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socialist transforﬁations are so close together, that it is
legitimate to speak not only of a succession but also of‘a
combination of democratic and socialist demands. As early as
at the first stage the issue is not simply that of clearing
the ground for the development of capitalism but that of
undermining its very foundations. The programmessadrPawn up by
Communista in other conditions outline the progpeet of socialism
or of soclalist orientation that does not imply a direct trans-
ition to socialism. Finally, in a number of cases, Communists
proceed from a specific analysis and identify the political
system to be ¢stablished after the victory of a democratic
revolution as a renovated, advanced demp¢racy that creates the
necessary conditions for teking up soeialist transformations.

The opportunists reject the pomsibility of a demoecratic
revolution evolving into gWsocialist one. Lenin has shown that
their dogmatic thinking at begt merely =Tegigters the alignment
of class forces existing at, the democratic stage and gets stuck,
tied to arbitrarily registered opposites. Viewed in dialectical
terms however, a democratie revolution is an acceleration of
the historical process, the crucible in which the working class
and its allies develep“and grow stronger. The progress of a
democratic revolution works much faster than decades of social
evolution tc convinee the masses that the Marxist party is

explain

right to / the need to deepen the soecial content of
democracy through socialist transformations.

Given.4de exacerbation of the contradictions typical of

the imperdalist stage of capitalism, democratic and socialist

transformations become links in the same chain--in the struggle




»

21-

of the working class and its allies for economic and soci@i

by
emancipation. The attainment of democracy </ these forces¥is an

integral part of the struggle for sociglism. A truly giszrxist
policy means to steer——taking not only the differenca)between

a democratic and a socialist revolution but alsggthe unity
and sequence of their tasks into careful considewation——a
course towards carrying the former to its definibive conclusion,
thus opening the way for a transition to thed Iatter.

Lenin's Two Tactics of Social—Democracz in the Democratic

Revolution remains a vital source of creative Marxism to this

day. This book not only reflectedthe teuly popular essence
of the PFirst Russian Revolution{ut alsb brilliantly anticipated
the subsequent course of history imBussia a.r/ldother countries.
This is why it has become a working manual of gll fighters for
pPeace, democracy and socigliem.

This fundamental work is tapical because it helps to
find answers to major questiens raised by democratic revolutions
in countries drawn into the orbit of imperialist domination.
The laws of the class struggle identified by Lenin have been
borne out by successful people's democratic . .angd national
liberation revolutiow&ein many countries. Lenin's theoretical
guidelines have begome the platform for the emergence and
operation of many'communist and workers' parties armed with
scientifically substantiated strategies and tacties. His theory
has placed them in the forefront of the struggle for peace,

demoeracy affysocialism.

Histomy tends to change the significance of this or that
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event with the passage of time. Some remain wholly in thq.E?St.
The importance of others for new generations increases ‘“ﬁtead
of diminishing. It all depends on how profoundly they kt-ess
the essence of this or that socio-political develop « The
historical significance of the events whose 80th anniversary
was marked by the world's progressive forees th mar—-the
beginning of the First Russian Revolution and publication

of Lenin's Two Tactics of Social Democracy i e Democratic

Revolution-—is no doubt growing.,
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NO ALTERNATIVE

Humanity and the Principle of Peaceful
Coexistence in the Mid-80s

Professor Y. Pankov

The 27th Congress of the CPSU made a creative review of
many issues. One of the most important of them is the issue of
peaceful coexistence of nations with differing social systems.
A fundamentally new thing is that there is no reasonable
alternative to peaceful coexistence today. In the objective
conditions that have now arisen, the confrontation between
capitalism and Socialism can proceed in the form of peaceful
competition only.

The possibility and necessity of the peaceful coexistence
of states with differing social structures logically follow
from Lenin’s theory of the progressive development of society.

Lenin’s ideas of peacsful coexistence were attacked by our
ideological opponents in different years from different
“fronts” of the ideclogical and political battle. Such
attacks are not rare today ‘either.

Lenin’s principle of peaceful coexistence has stood the
hard test of time. It was not at once that the most
reactionary forces of imperialism accepted it and agreed with
it. In 1917-1922 and then in 1241-1945, the most reactionary
forces of the bourgeoiSie sought to destroy the world’s first
Socialist state by fofce of arms. Yet, having beaten off the
numerous attacks of imperialism, and made great sacrifices,
the new social system has kept its place under the sun. In the
708, Socialism gained yet another important victory on the way
to implanting the principle of peaceful coexistence by gaining
a military-strategic parity with the capitalist world’s

strongest power -- the United States.
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Nevertheless, bourgecis propaganda has still been trying
to pass off the erstwhile U3 superiority in the military-

strategic field for a guarantee of peace on Earth. But it is a
matter of record that when the US had such superiority, it did

not only plan war against the Soviet Union, but, while making
concrete plans to attack it, triggered off local conflicts
wherever it could. Suffice it to recall the "dirty"”/  Vietnam
war.

The way things are, a thermonuclear war, should
imperialism succeed in launching one, would threaten life on
the planet as a whole. It is no longer a secret to anyone that
the to-be-or-not-to-be dilemma in the struggle of
contradictions of the modern world has come to a head. Nuclear
weapons contain the danger of a whirlpool capable of wiping
the human race off the face of .the Earth. This conclusion is
no longer denied by any of the more or less serious
politicians and scientific experts around the world.
Unfortunately, not all in the West have realized another
conclusion arising from it,namely: the character of modern
weapons does not leave any hope for any state to defend itself
with military technology alone. To ensure security is becoming
an increasingly political objeactive, and, consequently, it can
bs realized by political means alone. Security cannot be
indefinitely built on power politics, on the fear of
retaliation, that is to say on what has come to be called
“"deterrence".

One cannot win an arms race as well as a nuclear war
itself. The continuation of such a race on Earth, let alone
taking it out into space would accelerate what is already the
critically high pace of the stockpiling and upgrading of

nuclear weapons. The world 5ituut10n can rauch a point whon it

will no longer dapand on the mteliect or will of polltmxunl

nnd will dap.nd inateud, on the technologv, and t.he
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military-technocratic logic. Consequently, neither a
nuclear wa-:r i;;self: nor even preparation for it, that is the

arms race and the bid to achieve military superiority, can

objectively bring any benefit to anybody.

The present balance of nuclear potentials of the opposite
sides does offer them equal security, but only for the time
being. A continuation of the nuclear arms race would
inevitably enhance what is in effect equal danger and would
bring it to a level when even parity no longer acts as a
political and military factor of restraint. There is only one
conclusion to be made from this, and the 27th Congress of the
Party made it: task No.l is to dramatically lower the military
confrontation. : | 7

g Mankind has one fate, it is now an _established fact. The
socialist and the capitalist world, as w=ll as the developing
countries, exist on one planet. There is much controversy
among scientists and politicians about the concept of
“peaceful coexistence'. But whatever interpretations they put
on it one thing is clear: peaceful coexistence presupposes the
existence of humanity as a minimum, as well as its progress
and development.

Clash of opposites and international contradictions are
the main and striking feature of modern life. One should,

however, see the nature not only of these opposites, but also
, Pgupaies ot & bt

of the unity of mankind. It is necessary to look for possible
-‘—_———‘_.

cooperation between differing forces and take into account

their largely opposite trends. World contradictions do not

preclude political mgreements and compromises or, especially,

cooperation to solve general and global issues.

-

The enemies of padcaful coexistence, right-wing militarist
forces in the US in the first place, have not laid down their
arms. The imperialist circles, in order to justify their

aggressive plans and steps, accuse ... socialism of
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aggressiveness. To listen to them,' national liberation
movements springing up in various parts of the world are
act.ing on "instructions' from Moscow. But it has been proved
many times that social progress all over the world and the
desire for a happy future and justice are factors beyond
anyone’s control.

Some Western politicians may find it difficult even now to
learn the science and art of acting with restraint and
circumspection in the world, to be civilised and proper in
international dealings and cooperation.

The only real way out of the present world situation is in
following the principle of peaceful coexistence. Relations
better than during relaxation of international tensions must
ba built up. It would perhaps be a stagse in peaceful
coexistence that would retain the best of detente and signify
an appreciable advance in joint removal of the threat of
nuclesar d‘ecimat.icm. The forsign policy initiatives put forward
by the Soviet Union ;and backed by its allies expect that
humanity would welcome the year 2000 under peaceful skies and
with space non-militarised.

The principle of peaceful coexistence implies not only
absence of wars. It also calls for observance of such ma_]or
pdlitical conditions as renunciation of .interference in
others’ domestic affairs, for t;e imperiulists‘ not to J_:_ry to
ex;;:irt. counter-revolution, and not to use arms in order to
force a certain socio-political §_vstemr on _c;ther countries. It
involves major peci-;:;able steps in the mnilitary sﬁhere and
development of relations between countries in other fields -
political, economic and humanitarian. This principle is also
formulated in the idea of an all-embracing system of
international security, advanced by the 27th Party Congress.

Historical experience suggests that reactionary forces

seeking social revenge are unlikely to agree to base their
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policies on the principles of peaceful coexistence. The
struggle ahead is going to be long and hard. In this struggle,
as Mikhail Gorbachev, General Secretary of the CPSU Central
Committee,said over Soviet television on August 18, “the
conviction.that the very existence of human race is at stake
and that the time has come for resclute and responsible action
is becoming ever more firmly held, everywhere in the world, in
the minds of the nations, of political and public forces of
the most different orientation and world outlooks.” In our
time there is no alternative to peaceful coexistence between
countries with different social systems.

(Pravda, September 1. Abridged)
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“TRIAD OF INTER-IMPERIALIST CONTRADICTIONS

Professor S.Menshikov

The Political Report of the CP3U Central Committee ®o the
27th Party Congress and the Programme of the CPSU contain a
thorough analysis of the internal contradictions of the
capitalist world and of the d?g_?ma_ning general crisis of
capitalism. Special attention was given to the g‘r_ov_?ing
rivalry and struggle between the leading imperialist Powers.
“The last decades of the century.,” M.S5.Gorbachew said in the
Report, "are marked by new outbreaks of inter-imperialist
contradictions and the appearance of their new forms and
tendencies. This group of capitalist contradictions has not
been eliminated either by class affinity, the interest in
uniting forces, by military, economic and political integra-
tion, or by the scientific and technalogical revolution.”

The Congress brought out, in particular, the specific
nature of the present-day inter-relationship inside the
"triad" of modern capitalism -- the US, Western Europe and

Japan, and found it likely for more capitalist "centres of

power"” to appear in the coming decade.

Let us take a look at just a few aspects of the subject.

1.

There have always been two opposite trends interacting in
the camp of imperialism ever since capitalism passed over into
its highest, monopoly stage at the end of the 19th century.
One of them -- the centripstal trend -- is to be seen in the
striving of the imperiulist Powers for unity and alliance for
the sake of achisving common group or class objectives:
exploitation ©of colonies and semicolonies, common actions
against Socgialism and against the forces of national libera-

tion. The ether -- centrifugal trend -- finds expression in
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the unremitting struggle for the markets, sources of raw
materials, areas of investment, for the possession of economic
territory in general and for a redivision of the already
devided areas.

Which of the two trends comes to prevail at a particular
time is a matter of outstanding importance. The/destinies of
peace on Earth largely depend on it nowadays, just as they did
before. One important distinguishing feature of the present
stage of development of capitalism is that both trends are
gaining ground at the same time. Yet the attempts at
coordinating and concerting the policies of the imperialist
Powers, far from moderating their rivalry, are compounding the
inter-imperialist contradictions.

There are a number of new objective factors that assist
the centripetal trend nowadays. The first one to note is the
higher stage of concentration and internationalisation of
production and capital. Transnational monopoly capital which
has thus arisen holds its sway not only within the framework
of individual countries but in the world economy as a whole. h
Furthermore, what is going on is not only the .t,ransfornation
of national monopolies into transnational, but also the
creation of joint enterpriees and production units by the
monopolies of different countries, the merger and amalgamation
of the monopolies and banks of vuriouai;—r:-oups of nat‘,l—o_x;w into
transnational empires. ‘

.'i;he qros;ing igtcrlocking of the financial oligarchy inside
the imperialist "triad" leads, besides, to greater coordina-
tion of their economic and financial policies and to attempts
at concerted State monopoly influence on the economies. The
common strategy in trading, economic, monetary and other areas

is discussed at the annual "Big S_vanfj summit meetings.

SRS

There is more internationalisation of the military-
i bt [ osten b et il =2

industrial complexes as well. Joint consortia of munitions

-

@ —
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corporutions of various countries are being set up and grafted
Pl LA B UL Rttt ol e diteabnl

on to the niliturv establishment of foreign nations in
addition to coordination through NATO and other chanmeles which

has been going c:n for more than a decade. Hilitury departments

und corporations of West European countries and Japun are '

— — —a

being drawn inbo the _Amerlcun Stur Wars progtumna.

These and other processes contributed towards rallying the
s el B oy

reactionary nuclaua of the international financial oligarchy

and working out a common political and econemic platform for
L s S

social revenge on an international scale.

11.

At the same time, the factors conducive to compounding

& ok PR

inter-imperlulisb rivalry huva bocome more affectivo. The -
uclentific and technological tevolutiun has given added

impetus to the evening up of levals as well as to the

loup like devalo;—;ent. ofdg;ﬁ_i—tmal;;{: countries. By the nid-?Os,
the m:in West Europeun coﬁntr!es and Jupun just ubout. caught
up with the U3 in terms of productivity and per capita output,
and aven passe‘:l it in some res;:_e::t—st '}‘hub meant dislodging the -
us Ercm its Eornar positions and reducing its share of
international commerce./In the early 80s, the growth rates of
production in Western Europe dropped below the American, /und
the balance of forces between these two centres became
relatively stable. Japan is still building up its shuré of

. world production and trade. The US and western Europe went on

' fiercely conpetlnq with sach ot.her, wh;le on the dafensiva

against Japanese capital.

F’I—‘;a rival monopolies have grown in size which has
naturally made for a sharper competitive struggle between
them. The /ereation of foreign subsidiaries has become the
predominant method of capturing foreign markets.

More. Corporations have the growing support of their "own"
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State monopoly groups which seek to ensure the most profitable
conditions of competition for them. American monopolies
complain about the "excessive" restrictions on their activi-
ties in Japan imposed by the local authorities and at the same
time widely use their own State for imposing import restric-
tions on steel, motor vehicles, tsxtile, and a number of
chemical goods in the US. While ;egurding the action of other
governments as a threat to their own profits, American
monopolies abroad are busy promoting US supremacy.

The added intensity of imperialist rivalry is due to the
more complex conditions of capitalist repreduction, cyclical
crises, protracted stagnation in metallurgy, automobile and
chemical industries as well as in traditiopal engineering and
shipbuilding. 7

The contention for superiority in the main alleys of
scientific and technological progress is gaining momentum. US
and Japanese monopolies’ rpivalry has dramatically intensified
in microchips, computers, progressive materials, optics, etc.
To m:ke good for their lag in El'—xc’sa and other soﬁhisticubed
production spheres, West European monopolies are pooling their
efforts on the Egreku and ‘other international state- and
monopoly-sponsored programmes.

The imperialist system largely owes its existence to
plunder and shameless exploitation of developing countries.
The shrinking sphere of the imperialist sway, the
disintegrating colonial system and newly-free countries’
opposition to neo-ceolonialism have shifted the focus of
imperialist rivalry from developing to developed capitalist
countries, where transnational corporations have over 60 per
cent of their overseas investments. The richest markets--the
US, West European and Japanese--are the main ﬁheatras of trade
war.

The so-called new industrial countries: Brazil, Singapore
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and South Korea, to name but a few, are also entering

competition. New capitalist power centres are emerging in

Latin Americanand the Pacific.

The 1970s and t;n--éwciur*re_nt decade ushered in a thoroughly
new stage of rivalry in the imperialist Big Three, as all

those factors indicate.

111.

In the 1980s, the US imperialism launched an attack on its
partners in an effort to squeeze them out of every sphere.
This, too, gives an edge to contention amonhg imperialist
countries. In trade, the US expansion came up against its
competitors’ strong resistance. On the whole, the situation is
unfavourable for the United States for the time being. As for
currency and loans, the US diktat has, on the contrary, kept
the dollar and the interest rate inflated for many years, thus
pumping over a hundred billion US dollars a year to the United
States from other countries to make good the mammoth US trade
and payment balance deficit, war expenditures and partly the
state budget deficit.

The past several months have witnessed a new situation due
to the US dollar exchange rate slump and some interest rates
lowering. The dollar has slumped 30 and more per cent in
relation to othér currencies since the autumn of 1985. The US
authorities, paradoxically, encouraged the devaluation. Why
that turn in currency policies?

The thing is that the inflated dollar undermined the
competitive power of American goods, imports flooding the US
market. In 1983, the US economic growth rates fell down to the
2.3 per cent mark--and the devaluation had to follow.

The new US policy worried other countries who felt
threatened by intense dollar dumping. This and other U-turns

in the US economic and financial policy well illustrate its
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stand characterized by crudely ignoring its partners’
interests, arms-twisting and the wish to bring the three

centres of contemporary imperialism under one roof. We have

- e

the chance to see efficient economic cooperation of the Big

Three no more often than rain in the thura_, to cite a recent

Fortune statement. The US imperialism _z_::oes against its
partners’ security not only in the economic but in the
military and political spheres, too.

As the result, the centripetal tendency bescomes

centrifugal, the Big Three’s conflicts snowballing. Even if

they bring their stands to an accord, th#t more often than not
resulting from the US pressure or diktat--the contradictions
exacerbate nonetheless. As the 27th CPSU Congress stressed, it
can hardly be expected that the available complex of economic,
military-political and other interests the three Western power
centres share will break up. "But within the framework of that
complex, Washington should not expect unquestioning cobedience
to US dictation on the part of its allies and competitors.”
Such is the involved pattern of current relations in the

imperialist system.

(Pravda, July 8. In full.))





