therefore,
discuss the Decree in more detail.

The Decree begins with the clear-cut declara-
tion: “The church is separated from the state.”*
This proposition was claborated upon in the for-
mula: “Every citizen may or may not profess any
religion.”** Every citizen enjoys a guaranteed
right to be a believer or non-believer. “Any de-
privation of rights in connection with the profes-
sion or non-profession of any religion whatsoever
is abrogated.”***

The democratic principles of religious liberty
and the separation of the church from the state are
declared simultancously in the Decree. This means
that, in practice, no reference is made to religion
in any official document (such as census question-
naires, etc.) filled in by a Soviet citizen during his
lifetime. The law forbids this to be mentioned,
since it is purely a matter of every man’s con-
science.

The Decree guarantees free performance of re-
ligious rites, as long as they do not violate law

* The Decrees of Soviet Power, Vol. I, Moscow, 1957,
p- 378 (in Russian).

#% 1bid.
##% Tbid.
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and order and do not encroach on the c.ivﬂ rights
and liberties of other Sovict citizens. Since a be-
liever is a citizen like any other member of §oc1cty,
he is obliged to fulfil the relevant civil dutics. ‘
The Decree abolished all religious oaths, which
is significant if we recall the protracted, stubborn
and dramatic struggle of the 19th century En-
glish freethinkers who sought to abolish the ob-
lfgatOYY procedure of taking an oath on the Bible
(in courts, in Parliament, at official ceremonies).
€ may also recall the stormy debates in Parlia-
ment on the problem of secularism, the persecu-
tion of freethinkers, etc.
Climiﬁaiepla?ﬁon of ’thc sc'hc?ol f!‘om the church
Upbringig( t fe clergy’s pernicious 3nﬂucncc on the
tempora] g8 of the younger generation and ensured
establishe dp;l‘I“C'Plcs of education. The Deeree
state and (s ¢ (lCI'HOC.l'thlC pI:ll:lCll)lCS of the Sov.lct
Institutions. Citizens could reccive

religioyg ingi i .
and ind; ubbringing and cducation on a private
Ndividual hasis only

. ¢ Same De . .
tions of their cree deprived the church organisa-

taxes from therlght tO.lcvy arbitrary and .1'uinous
of the flock Populatlo,?. No force or punishment
churche 1o .taxatlo.n or fees to support
The nation; lffllgl_OUS societies were allowed.

handing over ‘; 1sation of the church land and .the
ings did ot ].0 thc.pcoplc of some c.hu.rch !)mld-
the churel asesult in the physical lfqulc}atlon of
clericals in thesome non-objective historians and
They forget N0n-socialist world try to allege.

§et that the Soviet Communists handed

over chur A 1
ch bmldmgs and premises, as well as

b

S and r
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church-owned church-plate and 9bjects of worship
to religious communities for their free use.
The church was stripped of
Religious Freedom its economic influence, and
is Reality its claim to a dominant role
in the spiritual life of society and its potential as a
political pressure on believers were seriously un-
dermined. But believers themselves remained, as
did the family traditions and customs based on
religious rites, and the religious requirements for-
1pcd centuries ago and passed over from genera-
tion to generation. It was to fulfil these require-
ments, in keeping with the principles of religious
frecdom, that the church was recognised by the
NEW state and received a certain status in social
life. We have already mentioned, however, that
following the Revolution, many clergymen abused
this status and supported the overthrown classes
and foreign interventionists. Soviet power was
comp(?ned to resort to certain suppressive mea-
SUres in such cases.
>0Me publications dealing with the position of
religion in the USSR distort the historical truth.
¢ foes of communism paint a picture of repres-
S10nS, a way against the church and its organisa-
tions, apq persecutions of believers by the Soviet
authorities These allegations are like a screen
Sh'elding the actual events. In 1921, for example,
when ¢ greater part of Soviet Russia was rav-
a8ed by 3 severe drought, the state was compelled
to confiscate a certain part of material wealth
owned by various church institutions in order to
purchage bread from abroad. The church sabo-

9—2098
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tazed this decision and declared it predatory and
unprecedented in the history of relationship be-
tween the church and the state.

But that was nothing new in Russian history.
Pecter I and Catherine 11 resorted, in their time. to
the secularisation of the church property. The
tsarist Government confiscated a large amount of
gold from the church to satisfy the needs of World
War L However, when the Soviet governmental
commission began, in response to the appeal of
the population of the hunger-stricken regions, to
confiscate valuables owned by the church, it ran
|tpt0 open sabotage. Such action aroused indigna-

ton among many belicvers and led to their colli-
sion with the cler

gy. The belicvers were fully
ZY;;& ({htite only recently (1916) the church had
dian monasts:ssessmns of onc of t!lC richest Rus-
for the milita;es’ the famous Yu.ncv Monastery,
Anathemg andy' needs of the tsarist Government.
strongest actiq Impreccation were by no means the
and some clerns taken by the Cl:lUl’Ch ‘]CZI(ICI'Shlp
power, 8y who supported it against Soviet

Other £ )
tion of thzsts’ too, might be brought to the atten-
pret the ¢ ¢ who narrowly and negatively inter-
omplex process of carrying out the new

principle . !
the chI:Jrcsh,o,f relatl(mshlp between the state and

gious cults anc)ll bdeclarin'g the equality of all reli-
position of 5 y refusing to support a privileged
Government Iﬁyd‘ehglolls organisation, the Soviet
domina °C put an end to the privileges a.nd

nee of the Russian Orthodox Church which

bk heen OPPressing the other cults. In 1917, it
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returned to the Moslems the ancient text of t‘\\c
Koran (the so-called “Othman Koran™), consid-
ered sacred. It had been taken away by the tsarist
Government. At the same time. certain religious
sects were banned since their rites did damage to
human dignity and health (Khlysty, Skoptsi. and
some other sects).

In the ensuing period, the Decree on the sepa-
ration of the church from the state was supple-
mented with a number of enactments regulating
the state-church relationship. Thus, Article 143
of the Penal Code now in force in the largest So-
viet constituent republic—the Russian Federation
—provides for punishment for “preventing the
excercise of religious rites insomuch as they do not
violate the social order and infringe upon the ci-
tizens’ rights...”. The Penal Codes of the other
constituent republics contain similar provisions,

The state also guarantces by law other rights
of believers. For example, Article 9 of the Funda-

mentals of Labour Legislation. adopted by the
USSR Supreme Soviet in 1970, contains a special

provision which forbids labour rights to be restrict-
ed or employment privileges to be granted depend-
ing on one’s relation to religion. Therefore, not
‘a single personnel record file or application form
-which a person has to fill in when given employ-
ment (name, date and place of birth, home add-
ress, etc.) contains questions regarding his reli-
gious standing. .

The relevant state enactments delimit the state-
church relationship, while power bodies and the
Council for Religious Affairs, specially set up un-
o
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der the USSR Council of Ministers, supervise their
fulfilment.

There are a number of monasteries, Russian
Orthodox and Moslem religious training centres
in the USSR. The clergy of some creeds undergo
training abroad (the Baptists—in Britain, Moslems
—in Egypt, and so on). Journals, published in the
USSR by various religious communities, have their
readers abroad. Soviet religious organisations
maintain widespread contacts with their foreign
counterparts. The Russian Orthodox Church, for
cxample, participates in the activities of such in-
ﬂuential international religious centres and asso-
Clations as the Christian Peace Conference, the
World Council of Churches and the Conference of
European Churches.

. Freedom of religious worship is a fact of life
n 'S9Viet society. The legal status and rights of
rel‘_glous organisations are guaranteed, religious
training  centres are functioning, and re-
ligious periodicals are published. Soviet democracy
Slarantees the rights of believers of all creeds
e?t{:ept' small fanatical sects). True, certain
nall;m'lSt groups and individuals do appear occasio-
the olc;no t(l;e country and demand the revwal.of
fluence inf er, 1.¢., the reinstatement of church in-
itual life :fPart}cular field of the political or spir-
negligible o CCIet As a rule, such people find
; = SUPPOrt even amongst adherents to va-
Tious religioyg o gst at .
their articles ; reeds. They occasionally publish
Russian Org, N the Western press: the former
- odox Church (] man, Levitan-
Krasnov, for clergy ’
) ¢Xample, once put forward a whole
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programme of measures, including the introduc-
tion of teaching religion in school. Similar claims
were sometimes made by the split-away elements
of the Evangelical Christian Baptists and some
Judaic communities.

As we see now, the problem of religion docs
have its contradictions and difficulties. These dif-
ficulties are mainly engendcred by the objective
complexity of the multiform religious manifesta-
tions. The sphere of everyday life and family
traditions, passed over from one generation to
another, is “stronghold” of religious influence. The
Communists are not going to take it by force. The
cultural influence of our society on all the spheres
of activity is a slow and gradual process. Some
clergy do not observe Soviet law and try to evade
the laws and provisions regulating the church-
state relationship, thus creating certain difficulties.

A religious procession, for example, was orga-
nised in one of the cities to mark a local religious
feast. It resulted in a huge traffic jam, although
the law provides for the performance of religious
rites on the church territory. There was a case
when somebody tried to open a school for teaching
religion to children, and still another, when a
mother forced her young boy to be bapt.lsed. But
these are no more than episodes in a business-like
and rather efficient system of relationship between
the Soviet state and various religious organisa-
tions. o

As regards other, younger socialist states, the
state-church relationship there was largely in-
fluenced by the different historical conditions of
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the victory of socialism. by the pccuharltllcsbof 1]c-
ligious traditions in cvery country, and by t}C
L9 ‘ S o ations 1n
initial position taken by religious Olga][}lsld‘ rork

{‘Clation to a new powcr——thc power ol the work-
ng people. L

In the Bulgarian People’s Republic, !or example,
the Orthodox Church was not politically expe-
ricnced and cnjoyed only marginal prestige
amongst the masses. It took the path of loyulty' to
the new regime cmn])arativcly (lllickly and casnly.
and abandoned its clerical claims. In the .G.crmzm

¢mocratic Republic, the political activity of
believers in building socialism engendered new
forms of their political representation—the uniting
of believers of various Christian creeds into the
(.:]’I'iStian Democratic Union included into the Na-
tional Front of Democratic Germany-

The cstablishment of a relationship between the
socialist state and the church pl‘OVCd especially
(}lf.flc.ult in the Polish People’s Republic due to the
ZZ;St::El traditions and peculiarities of its histori-
problem (t:;Jltural development. In )ta§k1mg -thls

orkers 1;(: .Govcrmnent and the Polish United
tradit arty have always proccf:ded frqm the

tonally strong religious sentiments in the
country. Religion is taught ; ] for all wishi
to learn. Ac{i belj gt SChop Ol- WIS -ung
national orgagg )(;llcvcrs arc umtt,:,d z‘nto various
which are inclu:lz(l:tio‘ns (the anlk ’ UPZ}X oo
representing all th(c o .th.c Natmn{ll e Fro.rlt

As we s.c\c, socialil-)atrmhc forces m tl}clt.count;)“
church relationshi )-S‘m doces not Stm?dm(-lse statb-
¢r specific way iii. ;tad'lffers’ sometimer 7 8 rath

Y rious countries. But every-
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where, the church enjoys freedom of action, pro-
vided, naturally, it does not violate the law.
’ .« . .
The freedom of religious worship and its yeyl-

isation is onc aspect of the problem. Ng Jegs
important is its othey

. aspect

Communist Athcism: —the freedom of atheism,
. . actice .

Aims and Practi The  scparation  of the

church [rom the state and freedom of conscie

nce
are inseparably linked to the freedom of anti-y

cli-

gious propaganda and guarantecs foy the freedom
of materialist propaganda. This is the basis of

atheistic activities in the socialist countries. [y, the
Soviet Union, for example, tl}c' magazine .\"(11(/;(( !
Religiya (Science (u.z(.[ .Rclzgzon) PULS [oryapq
scientifically based criticism of 'rcligious think;
The problems of atheism and religioys criticis
studied at a special rescarch centre—the g
of Scientific /\thcism.‘btudcnts, teachers,
and specialists in various brancheg of knowle
deliver lectures on atheism to the Populatig,,
The author, a member of the editorig) bmr;l {
the Nauka i Religiya, happeneq ¢, attenq A dic
cussion with a group of Cle"g)’men from vari
churches, who came to the USSR rom the [‘JAEOUS
States in 1972. Almost all of they nited
counter persecution and criticismy, | eligi
as the discussion procecded and  the Ston. Byt
a closer look at the publicationg .  Suests oo
gious dogmas and ideas, t.lle)'r say 01“1Ct]lsmg reli-
that such notions of the Princip]eg an 1emse]yeg
anti-religious propaganda in g, U ;\. mCtllods'of
stificd. One of the American 43 st \;Vcrc anju-
nuine interest and surprise Whep | : Showed ge-
1¢ found in our

ng.
m are
Nstitute
Workers
dge
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magazine an essay dealing with Kan.t’s_Phllo_sophy
of ethics and exposing the contradictions 1n t.hc
thinking of this philosopher. Articles dealing with
the religious ideas of Dostoyevsky, Tolstoy and
others were also a great revelation for them. They
admitted that none of them expected sucl} a com-
petent knowledge of religious and philosophic
ideas, which is the basis of atheistic education 1n
the Soviet Union. e

The gradual overcoming of religious beliefs is
an intense ideological struggle, a stubborn, uncom-
promising struggle for a morality free of fear and
hope for recompense in the other world, a struggle
for reason, intrepid, open to trials, passions .and
victories. It is a struggle for full aesthetic enjoy-
ment of the beauty of the surrounding world, for
social contacts between the people who do not
need any intermediary from the other world, for a
socially active man, a citizen and a builder of
progressive society.

What is harmful about religion under SOCialisr?\?
It is not only that religion signifies a non-scientif-
1¢, illusory perception of the world and social life.
I‘:‘Sleed, a believer does not take all the opportu-
nities presented by the new society for fully enjoy-
INg an active social life. It would also be correct
to say that he himself gives less to society. A re-
ligious person squanders his energy—both moral
and physical-preparing for the “future” life. He
r'cgzu.‘ds this as his mora| duty. But the true mora-
lity is expressed differently: has a man done
everything to make life—poth his and other

people’s—better, fuller and more beautiful here,
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in this world? In this respect (which is most im-
portant), the humanism of atheists largely coin-
cides with altruism and is conductive to overcom-
ing egoistic aims.

It is a matter of creating conditions for the {ull
self-realisation of man, for removing the very neced
for religion as a compensation for a drab life.
Marxists are, however, fully aware that the trans-
formation of material conditions does not lead au-
tomatically to man’s rejection of religion. The
latter has its own logical development. It is close-
ly connected and interwoven—both objecctively
and in believers’ consciousness—with cultural,
cthnic and national factors, with everyday tradi-
tions, etc. Frederick Engels, a profound thinker
and uncompromising opponent to philosophic
idealism and religion, expressed very exactly the
Marxist concept of overcoming religious beliefs
ideologically whilst apprehending critically the
universal values. ““. . .For it is by no means a mat-
ter of simply throwing overboard the entire
thought content of those two thousand yecars, but
of a criticism of it, of extracting the results—that
had been won within a form that was false and
idealistic. . . .7

Foreign tourists are often surprised to read
posters announcing a forthcoming performance of
Bach’s “St. Matthew Passion” or Rakhmaninov’s
“Vespers” at the Moscow Conservatoire, or to see
biblical paintings in Soviet Art Galleries.

Is it not paradoxical that atheists are fond of
religious music? Not at all. Broad-mindedness, the

* T. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, Moscow, 1974. p. 198.
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ithout heing restricted
ability to pereeive beauty wit sjentation—this s
by a narrow anti-religious 'Ol rends and tastes
what characterises the Culw‘:“vict people. A rise
of the broad masses of the 5o ‘ye to the emanci-
in cultural standards is conduc!

pation {rom Felig"ion. .o of the materialist

The conscientious, 1‘nastC' m’%t morality presup-
world ()ut.look and (,ommul?:)n and a knowledge
poses a h.lgh lcvcl‘of Cd'ucahthought' Knowledge.
of the history of social high jevel of moral
Cl’ll(ll‘flon, culture and a “% the anti-religious
consciousness arc the basis 0 T
o . tc in their discussions
arguments advanced by atheists 1
with belicevers. hasi

It is particularly important t0 cmphasisc tha
the confrontation and struggle of' the 1€lcas anc
world outlooks of atheists and belicVErs is wagce
in a situation where they are both equally awar
of the social ideal of communism- B.Otl.l bcl.xc'ver:
and atheists are patriots: they are building jointly
a new socicty under the banner of Freedom
Equality, Fraternity.

New human relations arc taking shape as so-
cialism and communism is being built, and  the
high-principled moral ideal of communism 1
materialising. This idcal has assimilated the uni-
versal norms of human morality and justice and
cnriched them with social activity, the idea of
high social duty, and enthusiasm for transforming
the world, nature and social relations.

The correspondence of communist ideals  to
man’s profound aspirations and nceds underlies
the broad mass social basis of communism. The
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clergy are fully aware of this since they witness
cevery day the unity between the Communist par-
ties and the people in the socialist countries. In
his paper read at the Conference of representa-
tives of all religions in the USSR “For Pcace and
Cooperation Between the Peoples™ (July, 1969).
Leningrad and Novgorod Metropolitan Nikodim
described the significance of communism {o be-
lievers: ““As a result of the Great October Social-
ist Revolution. the world was conlvonted with the
gew social form ol o state. which, in the 50 years
ol its cexistence. has experienced many trials and
evolved a new democratic pattern of life and
aew moral social order. It is on the way to evolv-
ing ever more just human relations. For a Chris-
fan. it is important to sce that the ideals brought
v the world by the Word Incarnate are  being
aaterialised in this new world.”™
: He went on to approve fully the moral prin-
.\xplcs formulated by socialist socncty “The gen-
ral principles of social cthics in our socialist so-
clctY are as follows: love of the socialist Mother-
Jand: conscientious work for the good of society:
the plmmplc *He who daes not work. neither shall
he cat”; general concern for the preservation and
increase of the public wealth; a keen awarcness of
onc’s duty to socicty: collectivism and comradely
mutual assistance: cach for all, and all for cach:
humane relations and mutual respect between in-
dividuals: man is a friend, comrade and brother
to man; an uncompromising attitude to injustice,

= The Conference of Representatives of All Religions in
the USSR, Zagorsk. 1969, p. 87 (in Russian).
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parasitism, dishonesty, careerism and money-grub-
bing; friendship and brotherhood of all peoples of
the USSR; intolerance of national and racial ha-
tred; an uncompromising attitude to the enemies of

peace and the freedom of natjons,”* The clergy re-
cognise the value of t

hese principles which apply
b.oth to believers ang non-believers in Soviet $0-

Marxism’s ¢

Ma hief weapon in the
terialism ig th

‘ struggle for mg.-
, at 1t offers man the Possibility of
gaming sell-awareness, In trying to compromise the
communist ideal and make it less attractive to the

masses, our opponents {requently allege that it js
mass-oriented and that the paramount concern for
the collective is detrimental to the individual.
They tend to portray the social ideal qf commun-
1M as the ideal of an “ant-hill” and its practical
realisation—as work “in general” which is dj-
vorced from concern for individual’g» material
and spiritual requirements. The believers are
desceribed as the “victims” of this scheme. The
class approach is intcrprct‘ed as the altertpatlv‘t(z to
$imple humaneness, whilst concern  for the
distant” | for the entire people is counterposed to
ove for living man. . i .
“acts, however, testify othcrwnse’. Lyen n the
§rimmcegt years of the Soviet state’s hlStOl‘}’, hu~
Maneness and care for real people, i.c., the indivi-
dual, were a distinguishing feature of the Com-

Munists and did not contradict their class revo-
© Ibid, . g5,
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lutionary conscience. Lenin’s reply to a letter from
the military commissar Danilov is extremely inter-
esting in this connection. Danilov wrote to Lenin
of the necessity to develop a sense of “love, com-
passion, mutual assistance within the class, within
the camp of the working people.”” Note that this
was written in the years of an acute class struggle
when people suffered hardships and trials. In his
reply, Lenin stressed: “It is absolutely necessary to
develop a sense of ‘mutual assistance’, etc., both
‘within the class” and towards the working people
of other classes.”* In Lenin’s thinking, care, assis-
tance and solidarity arc extended to cvery indi-
vidual working man, rather than simply to the sum
total. This did not contradict at all the social ideal
of communism.

Marxists are fully aware of the existing individ-
ual, purely personal, subjective, and sometimes
circumstantial motives and reasons for turning
to religion. Unstable convictions and an uncertain
position in life, augme'nted by an individual’s
personal confhcts' sometimes compel him to seck
consolation in religion. A mother who has lost her
child is inconsolable: the grief of solutide, morbid
loneliness, despair, anguish.... Human care,
extended by various institutions in socialist society,
is a remedy in this case, too. It is true that, depend-
ing on the specific nature of a situation or indivi-
dual’s fate, this remedy is not always exclusive
or 100-percent cffective: it is not so easy to over-

# V. 1. Lenin, Complete Works, Vol. 53, p. 415 (in Rus-

sian).
## V, 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 45, p. 296.
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come onc’s urge to scek consolation in religion.
The spotlighting of changes in the system of
values amongst the population helps us compre-
hend how religious beliefs
In the Mirror arc overcome in various
(anls".c"’l"g‘cal sections of the Sovict pco-
ys ple. The following data
shows the correlation between religious and sccu-
lar values in the minds and behaviour of people
living in a typical Central Russian arca—the
Penza Region.™

The people’s opinion of the role religion
pl;lycd in various spheres of life was onc of the
criteria of their attitude to religion as a value.
13.5 per cent of those questioned said that rcligion
conso'lcs them in their hour of nced; 0.6 per cent—
that .1t teaches them good and helps to bc men
of high moral standards; 0.6 per cent—that it
helps them bring up their children; and 0.2 per
cent said that it provides answers to questions
concerned with the essence of various natural and
social phenomena. 71.1 per cent of the inhabitants
said confidently that religion plays no role what-
socver in their lives.™*

AS. regards the question whether religion has
any influence on the moral standards of the in-
thldual and society, 35.9 per cent answered that
it has a negative influence; 6.7 per cent—that it

* The data were obtained in 1967-69 by polling 9,000
people.

#+ Here and in some other cases the total percentage is
less than 100 because some subjects found it difficult to
answer certam qucsli(ms,
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may have both negative and positive ‘”Hl\‘: in-
and 5.2 per cent said that it has a ]’“Sl“-li‘_’;ht‘
fluence. The remaining part of the sample (8 o iN°
ly more than half) said that religion has "

fluence or that they have no definite opiniof -

. . SC
The answers testify that non-religiou®

~o1~
. . - -
ments arce predominant in the sphere ol mo! ¢ that
~ . . % - . N M vc
science. Only a small proportion still beliey high

. . .« . o . . »
religion remains a positive factor in ensuriils

PP b
moral standards of the individual and socicty

a whole. for
Although subjective data are important

indicating personal valucs, they alone arc m-
sufficient. We shall, therefore, supplement them
with data characterising man’s actions. The prac”
tice of confession is among the most l"—‘liz}blc
criteria of religious behaviour. All non-religiovs
motives in performing this rite are, RPPare“tly’
excluded. The survey disclosed that as little @3
3.5 per cent of the sample confessed regularly, an¢
another 9.5 per cent—occasionally. The data on
rcligious feasts are interesting, too. 56.6 per cent
of the inhabitants do not observe them at all; 9-1
per cent —{rom time to time; 23 per cent observe
them at home but do not attend church services;
and 5.7 per cent celebrate them and attend church
services. It follows, then, that a considerable pro-
portion of those observing religious fcasts are not
interested in purely religious aspects of these rites.

The following two facts complete the picture.
In reply to the question: “Is there any objecct of
religious worship in your home?”, 526 per cent
said “Yes” and 44 per cent—“No”. It would seem
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that the first figurc contradicts all the previous
data disclosing a small percentage of religious-
minded persons. But when asked why they kept
thesc objects, 9.6 per cent said that they satisfied
their religious requirements, and 8.2 per cent
stated that they satisfied such requirements (_’f their
relatives. The majority (32.6 per cent) said that
they kept these objects by tradition. Th}ls, the par-
ticipation in religious feasts and keeping the ob-
jects of religious worship at home are not reli-
giously motivated for the majority of the sample.
When asked: “What future awaits religion?” 42.8
PCr cent of the inhabitants think that religion will
wither away, 4.8 per cent believe that religion will
remain, and 49.5 say they do not know. These da-
ta also relate indirectly to the sphere of personal
values. They definitely help to evaluate the popu-
lar attitude towards the future of religion in so-
cialist society,
he correlation of religious and non-religious
values in g person’s conscience and behaviour,
discloseq by this and other similar polls in the
» Teveals a tendency towards a high degree
of secularisation in the most important aspects of
life under socialism. Religion as an arbiter of
man’s conscience and behaviour has universally
decreased jp importance. This specifically expres-
ses the general process of secularisation which is
mostly manifest under socialism.
¢ humanitarian values, aims and ideals, con-
sistently defended by Communists fighting against
religion, are the real. vatues_that help man live 3
full and worthy life.: *oadve

B
Nem oy
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