


























peasant action and to drive rural working people off the land they had taken
ovlfr ﬁl'lom the landowners. Today, at least 150,000 poor peasants tilll and
“illegally™.

The sharpening of the agrarian crisis and the Communist Party’s ideological
and political work among the peasants help them to escape the influence of the
landowner and bourgeois parties. Today, the peasants are ever more consistently
guided by the economic and political interests of their own class. This factor
undoubtedly has an effect on the present political situation and on the formation
of a genuine workers’ and peasants’ alliance.

Of tremendous importance, we believe, is the official stand of the Paraguayan
Church, which has firmly opposed the dictatorial regime, especially in view of
the ceaseless reprisals, tortures and political assassinations. The Church has
openly come out against the regime’s squandering of the national wealth,
against the Itaipu Treaty, against administrative corruption.and the suppression
of democratic liberties. A convincing expression of this patriotic stand is the
boycott by the head of the Paraguayan Church of the State Council and his
refusal to attend the sittings of this organ of the dictatorship.

For all its ideological differences with the Communists, the Church has
resolutely refused to take part in the anti-Communist campaigns, as the regime
wanted it to do. The Communists sincerely respect the Church’s constructive
and patriotic stand, and this helps to promote mutual understanding and joint
action in the interests of broad masses of Catholics and other fighters of the
anti-dictatorial camp.

Although the dictatorship has spent-much-money to bribe the university
leaders, most students have come out in @aunited front against any transfer of the
national resources to imperialism and against the police reprisals, the tortures
and political assassinations. In the recent period, the students have organised
mass meetings at which spokesmen for various circles voiced their opinions on
the most burning political issues. This action culminated in a large-scale mani-
festation by the masses and by representatives of various political and business
circles. Its participants came out against the pressure being exerted by Brazil,
which insisted that Paraguay should adjust its electric-current cycle to conform
to Brazil's standard.”

The economic crisis has also hit the urban middle sections: government
employees, the liberal professions (doctors, lawyers, etc.) and small business-
men. Through their professional organisations, they have been fighting for
higher wages and salaries and against the mounting taxes. Acting in defence of
their interests, they have moved closer to other categories of working people,
and this creates the conditions for agreements on joint action in the struggle for
improving their conditions.

Considerable experience of joint action by the workers’ trade unions and the
broad mass of bank,.commercial and transport employees has already been
gained. Fraternal relations have been established between working people from
all walks of life. All of this shows that the numerous urban middle sections can
join the anti-dictatorial camp.

Finally, one should also bear in mind that the dictatorship is not supported
by the whole of the Paraguayan bourgeoisie. That part of it which could be
called the national bourgeoisie has had its economic interests heavily infringed,
and is getting less and less profits because of the privileges that have been
accorded fo foreign capital: US, Brazilian, West German, and Japanese, and
also to the richest local tycoons. Many businessmen have been ruined. The
protests and complaints by industrialists, merchants, owners of transport
facilities and building and insurance companies have become universal and are
expressed in various forms, including exposures of the criminal acts of highly
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placed government officials. Quite obviously, this influential section of the
bourgeoisie can be drawn into the movement for political and economic change.

Consequently, our analysis shows that the forces of the opposition, regarded
objectively, have a strong edge over the forces of reaction.

The Paraguayan democrats and patriots realise that the dictatorship has been
able to continue in the country for over two decades not only because of support
from imperialism, but also because the opposition forces did not act in'concert
and because—and this is the main thing—they had failed to set upa national
co-ordination centre. That is the main weakness of the anti-dictatorial camp
and, consequently, the main strength of the dictatorship.

That is why there is a need to formulate a platform for the country’s demo-
cratisation and urgent economic measures to ease the condition of the people.
This platform should take into account the interests of sizable sections of the
national bourgeoisie and even some groups of landowners who are discontented
with the dictatorship.

Today, there is, on the whole, complete identity of the economic and demo-
cratic demands put forward by the Communists, the Radical Liberals, the
Febreristas, the Christian Democrats, MOPOCO, the Catholic Church, the
students, a sizable section of the liberal professions; industrialists, merchants
and landowners and, of course, the working class and the toiling peasantry,
whose alliance is designed to lay the foundation for a broad national anti-
dictatorial coalition.

Here are some of these demands:

Democratic liberties for all the people’s parties and organisations, without
restrictions or exceptions;

release of all political prisoners;

an end to the reprisals, tortures and assassinations of patriots;

lifting of the state of siege; -

annulment of anti-democratic laws;

raising of wages;

an end to the layoffs of workers and urgent measures against the high cost of
living and the shortage of goods;

full re-establishment of the free activity of the trade unions; ;

land and low-cost credits for the poor and middle peasants, fair prices and
secure marketing for their produce;

abolition and reduction of the burdensome taxes on industrialists, merchants,
petty producers and the liberal professions;

re-negotiation of the Itaipu Treaty.

The experience of long years of struggle against the dictatorial regimes has
been driving it home to the Paraguayans that the Communists are right: in
order to win democratic liberties there is a need to get down without delay to
practical measures for mounting joint action by the working people and various
other sections of the population on the basis of their common demands so as to
set up a national anti-dictatorial front. The PCP believes that in class terms such
a front should mainly be a front of the working class, the peasants, the petty
bourgeoisie and the urban middle sections. Under the pressure of struggle by
these forces, the front can and must involve the national bourgeoisie, between
which and imperialism, latifundism and the dictatorship there are objective
contradictions. The front can also expect support from a section of the lati-
fundists and the big capitalists whose interests have been hurt by the dictator-
ship’s economic and repressive policy.

The task of such a national anti-dictatorial front would be to create the con-
ditions for overthrowing the military-fascist dictatorship and replacing it with a
government that would implement the democratisation programme and would
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pursue a peaceable and independent foreign policy of international co-operation
on t_he basis of mutual respect, non-interference of states in each other’s domestic
affairs and mutual advantage.

The PCP believes that every enterprise, school, district, village, big or small,
should set up unity-building committees of struggle. At the same time, the PCP
wants the establishment of a national co-ordination centre for the people’s
democratic struggle.

We think that the Paraguayan Communists’ strategic goal should be taken
into account. Our programme says that the economic crisis which has gripped
the country is a crisis of the old socio-economic organisation based on lati-
fundism and imperialist exploitation, and that “life itself urges the need that it
should be replaced by another, higher socio-economic organisation. With the
growth of the population and the development of capitalist.ecommodity pro-
duction, its contradictions are ever more pronounced and there is an ever
greater need for revolutionary changes and radical transformations that would
eliminate the regime of the military-police dictatorship, latifundist exploitation
and imperialist domination and plunder.”

Consequently. this implies revolutionary changes of a democratic and anti-
imperialist character, something that would enable the country to take the non-
capitalist way with a socialist perspective.

Stroessner’s military-fascist clique feels that the ground is slipping away from
under it. It has not forgotten the powerful general strike staged by the working
class in 1958, which rocked the whole country. It has not forgotten the revo-
lutionary political crisis of May and June 1959, which forced it to dissolve even
its own “‘rubber-stamp™ parliament. Nor can it forget the numerous other
revolutionary political upheavals over a period of more than two decades.

The dictatorial regime is alarmed.at the'people’s urge for unity. That is why it
has been making moves designed to prevent the opposition forces from uniting.
In particular, a clause has been written into the constitution on Stroessner’s
orders banning any kind of political coalition.

The regime hit out with police reprisals at the young people’s political circles
which suggested the establishment of a front for joint anti-dictatorial action. Its
leaders were arrested, savagely tortured and thrown into prison for several years.

With its tremendous financial resources, the Paraguayan oligarchy has
managed to create a powerful network for spying, bribing and corrupting a
great number of senior officials, military commanders and political, trade union
and youth leaders.

Another move by the dictatorship, aimed to weaken and disorganise the anti-
dictatorial forces, is to split the political parties of the legal opposition, above all
the Liberal Radical Party,which operates throughout the country. It has more
than 100,000 members, and tens of thousands of sympathisers and allies among
the liberal, commercial and industrial bourgeoisie, including some sections of
the landowners. Its progressive members have repeatedly addressed Parliament
with fiery speeches against the anti-national policy of the dictatorship and
demanded the nationalisation of the US REPSA monopoly, which makes a
profit of 10 million guarani a day (nearly $80.000). They demanded the abolition
of Law No. 209, which allows the use of repression against democrats. They also
exposed scandalous deals, thefts and smuggling, and resolutely rejected the
Itaipu Treaty, which they branded as surrender and treason.

Stroessner’s camarilla is aware that the PCP is the most consistent fighter for
the people’s vital interests. That is why it has concentrated its fire, and the whole
of its class hatred, on the Communist Party.

In November 1975, Stroessner’s bloodhounds managed to track down and
arrest Miguel Angel Soler, PCP CC secretary, and Derlis Villagra, leader of
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Paraguay’s Communist Youth, who together with other patriots were savagely
tortured and then disappaered without trace. Fighters loyal to the Party’s cause
have been kept in the Stoessner dictatorship’s torture-chambers for 15 and more
years, without investigation or trial.®

However, police terrorism will never break our Party’s revolutionary morale,
and its unflinching loyalty to the principles of Marxism-Leninism and: pro-
letarian internationalism in the fight against various expressions of anti-Sovietism
and anti-communism. The dictatorship will never be able to prevent the Para-
guayan Communists from working in the midst of the masses, from helping
them to organise for joint struggle, from recruiting new members for the Party,
from winning over new friends and allies and educating the people in the spirit of
solidarity with the anti-imperialist struggle of the other peoples, in defence of
world peace, in the spirit of fraternal friendship with the Soviet Union, socialist
Cuba and the other socialist-community countries.

! The presidential “‘elections” were held on February 12 of this year.

* See, Reynaldo Marin, “The Masses Will Decide the Outcome of the Battle”, WMR,
Decemkber 1975.

3 Brazil has administrative control of the whole project, is-to receive 75 per cent of the
revenues from it, and is to get all the electric power generated there at a fixed price over a
period of 50 years.

* The Revolutionary Febrerista Party represents the interests of some urban middle sections,
officers and national bourgeoisie. The Christian-Democratic Party expresses those of the
petty-bourgeois sections of town and country.— Ed.

5 In 1976, the Anchutz Corporation of the United States received 40 per cent of Paraguayan
territory to prospect and work mineral deposits, under.a 20-year concession, with a subsequent
option to extend it to 50 years and over.

® It has been estimated that every dollar invested by US monopolies in our country yields a
profit of five dollars.

* The movement in protest against changing the electric-current cycle involved not only all
the parties of the legal and illegal opposition but also large circles of the industrial and com-
mercial bourgeoisie and the liberal professions and even a section of the armed forces. Stroess-
ner was forced to renege on thz promisz which he had given to the clique of Brazilian generals,
so that the struggle of the democratic forces in the country was crowned with victory. For the
nazi general Stroessner this was one of his heaviest political defeats.

* The authors of this article and CC CPP member Julio Rojas were kept in prison for 19
years, and were released in 1977 under pressure from international opinion.— Ed.

The Way Out of the Economic
Crisis

! BO HAMMAR
Board Executive Committee member, Left Party—Communists of Sweden

THE 1976 general election in Sweden brought the bourgeois parties to power
after an interval of 44 years. This was largely due to the fact that this time the
Left Party—~Communists of Sweden (LPC) was unable to compensate, as it
had done after the 1970 and 1973 elections, for the reduced number of seats
won by the Social-Democrats. This time the LPC itself lost two seats and was
represented in the Riksdag by only 17 deputies.

During the election campaign the bourgeois parties promised to create
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400,000 new jobs, to halt the price spiral, lower taxes and put through social
reforms. But their promises amounted to nothing because the victory of these
parties coincided with a sharp aggravation of Sweden’s economic difficulties.
For the first time since the ““great depression” of the 1930s Sweden felt the real
bite of the crisis of capitalism.

Last year the industrial production index fell for the third time in succession
with a corresponding shrinkage of the GNP. Every year the number of people
employed in industry is reduced by 40,000-50,000. Inflation is soaring. (In the
sixties annual price rises averaged 4 per cent; in the first half of the seventies,
the average rose to nearly 8 per cent; more recently it was 10 per cent, and in
1977 it came near to the 15 per cent mark.)

There has been a simultaneous and palpable rise in unemployment. Admittedly
this is not always reflected in statistics because there are many ways of hiding
it. For example, the deterioration in the labour market has forced about
100,000 people into premature retirement. Today even young people are
receiving benefits, having been unable to find work on completing their studies.
The more than 100,000 people attending training schools set up by employment
agencies are not officially counted as unemployed. About 60,000 people are
engaged in “public” works, in records offices, and in jobs created for the
partially disabled. All this allows us to conclude that obvious and concealed
unemployment accounted for about 325,000 people in 1967, rose to 425,000 in
1972 and crossed the half million mark in 1977. Many observers say the ceiling
has not yet been reached.

These data show the scope and depth of the ecrisis that has gripped all the
key branches of the Swedish economy. A shadow hangs over ship-building, an
industry where Sweden was recently a world leader. The iron-ore and steel
industries are also faced with acute problems. Lumbering and some branches
of engineering are hit.

The illusion of Sweden as a stable and crisis-free welfare state is crumbling
as the crisis deepens. In 1977, for the first time in many years, real wages
actually fell. A further decline in living standards is forecast for the current
year. The bourgeois government and the employers are doing their best to
shift the burden of the crisis on to the shoulders of the working people. “This
is probably the biggest threat to improved living standards since the thirties,”
reported the Market Advisory Council.

The range and complexity of the tasks facing Swedish Communists in this
new and serious situation can-easily be imagined. The Party has had to work
out a realistic alternative to the policy of the present government. Such an
anti-capitalist programme ‘was drafted and published by the Board of the LPC
during the preparations for its 25th Congress, held at the beginning of this
year. It was discussed by‘all Party organisations and in the Party press, and
after a debate was approved by the Congress.

Our programme gives high priority to the task of defeating the bourgeois
parties at the parliamentary elections to be held in 1979. This, it says, can be
achieved only by united action on the part of all contingents of the working-
class movement.-But the crisis cannot be overcome merely by returning to the
line followed by Olof Palme’s Social-Democratic government. The new govern-
ment must be:pivoted on the working-class movement and must pursue a policy
which will be the first step towards liquidating the power of big capital. Such
a policy can become a reality only if the Communists consolidate their positions.

The programme approved by the LPC’s 25th Congress defines immediate
tasks as well as long-term goals. Raising the workers’ living standards and
doing away with unemployment are problems that have to be solved at once.
Key tasks are to freeze prices of all essential goods and also rents, to pursue a
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Lephe (Lihrtovndqr ) Fimma 7}
It was also revealing that the role of the Communist Party grew as the
+ revolutionary situation and the struggle for power developed.
We Communists take self-critical stock of both the achievements and the
shortcomings of the revolutionary process in Chile so as to learn its lessons,
» which is a prerequisite of teansforming yesterday’s defeat into tomorrow’s
victory.

! See WMR, January, February,

2Orlando Millas, “La clase ob
Propaganda, No. 4, pp. 14-15.

3 Boletin informativo del Comi
Chile, 1972, Boletin No. 8, p,“37.

41bid., p. 33.

3 Desde Chile habl,

/ay and June 1977.
en el Gobierno Popular”. Cuadernillo de

del Partido Comunista de Chile. Santiago-
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\

os Comunistas! Edicibnes Colo-Colo, 1976, p. 145.

A Weapon in the Strugaﬂlse for
Democracy and Socialism

TOMAS TRAVNICEK
CC member, CP Czechoslovakia, and Deputy Chairman, Czechoslovak
National Front

AS our experience in Czechoslovakia hasclearly demonstrated, co-operation of
Communists with other revolutionary and democratic forces in a
united—popular or national—front plays an extremely important role in the
fight for working-class power and in the building of socialism.

The idea of a United Front was first advanced by Lenin. His analysis of the
Russian revolutions, of the development of the labour movement in other
countries after the First World War led him to conclude that unity of all the anti-
imperialist, democratic, progressive forces, their organisations and partiesin the
fight for democratic and revolutionary change was of vital importance for the
Communists. It would be wrong and dangerous, he wrote, to believe “that a
revolution can be made by revolutionaries alone. . . . Without an alliance with
non-Communists in the most diverse spheres of activity there can be no question
of any successful communist construction” (Coll. Works, Vol. 33.p.-227).
Lenin’s united front concept has been tested in differing historical and national
conditions.

This article will deal with the rise and growth of the National Front in
Czechoslovakia, particularly its role in the struggle of the working class and all
the working people generally against social and political oppression in the pre-
war years, in the resistance movement to the nazi occupation, in the democratic
and subsequent socialist stage of the revolution. And one of the most important
lessons of our experience is that the very formation of the National Front and its
conversion into a weapon of consistent democratic and subsequently socialist
transformations, is possible only given the leading role of the Communist Party

0
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operating in alliance with parties and public organisations representing the
country’s democratic and revolutionary forces. In other words, the policy of
united action of Communist and other parties of the labouring people within
such a front, can be successful, as we have seen, only if the Communist Party is
the initiator of a resolute struggle “from the top” and “from the bottom™ which
leads to the isolation of the more reactionary leaders and elements in the allied
parties; only if the Communist Party objectively becomes the leading force of the
National Front by virtue of its determined championship of democracy, without,
however, shedding its revolutionary-socialist aims and persistently working for
their implementation; only if it is capable of correctly assessing the situation,
pursuing a correct policy that accords with the interests of the working people,
and mobilising them to support and carry out this policy; only if the Party is
capable of maintaining and strengthening its leading role, despiteall attempts to
divert it to reformist or Leftist positions or dilute it in broad electoral blocs, etc.

It has to be said that in the early thirties difference arose in the Party over the
nature and purpose of the popular front. There was, on the nne hand,
unprincipled right opportunist advocacy of co-operation with certain reformist
and bourgeois parties and, on the other, left opportunist rejection of any alliance
with non-Communist groups as betrayal of the revolution.

The impact of the fascist take-over in Germany, the Seventh Comintern
Congress decisions and the Party’s mass political work combined to produce
favourable preconditions for united action of the working class and other
democratic and progressive forces. The desire for such unity was especially
strong when bourgeois-democratic Czechoslovakia was faced with the very real
danger of losing its national independence. However, in those days we did not
succeed in creating a popular front, let alone a popular-front government.

Why? The main reason, the Communist Party declared, was the betrayal by
the bourgeoisie which, like Czechoslovakia’s capitalist allies, did not hesitate to
sacrifice the independence of the Republic in furtherance of its own egoistic class
interests. Responsibility also rests with those leaders of parties and organisations
(composed mainly of industrial workers and other sections of the working
people) who opposed unity of the working class and thereby weakened its
political positions.

In other words, though bourgeois Czechoslovakia was a classical example of
the pluralistic political organisation of capitalist society (which now, as then, is
held up by anti-Marxist as the only real and broad democracy), it was unable to
prevent this national tragedy. The pluralist system of the Czechoslovakia of
those days, being a form of bourgeois government, deprived the working class
and other sections of the labouring people of any opportunity actively to
influence home and foreign policy, for by its very nature the system expressed
and upheld the interests of only one of the basic antagonists of bourgeois society,
the interests of capital. In those tragic days for the Czech and Slovak peoples
decisions were made not by the masses, but by those who manipulated the
pluralistic system, the big bourgeoisie. The opinion of the opposition—whose
existence and rights the bourgeois and reformist advocates of pluralism consider
the very essence of democracy—was wholly disregarded. And this despite the fact
that the opposition represented the majority of the Czechoslovak population.
Notwithstanding all the efforts of the Communist Party and the Soviet Union’s
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offer of assistance, this policy was pursued right up to the Munich sell-out, with
» its resultant dismemberment and occupation of the country and the threat of
mass annihilation of the Czech and Slovak peoples.

In this situation, the only organised force that waged an active and pérsistent

. struggle was the Communist Party. Its policy, worked out by the Party
leadership and personally by Klement Gottwald, led to the foundation of the
widely representative National Front (NF). Its aim was to oust the nazi invader,
re-establish the independence and sovereignty of Czechoslovakia, extend the
people’s democratic rights—in short, work for the victory of the national-
democratic revolution. At every stage of its courageous struggle the Communist
Party emphasised the decisive role of the working class, never forgetting that the
national and democratic revolution would be the prelude to socialist revolution.
Even during the nazi occupation, underground National Committees were
established throughout the country, composed of representatives of all the
patriotic forces—workers, peasants, intellectuals, even representatives of the
anti-fascist bourgeoisie, ‘

This concept of the National Front was fully justified by subsequent events. At
this crucial period for our peoples, the ideological and political position of the
working class and its Marxist-Leninist vanguard, the role and weight of the
Communist Party, its mass influence was the decisive factor in the fight for social
progress. And the Communist Party formed closer ties with the masses, gave
them leadership, took account of their views, set goals that were understood by
the people and accorded with their needs. The Communists explained to the
people that only alliance with the USSR could defeat nazism, liberate our
country and ensure its freedom and sovereignty. The Communists were in the
front ranks in the fight for freedom and made the greatest sacrifices. This won the
Party the trust of the masses, enabling it to-exert a decisive influence also after
Czechoslovakia’s liberation by the Soviet Army.

Beginning with May 1945, the Communist Party directed the effort to orient
Czechoslovak foreign policy on allianee and co-operation with the USSR, In
home policy, our Party advocated consummation of the national-democratic
revolution, i.e. nationalisation, agrarian reform, making the National Com-
mittees the organs of popular rule and administration, the drafting, and approval
of a new Constitution, punishment of collaborationists and war criminals. These
tasks were carried out in thehard-fought battles of 1945-48. with the Party
consistently pursuing its policy within the National Front and its government. In
this period, too, the Communist Party was the most consistent protector of the
working people’s vital interests, and it was not by chance that it obtained the
highest vote in the 1946 elections to the Constituent National Assembly,

The record of the class'struggle in the 20th century shows that in every crucial
conflict the bourgeoisie.does not hesitate to use every available means to prevent
the working class from capturing power, prevent the advance of the socialist
revolution. That 4actic was used in Czechoslovakia too. In February 1948 the
reactionary ministers deliberately resigned from the National Front government
as part of a counter-revolutionary plot. It was foiled because the Communist
Party vigilantly.watched over the revolutionary gains of the people, was in close

= touch with them and was constantly strengthening its alliance with the
democratic and pro-socialist forces in the non-Communist parties, the
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revolutionary trade unions and the peasants’ commissions supervising the
agrarian reform. The Communist policy was in the interests of the working class
and all working people, and millions responded to its call to defend the
revolution. Reaction suffered a crushing defeat.

The events of 1948 reaffirmed anew the Leninist proposition that the transition
to socialism through a national, popular front can be accomplished, depending
on the concrete situation, through a one-party or multi-party system. Bringing
non-Communist parties that support the aims of the revolution to share in
running the country does not contradict the interests of socialism. What does
contradict them is passivity towards the activities of anti-socialist parties and
groups. Our experience made it plain that the leading role of the Communist
Party in socialist transformations lies precisely in carrying out a policy that
accords with the interests of the masses. And it has to be carried out by
proletarian dictatorship to overcome resistance by the opponents of socialism, at
the same time relying on the support of the broadest, including non-Communist,
progressive forces that subscribe to the programme of the National Front, now
purged of reactionary elements.

The coming to power of the working class opened the road to socialism in
Czechoslovakia. And it was at this stage that the role of the National Front was
fully disclosed as a major instrument of socialist transformations by rallying the
masses around a programme for building the new society under the leadership of
the Communist Party. The National Front promoted the activity and initiative of
the working people in every area of socialist construction. It was instrumental
also in cementing the bond between the Communist Party and the massesand in
improving co-operation with the ‘non<Communist parties and mass
organisations.

At the same time, however, negative factors were exerting an increasing
influence within the Party and in society, and this brought about the 1968 crisis
situation, which affected also the National Front.

The Statement, Lessons of the Crisis Development in the Party and Society
after the 13th Party Congress, noted that long before 1968 the leading role of the
Party was being weakened and its alliance and ties with the masses undermined.
Naturally, the work of the National Front became more and more formal and its
constituent organisations were gradually losing sight of the tasks and aims of our
society, from which they were becoming increasingly isolated. This was one of
the causes of the 1968-69 crisis situation. And it is highly significant that the anti-
socialist forces, supported by the right-wing opportunists and revisionists within
the Party and in society, centred their attacks on the underlying principles of the
National Front, especially the leading role of the Communist Party. They tried to
revive the Social-Democratic Party (which in 1948 had voluntarily merged with
the Communists) in order to destroy the political unity of the working class as
symbolised by the Communist Party, and cast the Social-Democrats in the role
of opposition to the Communist Party. There were fi renzied attacks on the Soviet
Union, their purpose being to disrupt Czechoslovakia’s fraternal friendship with
it and other members of the socialist community. The very principles of
proletarian internationalism, of solidarity with the forces working for peace,
freedom, independence, democracy and social progress, were questioned.

The right opportunists and revisionists, who before 1968 had played down the
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importance of the National Front, were now trying to convert it into an
instrument of reviving the old, pre-February, even pre-Munich, political system.
And to do that, they took measures to weaken the elective and other bodies of
state power, undermine the mass organisations, split the trade unions, the youth
movement, etc. Behind this “heightened interest” in the National Front was a
plan to deprive it of its role as the vehicle of the moral and political*unity of
Czechoslovak society, as the symbol and embodiment of the alliance of classes,
parties and organisations working for socialism under Communist leadership.

The principled stand of the Marxist-Leninist forces within the Party and in
society, and internationalist assistance enabled us to cope with the crisis
situations. The policy worked out and consistently operated by the new Party
leadership headed by Gustav Husak made it possible to consolidate
Czechoslovak society, re-establish all the socialist gains of ourpeople, including
the Gottwald, socialist principles of the National Front.

The Czechoslovak working class and working people know from experience
what is the meaning of pluralist organisation of bourgeois rule and what aim is
served by the slogan of pluralism when it is put forward by the spokesmen of
capital, opponents of the socialist system, and advocates of petty-bourgeois
spontaneity. This experience was gained during the years of the bourgeois
republic, in the political battles of February 1948, in the crisis situation of 1968-
69. It demonstrated that at any sharp turn of class, political struggle the pluralism
advocated by the bourgeoisie either in conditions of its rule or in attempts to re-
establish it, invariably proves to be a suitable cover for anti-national, anti-
democratic and, certainly, anti-socialist actions. That was why our people
categorically rejected both the practice:and concepts of pluralism in their
bourgeois and reformist varieties.

We consider this practice and these concepts inacceptable precisely because of
their content which is inimical to the interests of the working class, of socialism.
But, as noted above, we do not reject out of hand a multi-party system, a
comparison of views, etc., in a socialist society. On the contrary, we rely on them
in our national system of political leadership of the country. But the
Czechoslovak working people reject all pluralist models that allow “equal
opportunities” for forces opposed to socialism. That is why the clamorous
propaganda campaign in the capitalist West about alleged violation of “human
rights” in Czechoslovakia has found no support whatever in our society, for the
obvious purpose of that campaign’is to legalise anti-socialist activity.

Under socialism human rights are something very real and not merely a
formality. And human rightsare guaranteed by public ownership of the means of
. production, which precludes exploitation and social inequality. They are
guaranteed also by the friendly relations between classes and social groups, all-
round perfection of the political system and uninterrupted expansion of socialist
democracy to give the working people a fuller and more active share in managing
industry, the state, society as a whole. Genuine, socialist democracy is not
measured by the number of parties, nor by the “right to oppose” a social system
supported by the vast majority of the people. There is no opposition in the
political strueture of socialist society, and not because the Communists are afraid
of it, but/simply because there is no place for it, for the social basis of an
opposition disappears with the disappearance of the exploiting classes. As for the
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specific interests of the various social groups, they are realised through the trade
unions, the co-operatives, youth organisations, scientific, creative and other
societies, which are an organic part of the socialist political system.

The National Front has now fully re-established its role and functions. This is
how the 15th Communist Party Congress defined its functions in the light of the
experience of recent years: “The National Front is the political embodiment of
the class alliance of workers, peasants and intellectuals, of all the people, of the
internationalist community of our nations and nationalities. In future, too, we
shall regard the National Front as a tried and tested element of our political
system. With its network of participating organisations, it provides ample scope
for our people’s varied interests, activities and initiatives, their participation in
the administration of public affairs, at the same time concerting their efforts in
building socialism. Through its political parties and other organisations, the
National Front enables every citizen to exercise his political rights and freedom.
It offers a broad programme of socialist democracy which we shall expand and
develop.

“This programme, which fully reflects the leading role ofthe working class and
the vanguard role of the Communist Party in our society, is the basis of the
activity and development of the entire system of representative organs—the
National Committees, National Councils and the Federal Assembly—and of the
executive agencies of the socialist state.”

And so, the National Front, as it has evolved over the years, is a cardinal
element of the socialist political system, representing, at one and the same time,
an organisation, a programme and a movement.' Organising public
participation in building developed socialist society and fulfilling the five-year
plan is an important aspect of the activity of all its organisations. This finds
concrete expression in the socialist work teams, which include members of all
National Front organisations.

Another important National Front function is socialist education, which
implies cultivating a new attitude to one’s work, socialist patriotism and
proletarian internationalism and a.new moral outlook.

The National Front is now concentrating on bringing more people into the
work of formulating and operating national policy, managing the affairs of state
and society, and controlling fulfilment—in short, the things that go into socialist
democracy. This is done in many different ways and forms, but the essential
feature of this aspect of National Front activity, one that is expressive of its class
character, is that all the péople, all members of National Front organisations,
have a constructive partin framing policy at all levels, from their place of work to
national government.

The National Front is consulted on all decisions of the Federal and Republican
governments relating to the work of public organisations. Asa rule, the question
is first discussed with the appropriate National Front bodies or public
organisations. For instance, policy statements by the Federal Government and
the governments of the two republics, the Czech and the Slovak, were discussed
by the National Front before being submitted to Parliament. And since these
plicy statements were fully in keeping with the political line of the Communist

Party and the National Front and accorded with the interests of the people, they &

were endorsed and supported by all the National Front organisations.
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