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Commmimqoe on a Meeting of
Top Party and State Leaders of

the Warsaw Treaty Member-States
A meeting of top party and state leaders of the War­
saw Treaty member-states was held in Warsaw on
April 26, 1985. Taking part in the meeting were:

— from the People’s Republic of Bulgaria; Todor
Zhivkov, General Secretary of the Central Commit­
tee, Bulgarian Communist Party, Chairman of the
State Council of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria,
head of delegation; Grisha Filipov, member of the
Political Bureau, BCP Central Committee, Chair­
man of the PRB Council of Ministers; Petr
Mladenov, member of the Political Bureau, BCP
Central Committee, PRB Minister of Foreign Af­
fairs; Dobri Dzhurov, member of the Political
Bureau. BCP Central Committee, PRB Minister of
People's Defense; Dimitr Stanishev, Secretary of
the BCP Central Committee;

— from the Hungarian People’s Republic: Janos
Kadar, General Secretary of the Hungarian Socialist
Workers’ Party, head of delegation; Gyorgy Lazar,
member of the Political Bureau, HSWP Central
Committee, Chairman of the HPR Council of Minis­
ters: Matyas Szueros, Secretary of the HSWP Cen­
tral Committee; Peter Varkonyi, member of the
HSWP Central Committee, HPR Minister of For­
eign Affairs; Istvan Olah, member of the HSWP
Central Committee, HPR Minister of Defense;

— from the German Democratic Republic: Erich
Honecker, General Secretary of the Central Com­
mittee, Socialist Unity Party of Germany, Chairman
of the State Council of the German Democratic Re­
public, head of delegation; Willi Stoph, member of
the Political Bureau, SUPG Central Committee,
Chairman of the GDR Council of Ministers; Her­
mann Axen, member of the Political Bureau and
Secretary of the SUPG Central Committee; Heinz
Hoffmann, member of the Political Bureau, SUPG
Central Committee, GDR Minister of National De­
fense; Egon Krenz, member of the Political Bureau
and Secretary of the SUPG Central Committee, De­
puty Chairman of the GDR State Council; Gunter
Mittag, member of the Political Bureau and Secre­
tary of the SUPG Central Committee, Deputy
Chairman of the GDR State Council; Oskar Fischer,
member of the SUPG Central Committee, GDR
Minister of Foreign Affairs;

— from the Polish People’s Republic: Wojciech
Jaruzelski, First Secretary of the Central Commit­
tee, Polish United Workers’ Party, Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the Polish People’s Repub­
lic, head of delegation; Henryk Jablonski, Chairman
of the PPR State Council Jozef Czyrek, member of
the Political Bureau and Secretary of the PUWP
Central Committee; Zbigniew Messner, member of
the Political Bureau, PUWP Central Committee,
Deputy Chairman of the PPR Council of Ministers;
Stefan Olszowski, member of the Political Bureau,
PUWP Central Committee, PPR Minister of Foreign
Affairs; Florian Siwicki, alternate member of the 

Political Bureau, PUWP Central Committee, PPR
Minister of National Defense;

— from the Socialist Republic of Romania:
Nicolae Ceausescu, General Secretary of the
Romanian Communist Party, President of the
Socialist Republic of Romania, head of delegation;
Constantin Dascalescu, member of the Political
Executive Committee, RCP Central Committee,
Prime Minister of the SRR Government; Constantin
Olteanu, member of the Political Executive Com­
mittee, RCP Central Committee, SRR Minister of
National Defense; Ion Stoian, alternate member of
the Political Executive Committee and Secretary of
the RCP Central Committee; Stefan Andrej, alter­
nate member of the Political Executive Committee,
RCP Central Committee, SRR Minister of Foreign
Affairs;

— from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics:
Mikhail Gorbachov, General Secretary of the Cen­
tral Committee, Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, head of delegation; Nikolai Tikhonov, mem­
ber of the Political Bureau, CPSU Central Commit­
tee, Chairman of the USSR Council of Ministers;
Andrei Gromyko, member of the Political Bureau,
CPSU Central Committee, First Deputy Chairman
of the USSR Council of Ministers, USSR Ministerof
Foreign Affairs; Sergei Sokolov, alternate member
of the Political Bureau, CPSU Central Committee,
USSR Minister of Defense; Konstantin Rusakov,
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee;

— from the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic:
Gustav Husak, General Secretary of the Central
Committee, Communist Party of Czechoslovakia,
President of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic,
head of delegation; Lubomir Strougal, member of
the CPCz CC Presidium, Chairman of the Govern­
ment of Czechoslovakia; Vasil Bilak, member of the
Presidium and Secretary of the CPCz CC; Bohuslav
Chnoupek, memberofthe CPCzCC, CSSRMinister
of Foreign Affairs; Milan Vaclavik, CSSR Minister
of National Defense.

The participants in the meeting reviewed the ques­
tion of extending the Treaty of Friendship, Coopera­
tion and Mutual Assistance concluded in Warsaw on
May 14, 1955, and signed a protocol renewing the
treaty for the next 20 years, with a subsequent pro­
longation for another 10 years. They exchanged
views on topical problems of European and world
politics.

The meeting noted the great importance of the
Warsaw Treaty, which for 30 years has been reliably
helping to develop and strengthen the member­
states’ all-round cooperation, to ensure their
sovereignty and security and the inviolability of
their borders, and to assure the joint drafting and
pursuance of their peace-loving foreign policy, and
has been playing a notable role in the cause of pre­
serving and consolidating peace in Europe and
throughout the world.
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The states represented at the meeting spoke in
favor of the development of all-round, equal and
mutually advantageous international cooperation.
They have never supported the division of Europe
and the world into opposing military blocs. Today,
too, they advocate simultaneous dissolution of their
alliance and the North Atlantic bloc, with disband­
ment of their military organizations as the first step.

But as long as the NATO military bloc exists and
the threat to European and universal peace remains,
the socialist states will strengthen their defense alli­
ance while intensifying the struggle for disarmament
and peace, for removal of the military blocs. Their
unanimous decision to extend the Warsaw Treaty is
dictated by the need to ensure the reliable security of
the allied countries and their close cooperation in
international affairs. Proceeding from the extent of
the military threat, the Warsaw Treaty member­
states will continue to take necessary measures to
maintain their collective defenses at a proper level.
The Warsaw Treaty member-states reiterate that
they do not seek military superiority but neither will
they allow military superiority over themselves.
They want to secure a balance of forces at the lowest
possible level.

Assembled on the eve of the 40th anniversary of
the end of the Second World War, the most devastat­
ing and bloody war in humanity’s history, the par­
ticipants in the meeting noted the great importance
of the victory of the freedom-loving peoples over
fascism. A high price was paid for victory. The
Soviet people, who made the decisive contribution
to the rout of fascism, and the peoples of many other 

countries gave tens of millions of their lives for vic­
tory. Memory of the fallen, the duty to the present
and future generations require that the lessons of the
war should be remembered.

In the present international situation it is more
necessary than ever to unite the efforts of all peoples
and states, all peace-loving forces, irrespective of
political orientation, to stop the world’s slide toward
a nuclear holocaust.

The communist and workers' parties, the parlia­
ments and governments of the Warsaw Treaty
member-countries will continue to struggle to avert
the danger of nuclear war which threatens the world,
to stop the arms race — the nuclear arms race first
and foremost — on Earth and prevent one in space,
to move to disarmament, and renew the process of
detente and cooperation in international relations.
In pursuance of these goals the socialist countries
represented at the meeting are prepared to develop a
peaceful dialogue with other states in a spirit of good
will and trust and to work for broad international
cooperation in the interests of ensuring universal
peace and security.

The meeting took place in an atmosphere of
friendship and complete mutual understanding, and
confirmed the identity of its participants’ views on
the key issues of European and world politics.

It was agreed that a meeting of the Political Con­
sultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty member
states will take place as scheduled in Sofia this
autumn.

Pravda, April 27, 1985

A reception was given on April 26 in Warsaw in honor of the participants in the meeting of top party and
state leaders-of the Warsaw Treaty member-countries.

Wojciech Jaruzelski, First Secretary of the Central Committee of the PUWP CC, Chairman of the PPR
Council of Ministers, spoke at the reception. Mikhail Gorbachov, General Secretary of the CPSU CC, spoke
on behalf of the delegations which took part in the meeting.

Wojciech Jaruzelski’s Speech
Dear comrades and friends,

There are moments of particular importance in the
history of peoples and countries. Such was the case
30 years ago when the Warsaw Treaty Organization
was being set up. This meeting, too, is such a mo­
ment.

The protocol signed today extending the Warsaw
Treaty clearly confirms the unity and political and
defense might of the countries of real socialism. It
also expresses our resolve to ensure that human­
kind's supreme right —the right to a peaceful life —
is reliably and effectively secured.

The military blocs in Europe are certainly not our
invention or our aim. The establishment of the
socialist defense alliance was a response to the in­
clusion of the FRG’s military potential in the already
existent North Atlantic Pact. Similarly, today’s de­
cision is a response to the latest stage of the aggres­
sive plans of the Western military deal, which has
been concluded for an infinite period.

After all, it is not for defense purposes that the
arms build-up fever is being intensified, long-term
multi-billion dollar contracts signed, plans of so-
called deep strikes against the territory of the social­
ist countries have been worked out, new U.S. nu­

clear missiles are being deployed in Western Europe,
and other militarist measures taken.

So the decision to prolong the Warsaw Treaty was
forced on our community. On more than one occa­
sion weakness, feuds and inadequate defenses in
Europe have tempted the aggressor. One does not
put aside the shield when the other side is taking up
the sword. We will never make such an error! Those
forces in NATO which hope to gain unilateral ad­
vantages and hegemony are again deeply mistaken.

We do not seek military superiority. We want to
maintain the equilibrium. It is a real guarantee of
security, and is the more effective the lower the level
of military parity. The more urgently the arms
build-up spiral is transformed into an arms limitation
spiral, the more tranquil will be the life and the
cooperation of the peoples of our continent — from
the Atlantic to the Urals.

Throughout the 30 years it was not calls for
“crusades” but rather countless peace initiatives,
appeals and proposals to reach a businesslike com­
promise that have come from the East. Today we
reaffirm this desire of ours to achieve concord and
peace. We restate our preparedness to dissolve im­
mediately the Warsaw Treaty if there is a simultane­

4 information bulletin



ous dissolution of the North Atlantic Pact.
Our defense alliance has but one aim — to defend

the peaceful constructive work and historic gains of
our peoples. This alliance is the indestructible bul­
wark of the socialist community and at the same time
a key factor of the stabilization and the territorial
and political system in Europe.

Comrades,
This meeting is a clear expression of the far-sight­

edness of our Marxist-Leninist parties. The decision
which they inspired meets both the supreme state
interests of each of our countries and the collective
requirements of the entire socialist community.

The Warsaw Treaty is a model of international
relations of a new type. The ideas of friendship,
cooperation and mutual assistance expressed in it
are a manifestation of full respect for the member­
countries’ independence and sovereignty. The com­
bination of the principle of socialist internationalism
and the community of national interests leads to a
situation in which all that is common is national and
all that is national serves the whole community.

For Poland the Warsaw Treaty is, on the historical
scale, the implementation of that which in the past
was the goal of the progressive aspirations of out­
standing daughters and sons of our people: “inter­
nationalization of the Polish question" which would
inseparably link Poland with the revolutionary, pro­
gressive course of history. At the present stage this
internationalization means that our allies guarantee
independent Polish statehood, fair borders for
People's Poland and our own internal socialist
decisions.

We held our meeting in the very hall in which the
decision to establish the Warsaw Treaty Organiza­
tion was taken 30 years ago. As was the case then,
People’s Poland was. is and will continue to be a
reliable link in the socialist community. It was with
our country that world imperialism planned to start
the so-called "dismantlement" of socialism, to
which end it spared neither funds nor effort. It did
not hesitate to use pressure, declare a boycott and
restrictions or conduct vile propaganda aggression.
This is not only a thing of the past but also a
present-day reality.

But we have proved that this plan has collapsed in
Poland and is always doomed to failure!

Comrades, we have gathered in Warsaw, the un­
vanquished city which the Hitlerite barbarians con­
demned to destruction, which was razed to the
ground, which has time and again been burned down
and rebuilt from ashes, a city whose residents, as our
revolutionary poet said, “have never bowed before
the enemy.” ’

Today, dear comrades and friends, you laid
wreaths at the Unknown Soldier’s Tomb and the
memorial complex for Soviet soldiers. We highly
appreciate the fine and heartfelt manifestation of
your attitude to us — the laying of flowers at the
monument to the heroes of Warsaw.

This expression of your reverence is in sharp con­
trast with the immoral nature of those Western poli­
ticians who are soon to make a “pilgrimage,” so to
speak, to a real ash-heap of history — the graves of
SS criminals and butchers.

We in Poland cannot and do not want to forgive
this unprecedented outrage upon the sufferings of 

millions of people. He who intends to reconcile the
SS and today’s Europe will not meet with under­
standing or approval here — not today, not ever.

Comrades, the monument to the heroes of War­
saw is embodied in the figure of the ancient Greek
Goddess of Victory — Nike. It is a symbol of the end
of defeats and a symbol of our greatest victory: the
country’s liberation, the taking of the road of revo­
lutionary transformations, the building of in­
dependent, socialist statehood, and our people’s
historic advance.

The Polish people know well the price of the
victory. Even today, under the roadways and
squares of Warsaw, which rose from the ashes, we
still find the remains of those who defended our city
in 1939, of participants in the Resistance movement,
of ghetto fighters, of insurgents of 1944, and of Polish
and Soviet soldiers of liberation. The streets along
which you drove today were for a long time the site
of barricade ruins. On your way you passed numer­
ous memorial plaques immortalizing the victims of
public executions of civilians by Hitler’s punitive
squads.

Our unanimous voice, heard today from the
capital of Poland, is therefore of special moral signi­
ficance.

From Warsaw we appeal to all the peoples of
Europe, to the former participants of the joint strug­
gle in the ranks of the anti-fascist coalition and to the
youth, who know those inhuman years only from
accounts. We appeal to all people without excep­
tion, to everyone who, irrespective of differences in
views or cultural and professional distinctions,
wants to and can think responsibly and realistically.

Let us try — in spite of so many contradictions —
to avert from our continent the specter of a new war.
Let us try once again to reach accord and restore the
atmosphere of reason and cooperation that has been
so profoundly disturbed by the cold war forces.

The socialist countries do not threaten anyone.
They do not want a growth in international tension
or a perennial arrow after a target or shell after an
armor. Not one people will gain from this, either
now or in the future.

Dear comrades,
The postwar chronicle has special dates which

cause deep reflection. This year we have major
jubilees: the 40th anniversary of the victory over
fascism and the 30th anniversary of the Warsaw
Treaty. Each of them is a reminder of how much
human blood was shed and how much effort it took
to create and strengthen the first brotherly and in­
destructible alliance in history.

The foundation of our strength is above all the
selflessness of the working class and of all the other
working people, and the patriotic enterprise of the
friendly peoples. Worthy of high praise are the
members of the Joint Armed Forces, the party and
state, public and economic workers, the scientists
and designers, the diplomats and journalists. Their
service and labor, their high ideological conviction
and creative thought have been multiplying our
alliance’s real strength and increasing the firm con­
fidence that the socialist part of Europe will
staunchly uphold its security and effectively pro­
mote world peace.

But we have particular feelings of respect and 
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gratitude for the peoples of a socialist power — the
L'nion of Soviet Socialist Republics. It was its army
that extinguished the fire of the crematoria of
Maidanek and Oswiecim, saved the heritage of
European culture and routed Hitler’s empire of
death.

The Land of Soviets has been and will continue to
be the main defense shield of our peoples, who are
building socialism. Based on Lenin's ideas, the
Soviet Union’s peaceful policy and persistent strug­
gle for just international relations are widely ap­
proved of and understood. They serve the historical
interests of all the forces of peace and progress on
our globe.

We greet with full understanding the position of
the Soviet side at the current Geneva talks. It is
constructive, clear and honest. We wholly and en­
tirely support the notable initiatives put forward by
comrade Mikhail Gorbachov, General Secretary of
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union.

The only reasonable way to improve and develop
East-West relations is to curb the arms race and
return to the policy of detente and equal co­
operation. The tone of international relations must
be set by patient dialogue and not crude, boastful
monologues, by compromise and agreements and
not a striving for hegemony.

On the world scene, the steps by the United States
aimed, among other things, to spread the arms race
to space, are particularly dangerous today.

In Europe, what is worrying is the coupling of the 

present Washington administration’s policy of con­
frontation with the activization of the forces of re­
vanchism and obscurantism, primarily in the FRG.
The mounting calls in the West to erase territorial
and political realities in Europe and annul the im­
prescriptible Yalta and Potsdam agreements ratified
by the Final Act of the European Conference are an
outrageous attempt to undermine peace on our
continent.

The countries of the socialist community are
guided by a clearly fixed line: be both principled and
flexible, always see to defenses and to hold talks
where that is possible and expedient.

It is high time for Europe, which historically has
experienced many trials, to be again an example of
the implementation of fruitful initiatives aimed to
strengthen the bases of security and enrich the na­
tions’ peaceful cooperation.

The legal act signed today is an expression of our
unity, cohesion and strength. It will undoubtedly
promote socialism's progressive and peaceful
mission.

Dear comrades, allow me to propose a toast to:
The successful development of all the countries of

the socialist community!
Friendship, cooperation and concerted action of

the fraternal parties, countries and peoples!
The Joint Armed Forces of the Warsaw Treaty!
Peaceful coexistence and constructive co­

operation in Europe and elsewhere!
The health and well-being of all the top party and

state leaders present here and of all our dear guests!
Long live peace and socialism!

Mikhail Gorbachov’s Speech
Dear comrade Jaruzelski,
Dear comrades and friends,

Permit me on behalf of the Soviet delegation and
on behalf of all participants in the meeting first of all
to express heartfelt gratitude to the leaders of the
Polish United Workers’ Party and the Polish state
for their hospitality. We also convey a fraternal
greeting to the residents of heroic and beautiful War­
saw, to all the working people of People’s Poland,
and wishes for success in building socialism.

An act of historic importance was completed
today here in Warsaw, the city that has given its
name to our alliance. The Treaty of Friendship, Co­
operation and Mutual Assistance signed 30 years
ago has been prolonged. It was renewed, as comrade
Jaruzelski said, with the conviction that our alliance
is vital for all its members, vital for strengthening
peace and the security of the peoples.

Vladimir Ilyich Lenin stressed: a revolution must
be able to defend itself. And in the Warsaw Treaty
the peoples of our countries have a staunch defender
of revolutionary gains. What has the Warsaw Treaty
given us all? It has given us the possibility to do
peaceful creative work. The inviolability of our bor­
ders has been reliably ensured. A stout barrier has
been placed in the way of the latter-day subverters of
socialism and claimants to world domination.

History knows no other alliance like ours where
relations are based on the full equality and com­
radely mutual assistance of sovereign states. An
alliance which is, in the true sense of the word, an 

alliance of peoples. An alliance which threatens no
one but is wholly devoted to defending peace. We
build relations with countries of the other social
system on the principle of peaceful coexistence —
the.only reasonable basis, especially in the nuclear
age.

Our countries’ major initiatives aimed to con­
solidate peace in Europe and ensure detente are
associated with the Warsaw Treaty. Today's meet­
ing reaffirmed our common readiness to continue to
search collectively for ways to remove the threat of
war and expand international cooperation. We want
to make the confrontation of the two military and
political alliances less acute, a situation which would
be in the interests of all peoples on earth.

It was not the Soviet Union and the other socialist
states that initiated the split of Europe and the post­
war world. That was done by the creators of NATO,
While our alliance was only formed six years later.
Since then we have repeatedly expressed readiness
to dissolve the Warsaw Treaty if NATO agrees to do
likewise. This principled position still stands. But
regrettably the other side has never had such an
intention. On the contrary, before our very eyes it
has been advancing new aggressive doctrines and
accelerating the build-up of both nuclear and con­
ventional arms. And this now forces us to think of
further strengthening the Warsaw Treaty
Organization.

Humanity faces a choice: rectify the unfavorable
course of events or the risk of nuclear war will grow.
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And this risk is intensified many times over by U.S.
military plans in outer space. Whatever their authors
say and however they justify themselves, the
essence of these plans is clear: to acquire the ability
to deal a first nuclear strike and to do so with im­
punity. Since the USA and NATO flatly refuse to
follow the USSR’s example and pledge not to be the
first to use nuclear weapons, their intentions are
particularly dangerous.

The development of weapons for Star Wars is just
beginning. But it is already making the present-day
world feverish, destabilizing the entire system of
international relations and leading to an even
sharper political and military confrontation. Neither
the initiators of that provocative undertaking nor
those who are being persuaded to join in should
forget that.

We take a fundamentally different approach: do
not make space a new source of the war danger, do
not create space strike weapons, but scrap the exist­
ing anti-satellite systems. Simultaneously we pro­
pose an agreement on a radical reduction of nuclear
weapons and a move toward the complete elimina­
tion of nuclear weapons.

A simple and natural step such as a freeze on both
sides’ nuclear potentials suggests itself. But the ob­
jection is raised that agreeing to that means en­
hancing the Soviet military superiority. First, there
is no such superiority. We have repeatedly proved
that with figures, and Washington has not once been
able to disprove them. And second, who said that we
want to stop at a freeze? On the contrary, we insist
that drastic nuclear arms reduction should follow.

We have already suggested that, for a start, both
sides should reduce their strategic offensive arms by
one-quarter. But neither would we have objections
to making deeper mutual cuts. All this is possible if
an arms race does not begin in space, if space re­
mains peaceful.

The Soviet Union and the Warsaw Treaty
countries do not seek superiority either on Earth or
in space. We are not striving to compete to see who
will build a higher nuclear fence. But we will not
allow the military-strategic parity to be upset. That
is a common and firm position of the Warsaw Treaty
members. If the preparations for Star Wars con­
tinue, we will have no choice but to take counter­
measures, including, of course, a build-up and
improvement of offensive nuclear arms.

The just ended first round of Soviet-U.S. talks on
nuclear and space arms showed that they are not
plain sailing. It is clear that the talks can be a success
only if the principle of equality and equal security is
observed and the accord on the final objective of the
talks and on interconnected resolution of the ques­
tions being discussed is adhered to.

As announced, the Soviet Union has unilaterally
halted the deployment of medium-range missiles and
the implementation of other counter-measures in
Europe. The moratorium took effect on April 7. The
world public and many sober-minded U.S. and
Western European politicians have assessed this
step of ours at its true worth. We have the right to
expect that Washington and the other NATO capi­
tals will be more serious and thoughtful in assessing
our initiative, and will in their turn, exercise re­
straint on the issue ofsiting U.S. missiles in Western 

Europe. For mutuality on that issue could assist in
moving the Geneva talks toward practical decisions
and could also play a role in the settlement of more
complex problems.

The Warsaw Treaty has been in effect for almost
one-third of a century and throughout that period it
has been the initiator of constructive ideas directed
toward detente and arms limitation, toward develop­
ing European cooperation. The Treaty’s growing
prestige in international politics has a positive effect
on the general climate in the world. And that is the
result of collective efforts, of each fraternal
country's contribution.

Comrades, on the eve of the 40th anniversary of
the great victory over fascism we once again recall
the vow made by the victors over the graves and
ruins of World War II: war must not recur! We
remember that and we remember what the war les­
sons teach. And one of the principal lessons is the
example of cooperation by the powers of the anti­
Hitler coalition. Today we call upon all states of
Europe and other continents to rise above differ­
ences and become partners in the fight against the
new danger threatening all humanity — the danger of
nuclear extinction.

By renewing the Warsaw Treaty we once again
express our firm conviction that war can and must be
prevented through joint efforts. Such is the will of
the peoples of our countries. That is the goal of the
policy of our parties and governments and of all the
activities of the defense alliance of socialist states.

To further cooperation of our parties and states, to
their stronger unity and cohesion on the principles of
Marxism-Leninism and socialist internationalism!

May the fraternal alliance of socialist countries,
the Warsaw Treaty, grow stronger!

To the people’s socialist Poland, to the health of
comrade Wojciech Jaruzelski and the members of
the Polish leadership, and of all participants in our
meeting!

To lasting peace on earth!
Pravda, April 27, 1985

African Countries’
Foreign
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Address by the CPSU Central Committee 9
the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and

the USSR Council of Ministers to
the Peoples, Parliaments and Governments

of All Nations on the 4®th Anniversary
of the Ending of World War JU

Four decades ago the freedom-loving peoples
triumphantly ended the battle against fascism,
which had set out to gain world domination.

The history-making victory over Hitlerite fascism
and Japanese militarism was won by the joint efforts
of the peoples and armies of the anti-Hitler coalition,
the partisans and fighters of the Resistance move­
ment, the anti-fascists, democrats and patriots, mil­
lions of fighters for freedom.

It is generally recognized that the decisive contri­
bution to the defeat of the forces of fascism and
aggression and humanity’s salvation from enslave­
ment was made by the Soviet Union and its Armed
Forces.

Hitlerite fascism threatened the very existence of
European and world civilization. The Second World
War claimed 50 million lives. The war forced on the
Soviet Union bereft 20 million of its sons and
daughters of life. No family remained unsinged by
the flames of war. Our pain and sorrow will never
subside; the grief of soldiers’ widows, mothers and
orphans is inconsolable. The aggressor destroyed
one-third of our national wealth.

Both the tragedy of the war and the happiness of
the great victory will forever remain fresh in the
people's memories. The harsh and instructive les­
sons of the war cannot be forgotten.

One of the main lessons is that aggression must be
fought resolutely and in concert before the flame of
war is ignited.

That is what the Soviet Union persistently worked
for on the eve of the Second World War.

The means of warfare have since undergone a
qualitative change. While throughout humanity’s
histor}’ wars claimed hundreds of millions of lives, a
third world war would spell universal destruction.
Should a nuclear holocaust sweep the planet, it
would not leave so much as an oasis of life on it.

Faced by the deadly fascist menace in the years of
the Second World War, states with different social
and political systems were able to unite against the
common foe and proved the possibility of effective
political and military cooperation to achieve a single
goal common to all humanity — freedom and peace.
Today, too, the peoples’ cohesion can be a formid­
able obstacle to those who are pushing the world to a
nuclear catastrophe. The forces of peace and prog­

ress are now incomparably more powerful than
those of reaction and aggression.

Since the end of the war the Soviet Union has
spared no effort in working to prevent anothercatas-
trophe, achieve disarmament, and reach negotiated
settlements of disputes. The peoples of Europe have
been living in peace since the spring of 1945. The
principle of peaceful coexistence of states with dif­
ferent social systems has been increasingly gaining
ground in international life in inter-state relations.

On August 1, 1975, the states participating in the
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Eu­
rope signed the Final Act in Helsinki outlining the
ways to overcome the confrontation stemming from
the character of their past relations, and to achieve
better mutual understanding. The foundations of
detente, which had demonstrated its indisputable
advantages and benefits for all, were laid by the
pooled efforts of the states.

The peoples are celebrating the 40th anniversary
of the victory in a strained and dangerous situation
which has resulted from the U.S. and NATO course
toward upsetting the military-strategic parity and
securing military superiority over the Soviet Union
and the other Warsaw Treaty member-states. But
the hopes of dominating the world and dictating to
others, including the Soviet Union, are futile and
dangerous for all peoples.

The situation in Europe, over which the whirl­
wind of two devastating world wars has swept, is
very worrying. Huge masses of armed forces and
arms directly confront each other on that continent.
U.S. first-strike nuclear missile systems continue to
be deployed in Western Europe, and there is in­
creased activity of revanchist elements that are in­
tent on questioning the outcome of the war and
postwar development, above all the postwar politi­
cal and territorial realities in Europe.

Certain forces inside and outside Europe have not
dropped their dangerous plans to undermine the his­
toric Yalta and Potsdam agreements, which laid the
foundations of the postwar peace. These agreements
have been dependably serving the Europeans’ se­
curity interests and deterring militaristic and re­
vanchist ambitions for 40 years. All attempts to en­
croach on these agreements are doomed to failure.

The Earth is the common home of all peoples, of 
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all humanity. The Soviet people need no foreign
lands. We do not impose our outlook or way of life
on anyone. The heralds of the “crusade” and
“psychological warfare" are wasting their time try­
ing to misguide the international community with
stories about a “Soviet military threat.” History and
the hard facts of today say something entirely dif­
ferent. The Soviet Union has never attacked any­
body, but it has itself had to repel aggression on
more than one occasion. The Soviet people need
peaceful conditions for their creative endeavor and
for the continued improvement of their society of
developed socialism. Universal and complete
disarmament and a stable and just peace are our
ideal and our unfailing concern.

The maintenance of peace has always been the
supreme objective of the Communist Party and the
Soviet state. The foreign policy of peace bequeathed
to us by Lenin is enshrined in the constitution of the
Soviet Union. It stems from the very nature of
socialist society.

It is our conviction that war is not inevitable.
There can be no ends that could justify starting a
nuclear war. Nor are there any international issues
that cannot be settled at the negotiating table.
Detente and businesslike cooperation can and must
be the natural and invariable state of international
relations. Reason must prevail over recklessness
and insanity.

The Soviet Union calls upon the peoples and
states, their parliaments and governments to do
everything possible to prevent an arms race in space
and terminate the one on Earth, to limit, reduce and
then totally scrap nuclear weapons.

There can be no agreement on nuclear arms limita­
tion and reduction if outer space is militarized. The
militarization of space would precipitate an uncon­
trolled arms race in every area, lead to yet another
and still more dangerous round of the arms race, and
drastically reduce strategic stability.

It is judicious for relations between the nuclear
powers to be governed by certain norms. These
should, in our view, envisage the prevention of a
nuclear war, renunciation of the propaganda of war,
and a commitment not to use nuclear weapons first,
not to allow them to be spread, and to seek to reduce
and eventually eliminate nuclear arms. The Soviet
Union is prepared to reach agreement at any time
with the other nuclear powers on joint acceptance of
such norms and on making them mandatory.

On the 40th anniversary of the great victory over
fascism, the Soviet Union reiterates its unilateral
commitment not to use nuclear weapons first and
once more calls on the other nuclear powers which
have not yet done so to do likewise.

The document entitled “The Basic Provisions of a
Treaty on Mutual Non-Use of Armed Force and the
Maintenance of Relations of Peace,” which the
Soviet side has submitted to the Stockholm Con­
ference, is in keeping with the objective of easing
tension. This initiative aims to achieve the principal
goal of the conference. The keynote of the proposed
treaty would be the obligation not to be the first to
use either nuclear or conventional arms against each
other and, consequently, not to use armed force
against each other at all.

We call on the governments of the States of
Europe, the USA and Canada to take effective steps 

to rid the European continent completely of both
medium-range and tactical nuclear weapons.
Europe must also be freed of chemical weapons.
Nuclear-free zones in the Balkans, in the North of
Europe and in other parts of the continent, and a
pledge not to increase and to reduce military spend­
ing would help to strengthen peace and security
there.

The Soviet Union calls on the states participating
in the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and
Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in
Europe and in the Vienna talks on mutual reduction
of armed forces and arms in Central Europe to take
necessary measures without delay to secure mutu­
ally acceptable accords.

Our country advocates settlement of the situation
in the Middle East, Central America, Southeast Asia
and other regions by peaceful means and wants the
seats of tension and inter-state conflicts to be
liquidated without interference in the states’ internal
affairs. In common with other peoples, the Soviet
people emphatically demand independence for
Namibia and the elimination of racism in South
Africa.

Together with the other states concerned, we will
seek to attain a reshaping of international economic
relations on a fair and democratic basis, renun­
ciation of all forms of exploitation, and the non-use
of trade and economic ties as a means of political
pressure. The USSR will continue consistently to
support all those who are fighting against social and
national oppression, racial discrimination and
genocide, for true democracy and equality, for real
human rights and freedoms without distinction as to
race, sex, language or religion.

It is in our common interest actively to enhance
further the role and effectiveness of the United Na­
tions Organization as an international instrument of
the people's peace and security and in pursuance of
the lofty goal enunciated in its Charter — “to save
succeeding generations from the scourge of war"
and to “live together in peace with one another as
good neighbors. ” We welcome the UN appeal to the
peoples and states to mark the 40th anniversary of
the victory over fascism. That will be a tribute to the
memory of the millions who died in the Second
World War.

It is a sacred duty of those who participated in the
war against fascism and those born since to uphold
humankind’s right to life.

Taking into consideration the great mission of all
states, their parliaments and governments to pre­
serve world peace, and conscious of its respon­
sibility for the fate of peace and humanity, the Soviet
Union calls on all peoples, parliaments and govern­
ments to heed the voice of reason, and take vigorous
joint action to halt the slide toward the abyss of
nuclear disaster, bar the way to a new war and
work for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.
The Soviet Union is prepared to consider any ini­
tiative or proposal in favor of peace.

May the 40th anniversary of the great victory give
a fresh powerful impetus to the common efforts of
the peoples and states to improve the international
situation and strengthen peace. Humanity can and
must end the 20th century and enter the 21st con­
fident of its future.

Pravda, May 10, 1985
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Immortal Exploit of the Soviet People
Report by comrade Mikhail Gorbachov at a ceremonial meeting in Moscow to commemorate the 40th
anniversary of the Soviet people’s victory in the Great Patriotic War.

Dear comrades and friends, distinguished guests,
The four years of war were long and harsh for our

people, and the road to victory was hard. And then
came that bright day in May when the Soviet soldier,
the Soviet person could say: a righteous cause has
triumphed! The enemy has been smashed! Victory is
ours!

The Soviet people and their valiant armed forces
inflicted a crushing defeat on fascist Germany, de­
fended the homeland’s freedom and independence,
and brought liberation to the peoples of Europe. The
defeat of fascism and the victorious end of the war
were an event of fundamental, history-making im­
portance which opened up before saved humanity
new ways to social progress and the prospect of a
fair and lasting peace on the planet. Our victory is
not a thing of the past. It is a living victory of the
present and the future.

The CPSU Central Committee, the Presidium of
the USSR Supreme Soviet and the Soviet govern­
ment whole-heartedly congratulate the heroic
Soviet people on the 40th anniversary of the great
victory! A happy holiday to you, my dear fellow
citizens!

On this day the motherland is paying tribute to the
courage, valor and heroism of its sons and
daughters, of everyone who, arms in hand, did their
full patriotic duty, did everything to bring the spring
of victory.

A happy holiday to you, dear heroes of the front­
lines, partisans and underground resistance fighters!
Glory to your combat achievements for the sake of
your homeland, for the sake of life on Earth!

Continue to bear with dignity and honor the high
title of veteran of the Great Patriotic War, a title so
dear to the entire Soviet people!

Today the country is paying tribute to the valiant
work and unmatched staunchness of our
home-front, of each and every one of those who
made the weapons, smelted metal, and grew grain,
who were bringing nearer the hour of victory in
factory shops and on coal-faces, on railways, in
fields and on livestock farms, in research laborator­
ies and designing offices.

A happy holiday to you, dear comrades! Honor
and glory to all those whose life and work in the
years of war were devoted to one sacred duty: “All
for the front, all for victory!”

The Soviet people’s respect for and gratitude to
the war and labor veterans are limitless. It is to you,
comrades, that the country owes the victory, and it
will never forget what you accomplished then, from
1941 to 1945, on the battlefields and with unpre­
cedentedly hard work.

All new generations of Soviet people are brought
to emulate your glorious deeds; from these deeds
they learn to be brave, courageous and staunch,
boundlessly loyal to the communist ideals, and
ready to surmount all obstacles, overcome all dif­
ficulties when the homeland calls on them to do so.

The sacrifice made by our people for victory is
great indeed. The war claimed 20 million Soviet
lives. Almost every family lost kith and kin, was
scarred by the war. The pain of bereavement and
sorrow for the fallen will never ease. But there
would have been no victory were it not for their
heroic lives sacrificed for the homeland.

The memory of the immortal exploits of those who
were the first to go into battle, who blocked em­
brasures with their bodies, rammed enemy planes,
threw themselves under enemy tanks with hand­
grenades, who, as marines, faced the enemy in
hand-to-hand fighting, who sank enemy ships, de­
railed enemy trains, who courageously fought on the
invisible front, who braved death on the battlefields,
whom neither torture nor fascist dungeons and
campscould break, will forever remain in the eternal
flame, the majestic memorials and modest obelisks,
in literature and the arts, in the hearts of our con­
temporaries and our posterity.

Everlasting glory to the heroes who fell in battle
for the freedom and independence of the Soviet
homeland!

Let us observe a minute of silence in honor oftheir
memory.

Comrades, many countries and peoples forged a
united front against the aggression of German
fascism and Japanese militarism. Soviet people re­
member and highly value the contribution made by
all who fought in World War II to the defeat of the
common enemy and appreciate their combat ser­
vices in the struggle for freedom, peace and justice.

Allow me warmly to welcome the foreign guests
who have come to Moscow to celebrate with the
Soviet people the 40th anniversary of the great his­
toric event which is held dear by all honest people on
our planet.

I
Comrades, the last war went down in our home­

land’s history as the Great Patriotic War. Soviet
people understood full well that the future of their
socialist homeland — whether our peoples would be
free or be enslaved, whether they would have their
own statehood, language and culture or lose every­
thing and sink into historical oblivion — was being
decided in that life-and-death struggle. The mortal
danger befalling the country and the tremendous
force of patriotism stirred the whole country to ac­
tion in a popular, sacred war. Soviet people drew
their strength from the great Leninist ideas. They
were inspired by the heroic chapters of our history
and the people's struggle against foreign invaders.
They rose to defend their homeland.

In class terms our war against Nazi Germany was
the biggest armed conflict between socialism and the
main forces of imperialism. The young Soviet state,
then less than a quarter of a century old, was carry­
ing out grandiose social transformations. The new
social system was increasingly revealing its creative 
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potential. We needed peace and only peace. The
party and the Soviet government did everything to
prevent war. Our foreign policy and diplomatic ef­
forts served that objective.

As the threat of war grew, the country prepared to
give a fitting rebuff to the enemy in case of aggres­
sion. The party urged Soviet people to be vigilant, to
hate fascism and be ready to defend their socialist
state. It always saw to it that the army was equipped
with reliable weaponry and advanced materiel. The
powerful industry built in the first five-year-plan
periods was the base on which the country
strengthened its defenses.

Much was done in that pre-war period. However,
for various reasons, we were unable to do every­
thing we needed and to do it in time.

The beginning of the war was rigorous. A brutal
and treacherous enemy attacked us. It had already
tested its war machine and forced the economies of
the European countries it had occupied to work for
it. Its aggregate military and economic potential was
twice that of the Soviet Union. The enemy had the
advantage of surprise attack. Some miscalculations
on our side also played a part.

Fighting pitched battles, the Red Army retreated
deep into the country. That retreat to Moscow,
Leningrad, the Volga and the Caucasus was our
bitterest experience. The Nazi invasion brought our
people unheard-of suffering, pain and hardships. We
faced a number of critical situations during the war,
but from the outset it revealed the mighty strength of
moral spirit generated by the whole tenor of life in a
socialist society and the profound realization that
the country's future was in the hands of each and
everyone. Even at the most difficult moments the
people did not lose their faith in victory, their faith in
the party, and in the triumph of our just cause. The
whole world was amazed by and admired the endur­
ance of the Soviet soldiers and the courage of a great
people.

The blitzkrieg plan worked out by the German
generals was frustrated from as far back as 1941 by
the heroic rebuff which the enemy met on Soviet
soil. The world remembers the unflinching staunch­
ness of the Brest Fortress, Moscow, Leningrad and
Stalingrad, Kiev and Minsk, Odessa and Sevas­
topol, Novorossiisk and Kerch, Tula, Smolensk and
Murmansk. But cities are heroes only when their
defenders are heroes. The war convincingly proved
that. On the defense lines of Sevastopol alone as
many enemy soldiers and officers were killed as
Hitler’s army had lost in all the theaters of military
operations before its attack on the USSR. In the
fierce battles our army exhausted the enemy, amas­
sed experience and strength and learned to win.

The country held out and turned the tide. The
Soviet armed forces routed the fascist hordes near
Moscow, Stalingrad and Leningrad, and in the
Caucasus, and inflicted crushing blows on the
enemy on the Kursk Bulge, in right-bank Ukraine
and Byelorussia and in the Yassy-Kishinev,
Vistula-Oder and Berlin operations.

What determined the victorious outcome of these
battles, each of which has no equal in history? What
helped us to win a war which had started so inaus-
piciously for us?

The sources of victory were the nature of 

socialism, of the Soviet way of life, and the national
character of the Great Patriotic War. The war, as the
most rigorous test, was extremely graphic and tan­
gible confirmation of the fact that it is the masses
who are the determinant force of history. Soviet
citizens of different nationalities defended their
socialist homeland, displaying mass heroism in bat­
tles and labor. They were rallied and roused by the
example of the great Russian people, whose cour­
age, fortitude and indomitable character was an
inspiring example of an unconquerable desire for
victory.

Millions participated in the war but they did not
act as a faceless mass in this battle unprecedented in
scale. Their heroism vividly reflected the high per­
sonal qualities of the Great Patriotic War soldiers —
from Private Alexander Matrosov to Marshal
Georgy Zhukov.

The combat banners of our armed forces are co­
vered with ever-lasting glory. Born of the October
Revolution, the Red Army was the people’s army.
The Soviet soldiers were notable for their utter
devotion to their homeland and for their fortitude
and skill in combat. They displayed their very high
moral qualities in raging battles. Our immense sacri­
fices during the war and the atrocities perpetrated by
the enemy did not darken their minds with a blind
thirst for vengeance. Entering Germany as victors,
the Soviet people did not transfer their hatred of
Nazism to the German people. The fighting was still
rumbling as they helped the German people or­
ganize a peaceful life.

The talent of our generals and other military
commanders was fully revealed in the huge and
unprecedented battles. Bom of the masses and edu­
cated by the party, they showed themselves to be
worthy heirs and successors of the best traditions of
the national art of warfare. The superiority of Soviet
military science ard of the generals' thinking — their
strategic foresight, the creative character of their
decisions, their persistence and activeness in attain­
ing the aims set, and their ability to fuse the high
morale of the officers and men with the crushing
might of the latest military equipment — was evident
in the battles against a strong and experienced
enemy. The whole country knows the glorious
names of the outstanding generals and military
commanders of the Great Patriotic War. AH war
veterans, our Armed Forces and all Soviet people
are proud of them.

The involvement of the whole people in the war
was vividly expressed in the formation of the two-
million-strong people's voluntary corps, in the
struggle of the underground workers on the oc­
cupied territory, and in the large scale of the partisan
movement. Behind the frontline, in the enemy rear,
there was one more front — that of the partisans.
Over one million avengers of the people participated
in the fighting. The ground burned under the aggres­
sor’s feet, and several of the invaders’ divisions
perished in those flames of righteous fire.

Vladimir Lenin used to say that war is a test of all
t he economic and organizational forces of each na­
tion. And the Soviet economy stood this very hard
test with honor. The socialist organization of indus­
try and agriculture conclusively demonstrated its
advantages.

In the very difficult situation, within time limits 
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which seem fantastic even today, we moved over
1,500 large industrial plants and sizeable material
resources and assets deep into the country. Just one
year after the enemy attack, the eastern areas of the
Soviet Union accounted for more than three-
quarters of all military output. The advantage of the
socialist economy was manifested particularly
convincingly in its high efficiency. Though our steel
and coal output was one-fourth or one-third of that
of Germany and the countries occupied by it, we
produced nearly twice as much military hardware.

What made the Soviet war-time economy efficient
were the firm authority of the state plan, the disci­
pline and strict responsibility for one’s task, the
initiative, resourcefulness, and bold ideas and self­
less efforts on the part of the workers, collective
farmers, engineers, designers and scientists, and the
organizing abilities of the production managers.

Faced with a terrible danger, our country truly
became a single military camp. The Soviet working
class displayed unparalleled heroism and staunch­
ness. At critical moments workers’ battalions joined
the army in the field, with plants continuing to oper­
ate even when the enemy was literally at the factory
walls and shells and bombs were exploding close by.
By its high consciousness and organization the
working class reaffirmed its role as Soviet society’s
leading force and did everything for the victory.

The worker-peasant alliance, the socialist system
of agriculture and collective farming stood the test of
the war. Despite the fact that the country’s main
grain-growing areas had been captured by the enemy
and that there was a shortage of manpower and
machinery, the countryside provided troops and
home-front workers with food, and industry with
raw materials. Collective farmers, state-farm work­
ers and the personnel of machinery pools did every­
thing possible to help rout the enemy and honorably
discharged their patriotic duty before the homeland.

Like the rest of the people, the Soviet intelligent­
sia geared their efforts to victory. Our talented and
industrious scientists, designers and engineers pro­
duced types of aircraft, tanks, field guns, mortars,
and other weaponry which outperformed the
enemy's military hardware. That was truly a mighty
weapon of victory.

Impassioned journalism and eloquent prose, pa­
triotic songs, films, plays, poems and posters in­
spired people to fierce struggle against the enemy.

The people will never forget the exploit of the
Komsomol members and all the young people of
those flaming 1940s whose teens and early manhood
and womanhood coincided with the war. The gen­
eration that did battle with the enemy was born after
the October Revolution, molded by the socialist sys­
tem, imbibing from childhood its revolutionary and
collectivist morals and psychology. And it did not
flinch; it moved boldly forward to the firing lines and
stood all the trials of the hard war years, demonstrat­
ing that a country capable of bringing up and educat­
ing such young people could not be conquered.

The same was true of the home-front. Young men
and women, teenagers worked arduously at fac­
tories and plants, and in the fields of collective and
state farms. It is usually said that they did not know
what it was to be tired. Of course they knew fatigue 

but they also knew that the embattled homeland was
badly in need of their labor. And today millions of
our contemporaries recall their wartime childhood
and youth with particular fondness.

It is with deep gratitude that we speak of the
heroism of Soviet women. Indeed, war is not for
women. But. defying danger, they went into attack
on a level with the men. fought courageously against
the hated enemy, removed wounded soldiers from
the battlefield, and nursed them back to health at
medical stations and hospitals. Millions of fighting
men owe their lives to the women's valor and
compassion. Nor will the people ever forget their
glorious feats on the labor front. Soviet women bore
all the hardships of wartime life and all the grief of
loss, displaying tremendous will-power and retain­
ing the warmth of never-fading love. Our admiration
for Soviet women patriots knows no bounds and our
gratitude for all they did for the victory is profound.

Planning aggression against our country, the fas­
cists were banking on bringing the peoples of the
Soviet Union into conflict and kindling national
strife. Reality collapsed these expectations. Human­
ity knows no other example of war bringing all na­
tions and nationalities of a country so close together
to combat an aggressor. The peoples’ fraternal unity
very clearly demonstrated the wisdom and foresight
of the Leninist nationalities policy, and the great
socialist union remained firm and unshaken.

The Herculean work in battle and on the home­
front were guided by the party, its Central Commit­
tee, and the State Defense Committee, headed by
Joseph Vissarionovich Stalin. General Secretary of
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks).

The party committees became real military head­
quartersand political organizers of the masses. They
were active everywhere — in soldiers" trenches, in
partisan detachments and underground. Political
workers inspired soldiers with impassioned words
and their personal example. "The history of the
Great Patriotic War," Pravda wrote in 1942, “will
include as one of the glorious and honorable figures
that of the political worker, submachine-gun in
hand, wearing a camouflage cape and helmet, lead­
ing the fighting men to the achievement of a lofty and
noble goal — the defeat of the German fascists and
the liberation of their homeland."

The communists went to the most dangerous and
crucial areas of the struggle. Four in five of them
either fought in the army or worked at munition
plants. Members of the Central Committee and the
best party cadre were sent there. Three million
communists died in the battles against the fascist
invaders. Overfive million people joined the party in
those heroic years.

Lenin's party was a fighting party fused with a
people at war. During the hardest — war —
stretch of our history it lived up to its enormous
responsibility for the homeland’s fate and led the
country to victory. Our party’s political and moral
authority strengthened in the war years and the title
of communist rose still further in the people’s es­
teem. And we, the members of Lenin's party, will
always cherish and be proud of that.

It was not only our arms, economy and political 
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system that won in the war. This was a victory of the
ideas for which the revolution had been made and for
which Soviet people had fought and died. This was a
victory ofour ideology and morality, which bear the
high principles of humanism and justice, over the
misanthropic ideology of fascism.

The Soviet Army creditably accomplished its
great mission of liberation. It came to enslaved
Europe as the liberator and fought to end war and
fascism and to ensure that the peoples of Europe
would enjoy an enduring peace.

As we observe Victory Day, we pay due respect to
the combat valor of the soldiers of the allied U.S.,
British and French armies. We will never forget the
steadfastness and courage of the Yugoslavian
people and their People's Liberation Army. We
think highly of the selfless struggle of occupied but
unsubdued Poland. The Polish and Czechoslovak
armies fought shoulder to shoulder with our forces
on Soviet territory, and then in the liberation of their
own countries.

Partisans, underground patriots and, in the last
phase of the war, the armies of Bulgaria and
Romania, along with Hungarian units, contributed
to the defeat of Hitlerism. The Albanian and Greek
peoples fought tenaciously against the occupa-
tionists. We remember the courageous, though un­
equal, struggle of the German communists and all
anti-fascists against the Hitler regime.

Sos ict people highly appreciate the bravery of the
Resistance fighters. In its forefront were the
communist parties of France. Italy, Norway, Den­
mark, Belgium, the Netherlands and other West
European countries. They inspired and rallied their
peoples to resist the Nazi tyranny and fight for their
freedom and national independence. Many commu­
nists sacrificed their lives on the altar of victory over
the enemy. The French Communist Party went
down in history as the party of the shot.

True to its allied obligations to the end, our coun­
try played a major role in defeating militarist Japan.
We acted in close military cooperation with the
Great Chinese people. The soldiers of the Mongolian
People’s Republic actively fought along w'ith us
against the common enemy. The patriots of Viet­
nam, Korea and other Asian countries stoutly
resisted the Japanese invaders.

Recalling the events of that time and the people's
joint struggle against their common enemy, we can
proudly state that the outcome of World War II was
decided on the Soviet-German front. It was there
that the fascist aggressor suffered more than 70 per
cent of its losses.

The Soviet people’s feat in the Great Patriotic War
is great and unforgettable. The war years are a rec­
ord of an infinite number of experiences — the
bitterness of loss, the joy of victory, the valor dis­
played in hard-fought battles and the modest great­
ness of day-to-day work.

Our victory greatly enhanced the Soviet Union’s
international prestige. It aroused a surge of pa­
triotism in Soviet people. Forus victory hasbeenand
will always be a source of inspiration from which we
will draw energy to carry out our immense develop­
ment plans, increase the might and raise the prosper­
ity ofour homeland, the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.

Victory in the Great Patriotic War is a holiday
which we will always celebrate.

II
Comrades, the main, most valuable thing that vic­

tory gave us is the possibility to live and work in
peace. The war was a test that showed that our social
system is invincible and that its vitality is inexhaust­
ible.

Peacetime makes its own high demands and is a
serious test of a society's ability to ensure steady
economic growth, constantly improve social rela­
tions and better people’s working and living condi­
tions.

Summing up the results of the past 40 years, there
is ample reason to say that in peaceful development,
too, socialism has conclusively demonstrated its
enormous possibilities and advantages.

People of the older generation remember the hor­
rible picture of destruction presented by the regions
liberated from the invaders: the bomb-scarred earth,
houses burned to cinders and dead blast furnaces
and coal mines. Almost 1,700 towns and cities and
70,000 villages lay in ruin. Nearly 25 million people
were homeless. Tens of thousands of industrial and
agricultural enterprises had been put out of opera­
tion. The flames of war gutted nearly one-third of the
national wealth created by the people. But no one
can ever measure the most horrible and irreparable
loss — the millions of lives of Soviet people.

The enemies of socialism hoped that the de­
struction and damage inflicted on ourcountry would
doom it to backwardness and dependence on the
West. But they miscalculated once again. The hard
and dedicated work of the workers, collective farm­
ers and intellectuals raised from the ashes the cities
and villages, factories and plants destroyed by the
enemy. It took the USSR just three years to restore
industrial production to the pre-war level and five
years to restore agricultural output.

That was a fresh feat, a feat in construction, which
the Soviet people accomplished in the difficult post­
war years. It showed quite clearly what a people
inspired by the great goals of socialist construction
can achieve. Since then the country has made major
progress in all areas of economic, social, political
and cultural development.

Soviet society today is a society with a highly-de­
veloped economy. The country’s national income
has risen more than 16-fold and industrial output
24-fold against the pre-war level. Our industry has
increased its output twice as fast as in the developed
capitalist states. Today the USSR produces more
cast iron, steel, oil, gas, cement, mineral fertilizer,
machine-tools, tractors, combine-harvesters and
many other products than any other country in the
world.

Profound changes have occurred in the structure
and scientific and technological level of production.
New industries such as the atomic, space missile,
electronics and microbiological industries have been
created. Major integrated production complexes
have been or are being formed across the country —
in central regions, in the Urals, Siberia and the
Soviet Far East, in Central Asia and the Trans­
caucasia. The country is criss-crossed by a ramified
network of power transmission lines and oil and gas 
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pipelines. Canals stretch for thousands of kilo­
meters. The once arid steppes have been trans­
formed and marshlands have become fertile. The
homeland’s economic map has changed beyond
recognition in these decades.

The society’s main productive force, its creative
potential, has changed substantially. The USSR
now has competent well-trained personnel. The oc­
cupational skill, general culture and specialist knowl­
edge of factory workers and collective farmers have
considerably increased. We have a large contingent
of engineers and scientists. In the postwar period,
Soviet science and technological thought have re­
peatedly demonstrated outstanding success in very
important areas of world scientific and technological
progress. The Soviet Union built the first nuclear-
power station and nuclear-powered ice-breaker, and
launched the first sputnik. Soviet citizen Yuri Gaga­
rin was the first man to see the Earth from a space
orbit.

Soviet society today is a society of an ever higher
standard of living. Rapid economic growth has made
it possible, while continuing to pay attention to
further build-up of the national economic potential,
to begin to turn toward fuller satisfaction of the
working people's needs and to score impressive re­
sults in this area as well. Real per capita incomes
are over six times higher than they were before the
war. Housing construction has assumed vast pro­
portions. The network of hospitals and polyclinics,
kindergartens and day nurseries, and public service
facilities has appreciably expanded.

Soviet society today is a society of high standards
of education and culture, and of full intellectual life
of the people. While before the war only five in every
hundred workers primarily engaged in physical
labor had a secondary or higher education, the pres­
ent number is 82. Our contemporary is person with a
broad cultural and political outlook and high intel­
lectual requirements.

Soviet society today is a society which has re­
solved major social problems. The entire system of
social relations has reached a new stage of develop­
ment, and the alliance of the working class, farmers
and the intelligentsia has been strengthened. We
have advanced still further towards obliterating the
essential distinctions between town and country and
between physical and mental labor. The prosperity
of the nations and nationalities is organically com­
bined with the process of their drawing closer to­
gether in all areas. A sense of belonging to a single
family — the Soviet people, as a new social commu­
nity of different nationalities without precedent in
history, is well ingrained in the mind and heart of
every person.

Soviet society today is a society of true democra­
cy, respect for the dignity and rights of citizens, and
their great sense of responsibility. The working
people's involvement in the affairs of the country
and of their work collectives is becoming increas­
ingly broad and active, and the system of the
people’s socialist self-administration is being
improved.

Forty years after the great victory, the Soviet
Union is a mighty and thriving power, confidently
blazing the trail into the communist future.

Our successes are obvious. But the dialectics of 

development is such that the frontiers crossed ex­
tend the historical horizons and set more complex
and more challenging tasks for the people. We, too,
are today facing such tasks. They mean, essentially,
that it is necessary to achieve a new qualitative state
of the society in its economy, of its system of social
and political relations and institutions, and of the
totality of the working and living conditions of mil­
lions of Soviet people.

The April 1985 plenary meeting of the CPSU CC
centered on pressing problems. The party sees it as
its main task to accelerate considerably society’s
social and economic progress. This task is dictated
by life itself — both by domestic conditions and the
international situation. There is a need, first of all, to
ensure intensive and dynamic economic develop­
ment, relying fully on the latest achievements in
scientific and technological thought. That is the
basis which will make it possible to raise living stan­
dards, enhance the country’s economic might and
defenses, and attain all-round improvement of de­
veloped socialism.

High end results and the best use of resources are
now the main criterion of economic progress. It is
from this angle that the economic situation must be
assessed. In a short time we must reach world highs
in labor productivity, quality and production ef­
ficiency as a whole. This is an imperative of the day.

The main road to that goal runs through scientific
and technological progress. Our growth rates and
the course of our economic competition with

.capitalism are going to depend largely on how we
accelerate this progress and on the rapid and ef­
ficient introduction of the achievements of science
and technology into the economy.

In short, at this new historical stage Soviet society
faced formidable tasks. But we have all possibilities
for successfully coping with them and will surely
reach our goals.

We are confident that the advantages of the
socialist system will also serve Soviet society well in
the new historical conditions. But that makes’ it
necessary to take urgent and largely new measures
to bring the forms and methods of socialist economic
management and social administration into corres­
pondence with modern-day conditions and require­
ments of development.

Underlying our strategy of managerial streamlin­
ing is Lenin’s idea that “socialism must achieve this
advance in its own way, by its own methods — or, to
put it more concretely, by Soviet methods.” It is
necessary to give the economic mechanism forms
and structures to maximize production efficiency
and improve quality, and help that mechanism to
speed up scientific and technological progress.

The people’s vibrant creativity is the assurance of
all our achievements. The working people’s pro­
found interest in the fate of their socialist homeland
and their labor and political activity is what has
always greatly accelerated society’s progress, and
made it possible to overcome all difficulties and ob­
stacles. And today it is very important to give maxi­
mum scope to the masses' social initiative and direct
it toward resolving the fundamental problems of
speeding up socio-economic development.

Nothing promotes a working person’s activity so 
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much as confidence that the principle of social jus­
tice will be applied without fail. The party is going to
do all in its power to ensure this. By erecting a firm
barrier to all deviations from socialist principles and
to all sorts of negative phenomena, by closing all
sources of unearned income while enhancing the
role of material and moral incentives for con­
scientious and efficient work, we will fulfil important
socio-economic, political, ideological and educa­
tional tasks, arouse the profound interests of mil­
lions of working people in the attainment of the
targets set and raise their political awareness and
level of organization still higher.

Looking forward to the next, 27th CPSU con­
gress, the party’s Central Committee is taking meas­
ures to ensure that the party’s political course fully
meets the requirements of social development, and
the interests and aspirations of the broadest strata of
the working people. It is to that end that it constantly
improves its work and the forms of party and state
leadership.

Of extreme importance for us today is the ability
to act, as Lenin taught, ‘‘by virtue of authority,
energy, greater experience, greater versatility, and
greater talent.” There needs to be fewer words,
assurances and promises and more real steps, prac­
tical results, responsibility, principledness, coor­
dination of work, attention to people, and personal
modesty. That is the main yardstick for assessing all
cadre, their ideological integrity and competence;
that is the essence of party requirements as to style
and methods of work.

The efforts to speed up socio-economic develop­
ment, establish firm order everywhere, and tighten
organization and discipline, are strongly approved
of and fully supported by the Soviet people. The
CPSU CC. its Political Bureau and the Soviet
government highly value the people’s trust in the
party’s policy and will continue to exert every effort
to live up to it.

The party’s entire policy is based on profound
faith in the Soviet people's creative powers and
abilities. A people who have conquered the enemy in
open battle, held out in the difficult years of postwar
recovery and scored outstanding achievements in
developing their socialist homeland will likewise
prevail in the new historical conditions and will meet
any challenge posed to us by the times in a fitting
manner.

The party clearly sees the tasks facing the country
and the ways to tackle them successfully, and it has
been mobilizing the Soviet people to bring about a
new and powerful development of the economy in
order to enhance further the people's well-being. In
this we see the worthy continuation of the cause for
which Soviet people fought selflessly during the
stern war years and in the years of peaceful socialist
construction.

Ill
Comrades,
Returning now in our minds and hearts to the

victorious spring of 1945, we naturally ask ourselves
whether the hopes of the millions of people who
fought to enable us, our children and grandchildren
to live in peace and happiness, have materialized.

Yes, they have! But much still has to be done to
preserve our planet — humanity’s common home —
both forus, the living, and forthe future generations,
and to eliminate wars from people’s life once and for
all.

Forty years is not a short period of time by any
standard. Time passes. Those born after the victory
have become mature people, and their children are
now adults. For the majority of people World War II
is an event not linked with their personal experience.
But the war left such a legacy that its results and
lessons continue to influence the whole course and
character of world development and people’s con­
sciousness.

The beginnings of World War II appeared long
before the first battles took place on the fields of
Europe and on the expanse of oceans. Its sinister
shadow loomed over humanity when some politi­
cians were unable and others did not want to prevent
the establishment of Hitlerism in power. Today we
know more and better than we did at that time about
those who helped the Nazi ruling clique to arm itself,
build up a potential for aggression and prepare for
military adventures, and how.

The attempts of the leading groups of monopoly
capital to manipulate German Nazism’s expansion,
directing it eastwards, were the limit of political
irresponsibility. The Munich collusion will be regis­
tered forever in the book of the shame which has
covered the names of those who so persistently in­
stigated Hitler to attack the Soviet Union. And only
those who suffer from deep political sclerosis do not
remember this.

It is no longer material which of the bourgeois
political and state leaders of the 1930s sincerely
erred and which were guided by selfish class in­
terests. History will not change its verdict: the
‘‘Munich policy” of the Western powers and their
connivance at Hitler’s aggression had resulted in
very tragic consequences for all the peoples of
Europe. Criminal is the word to describe the line
pursued by those who, ignoring the persistent Soviet
Union’s appeals, refused to act in a united front to
stop the Nazi adventurists. Time will never remove
from them the responsibility for a holocaust which
could have been prevented if enmity for socialism
had not blinded the then Western leaders.

Regrettably, history isrepeating itself. And today,
more than ever before, it is a question of being
vigilant against the intrigues of those who are push­
ing the world to an abyss — this time a nuclear one.
One should have a clear and complete idea of
whence the threat to humanity in our day. The
Soviet Union states this just as strongly as it did
before the war when it warned against the imminent
danger. Another reason why we have to talk about
that is that even today the malicious myth of a
“Soviet military threat” made so much of by
Nazism is still in circulation.

However much the falsifiers of history may try to
rewrite it, the peoples of the world know that it was
the Soviet Union which first sounded the alarm and
warned against the approaching danger of fascism. Il
is the communists who proposed a clear program of
struggle against the Nazi plague when it was still in
embryo. Finally, it was the Soviet Union which ad­
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vanced a series of proposals aimed at curbing the
high-handed aggressor. But at that time, too, all this
was declared “communist propaganda.”

It took the occupation of almost the whole of
Western Europe, the seizure of Paris, the bombing
of London and the attack on Pearl Harbor to col­
lapse the cynical expectations and dash the ground­
less hopes. It was only after the Red Army’s brilliant
victories that the agreements on cooperation with
the Soviet state in the struggle against fascism began
to materialize.

The expansion of the fascist threat made Western
politicians look at the world more realistically. The
whole experience of the anti-Hitler coalition indis­
putably proves that states with opposite social sys­
tems can pool forces in struggle against a common
enemy, find mutually acceptable solutions and work
effectively for a common goal.

Soviet people have not forgotten the material aid
which the Allies gave our country. Though it was not
as big as the West is wont to claim, we are neverthe­
less grateful for that aid and regard it as a symbol of
joint actions. Though belated, the opening of the
Second Front in Europe was a substantial contri­
bution to the common struggle.

The favorable atmosphere of the cooperation be­
tween the Allied Powers and the realistic assessment
of the new situation in the world following the defeat
of fascism were reflected in the postwar settlement
and in the decisions of the Allied conferences in
Tehran, Yalta and Potsdam. Those decisions, and
the UN Charter and other international agreements
of those years are imbued with a spirit of co­
operation. They provided a solution to the complex
problems of the postwar structure, including the
territorial ones, that accorded with the interests of
the long-awaited peace.

It is particularly appropriate to recall all that to­
day, when all the world’s peoples have one common
enemy — the threat of nuclear war, and one main
task — to remove that threat.

Twice in this century the imperialist forces un­
leashed bloody world wars in a bid to achieve their
class aims, strengthen their positions and further

. their egotistic interests. But history willed other­
wise. Is it any wonder that both wars, which started
as adventures of imperialists — arrogant, convinced
of their impunity and confident that international law
is written with an invader’s fist — is it any wonder, I
repeat, that both of those adventures not only ended
in the defeat of those who unleashed them but also in
both cases caused a series of crises that shook the
very system that breeds wars.

In defending their homeland’s freedom and in­
dependence, the Soviet people also carried out the
great internationalist task of saving world civil­
ization from fascism. The defeat of fascism con­
solidated the positions of progressive democratic
forces, resulting in the triumph of a new social sys­
tem in a number of European and Asian countries. A
first workers’ and peasants’ state was also born on
German soil. In the course of the popular struggle
against Nazism and Japanese imperialism, a struggle
which closely merged with the masses’ aspirations
for deep social change, the appeal of the ideas of
socialism visibly grew, while communist parties in 

many countries gained in strength and became a
powerful force.

The postwar years have seen the formation and
great progress of a world socialist system, and the
creation of a community of socialist states. The new
social system firmly established on Earth, has
proved its viability. It has awakened the creative
power of millions and made possible history-making
accomplishments within a short period of time.
Socialism is now a mighty world system which is
exercising an enormous influence on humanity’s
development and future and is an invincible factor of
peace and a guarantor of the peoples’ security.

The states of that great community have in­
valuable experience and a smoothly functioning
mechanism forcoordinating their policy. They act as
one on international matters and consistently uphold
the cause of peace and disarmament and the prin­
ciples of peaceful coexistence. The Warsaw Treaty
Organization, its Political Consultative Committee
and the Joint Armed Forces of the allied states have
a special role to play in this. So long as there is a
threat to peace and security, the Warsaw Treaty
member-countries will continue to do everything
necessary to protect themselves against any en­
croachments. Confirmation of this is the unanimous
renewal of the treaty by all its signatories.

The profound transformations in the postwar
world are also linked to the collapse of colonialism.
Dozens of independent states have sprung up where
colonies and semi-colonies used to be. True, their
development has been uneven, there has been ebb
and flow, achievements and tragedies. True, the de­
veloping countries still face very difficult problems
— some inherited from the past and some generated
by the policy of neocolonialism.

But it is also true that at present the system of
colonialism has been almost completely eradicated
and that many young national states are playing an
ever more noticeable progressive role in world poli­
tics. With the active support of socialist countries,
they have been waging a persistent struggle to estab­
lish a new, more just world economic order. The
non-aligned movement has become an important
factor of present-day international life.

As we see, comrades, the political map of the
world has undergone radical changes in the 40 years
since the victory.

The sphere of imperialism's domination has
markedly narrowed. Its possibilities to maneuver
and to dictate to sovereign states and peoples with
impunity have been substantially reduced. The
alignment of forces inside the capitalist world itself
has also changed. The defeat in World War II of such
a beast of prey as German imperialism, the defeat of
militarist Japan, and the weakening of the once pow­
erful British and French rivals gave U.S. imperial­
ism the lead in the capitalist world in all important
economic, financial and military indicators. The fact
that the USA was actually the only major country
which got fabulously rich out of the war also helped
to further the claims of the U.S. ruling class to world
hegemony.

In the very first postwar years imperialist reac­
tion, displeased with the social and international­
political results of the war, tried to take a kind of 
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historical revenge and hurl back socialism and the
other democratic forces. This strategy was spear­
headed against the Soviet Union while the USA’s
economic might and temporary monopoly on atomic
weapons served as its levers. This monopoly was
viewed by the U.S. upper crust as a means of
pressuring us and other socialist countries militarily
and politically, and of intimidating all peoples.

That is why, when speaking about the results of
the postwar decades, it would be wrong to see only
those which we sincerely welcome and support. Un­
fortunately, we also see many things which cause
growing anxiety. Certainly, the present-day world in
no way resembles the world of the 1930s, but far
from everyone in the West have given up the at­
tempts to talk to the Soviet Union in the language of
threats.

The cold war launched by the Western bellicose
quarters was nothing but an attempt to revise the
results of World War II and deprive the Soviet
people, the international forces of progress and
democracy of the fruits of victory. Those goals, of
which no secret was made, were expressed in the
ideology and policy of "the rolling back of social­
ism". "massive retaliation", "brinkmanship", etc.
This undermined international trust and consider­
ably reduced the possibilities of the constructive
international cooperation of states that had begun
within the framework of the anti-Hitler coalition.

U.S. militarism leads the forces posing a military
danger to humanity. U.S. policy is increasingly
bellicose, and has become a perpetual negative fac­
tor in international relations which we cannot afford
to overlook. The aggressive designs of that coun­
try’s ruling elite are evident in its attempts to under­
mine the military-strategic parity — the basis of
international security — in the whipping up of the
arms race, especially the nuclear arms race, and in
its dangerous plans to militarize outer space. Barb­
arous doctrines and concepts for using nuclear
weapons are being devised, and hundreds of military
bases and facilities have been set up on all con­
tinents. A policy of state-sponsored terrorism is
being pursued against Nicaragua, and an undeclared
war is being waged in Afghanistan.

The U.S. is trying to imppose on the international
community its claims to an exclusive and special
mission in history. Nothing else can explain its im­
perious demands for "zones of vital interests" and
for the “right” to interfere in the internal affairs of
other states and "encourage” or "punish”
sovereign countries and peoples as Washington
chooses. The U.S. even ignores its own political and
legal commitments.

Something should also be said in no uncertain
terms about the increased danger of West German
revanchism, in whose revival the present U.S.
leadership is so actively involved. At their meeting
in Bonn a few days ago, the leaders of the seven
leading capitalist states, "marking” the 40th anni­
versary of the end of World War II in their own way,
even dared to question the territorial and political
realities in Europe that had emerged after the rout of
Hitler’s Germany and in the course of postwar
development. Some politicians have appeared who
are prepared to forget and even justify the Waffen SS 

cutthroats; worse — to pay homage to them, com­
mitting an outrage upon humanity’s very memory of
the millions shot, burned and gassed.

Aware of the extent of the military danger and of
our responsibility for the world’s fate, we will not
allow the military-strategic parity between the
USSR and the U.S., between the Warsaw Treaty and
NATO, to be upset. We will continue to adhere to
that policy, as we have learned well, once andforall,
what the past has taught us.

In a word, the situation remains complicated,
even dangerous, but we believe that there are quite
real possibilities to curb the forces of militarism. The
conviction that a world without wars and weapons is
actually realizable, that such a world can be built in
our times, and that all we need is vigorous action
now, today, to bring it about is gaining in strength in
the minds of people the world over.

This conviction is reinforced by the experience of
the policy of peaceful coexistence and the practical
results of the cooperation between the states of the
two systems. There are many such examples and
they are prompting ever broader masses to oppose
aggression and coercion in international relations.
There is growing understanding of the fact that
peace will be durable if peaceful constructive co­
existence, equal and mutually advantageous co­
operation between states with different social sys­
tems are elevated to the rank of the supreme uni­
versal laws governing international relations. There
can be no doubt that the anti-war movement will
continue to grow, ever more effectively obstructing
the adventurist actions of the forces of aggression.

The only reasonable way out today is to promote
active cooperation between all states in the interests
of a common peaceful future, and to create, use and
develop international mechanisms and institutions
which would make it possible to find the optimum
correlation of national and state interests with those
of humanity as a whole.

We urge the most diverse social and political
forces to promote sincere cooperation based on
good will in the name of peace. It is not an easy task,
it cannot be fulfilled in the short term, and requires a
fairly high degree of trust in relations between coun­
tries. The course of events could change drastically
if tangible progress is attained at the Soviet-U.S.
Geneva talks on nuclearand space weapons. Such is
our conviction.

The experience of the 1970s is, in our view, truly
invaluable in this regard. It was then that good poli­
tical, legal, moral and psychological foundations
were laid for the cooperation between the states of
the two systems in new historical conditions, cover­
ing, among other things, such sensitive areas as
each sides' security. But the results could have been
greater still had the West displayed a responsible
attitude to the success of detente.

We firmly advocate renewal of the process of
detente. But that does not mean simply going back to
what was achieved in the 1970s. We must set our
sights much higher. From our point of view, detente
is not the ultimate objective of policy. It is an indis­
pensable, but no more than transitional stage from a
world crammed with weapons to a reliable and
comprehensive system of international security.
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The Soviet Union is prepared to take that road. It
must be the supreme obligation of governments and
of responsible state leaders to seek all opportunities
to remove the danger of nuclear war. I would like to
repeat once more today, on this anniversary that is
so memorable for all of us, that the Soviet Union is
emphatically in favor of a world without wars, a
world without weapons. We say over and over again
that the outcome of the historical contest between
the two systems cannot be decided by military
means.

Our adherence to the policy of peaceful co­
existence shows the strength of the new social sys­
tem and our faith in its historical potential. It meets
the interests of all countries and peoples and is per­
meated with a spirit of true humanism and with the
ideals of peace and freedom which inspired Soviet
people even in the years of the last war.

To uphold humankind’s sacred right to live and to
ensure a stable peace is the duty of the living to the
millions of those who fell for freedom and social
progress, is our common duty to present and future
generations.

Dear comrades,
The great Soviet people, in a soldier’s greatcoat or

a worker’s overalls, with the Bolshevik Party at their
head were the main protagonist in the war and the
architect of victory.

As we celebrate Victory Day, we bow to the
memory of the fine, courageous sons and daughters
of our homeland who gave their lives for the sacred
cause of defending the homeland.

As we celebrate Victory Day, we glorify the war
and labor veterans, the Soviet person, soldier and
worker, our heroic working class, the collective
farmers, and the people’s intelligentsia.

As we celebrate Victory Day, we glorify all of the
homeland’s nations and nationalities, which are
united in an unbreakable fraternal family — the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

As we celebrate Victory Day, we glorify the
Soviet soldier and our valiant Armed Forces.

As we celebrate Victory Day, we glorify the
Leninist Communist Party, the party of the victor­
ious people.

Let the Soviet people’s exploit in the Great
Patriotic War live forever!

Pravda, May 9, 1985

From Yafe to Geneva
From Vietnam to Nicaragua

Gus Hall, General Secretary, CPUSA,
Interviewed by “World Magazine”

Question: This is the 40th anniversary of the defeat of
Hitler fascism and the 10th since the U.S. suffered a
defeat in Vietnam. How do you see the significance of
these two events?

Answer: The political side of all wars must of
necessity be defined either as just wars or unjust
wars.

Thus, any policy of military action that is in sup­
port of corporate profits I define as an unjust war. I
did my best, for example, in opposing the U.S. ag­
gression against Vietnam because it was an ugly,
unjust imperialist war. On the other hand, I not only
supported but volunteered to serve in the U.S. Navy
in the war against the Berlin-Rome-Tokyo fascist
axis.

President Eisenhower said, “We are so con­
cerned with the far-off Southeast corner of Asia —
because if we lose all that, how would the free world
hold the rich empire of Indonesia?” (Of course,
Eisenhower’s use of the words “free world” is a
code word for U.S. corporate interests.)

It is of no small significance that the great majority
of the American people fully supported the war
against fascism and in the same numbers opposed
the U.S. war against Vietnam.

Question: What was it about fascism that so aroused
the American people against it?

Answer: The American people saw the war against
Hitler fascism as ajust war. Fascism became a threat
to the national independence of all countries.

Hitler fascism was out to establish brutal, militar­
istic dictatorships dominated by the most reaction­
ary sectors of the monopoly corporations, not only
in Germany but worldwide.

Fascism is capitalism in the raw. It is dictatorial
corporate rule that strips all democratic and human
rights.

Question: Why are Reagan, Wall Street and big busi­
ness circles in all capitalist countries so uptight about
celebrating or even observing such a turning point in
history?

Answer: In a sense it is a continuation of the schiz­
ophrenic-split personality problem most of the lead­
ers of capitalist countries suffered from during the
war. They were forced by a unique set of cir­
cumstances to fight what many of them considered
the “wrong war,” as they privately revealed.

They had helped to prepare Hitler fascism to fight
a war against socialism, against the Soviet Union.
But Hitler ran amuck. So they had to join with the
Soviet Union to fight Hitler fascism. But even during
the war they never gave up trying to turn Hitler
against the Soviet Union, to fight the “right war.”

After all, Hitler fascism had represented the
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Krupps and Thyssens, who were their capitalist
class kinfolk. They were forced to act against Hitler
fascism, but they were determined to preserve
capitalism, including in Germany.

Reagan and Wall Street are not for observing the
40th anniversary because it was a defeat for their
class relatives.

Reagan is not for taking note of the anniversary
because of his fear that the world will use the occa­
sion to make comparisons and point to the similar­
ities in the foreign policy of Hitler and his own ad­
ministration.

Hitler's foreign policy was aggression against
Poland, France, Czechoslovakia, the Netherlands
and other countries in Europe. Reagan’s foreign pol­
icy is aggression against Nicaragua, Grenada, Cuba,
El Salvador. Lebanon, Vietnam, Afghanistan and
Kampuchea.

Hitler supported all the reactionary, fascist, mili­
taristic regimes the world over, like Franco in Spain,
Mussolini in Italy and Tojo in Japan. Reagan also
supports all the reactionary racist regimes the world
over, like Pinochet in Chile and Botha in South
Africa.

Hitler pursued extreme anti-Semitic and racist
policies. Who can deny that Reagan pursues racist
policies, at home and abroad?

Reagan is also fearful of the anniversary ob­
servances because people would again make com­
parisons and applaud the decisive contribution made
by the Soviet Union in the defeat of fascism — at the
horrible expense of 20 million Soviet people and the
devastation of industries, cities and farms.

Question: How do you see the role of the American
people in opposing the aggression against Vietnam and
observing the 10th anniversary of the U.S. defeat?

Answer: It is always easier to support one’s
government when it is right. It is much more difficult
when one has to oppose one’s government when it is
wrong.

It is to the great credit of our people that in spite of
all the obstacles they rallied in great numbers against
the U.S. aggression in Vietnam. They built a power­
ful anti-war movement that culminated in the pullout
of American troops. The lesson here is that the
people can stop the unjust and dangerous policies of
the Reagan administration.

So, forthe American people, it is an observancCOf
the end of an unjust war. For the people of Vietnam
it is a celebration of a victory in an unjust war.

Question: What are the lessons we should draw while
observing these anniversaries?

Answer: 1. That it is always necessary to dif­
ferentiate between just and unjust wars, and just and
unjust foreign policies.

2. If the policy of war serves the interests of cor­
porate profits, it is unjust. On the other hand, if a war
is fought for national independence, democracy or
freedom from colonial domination or oppression, it
is a just war.

3. Because of the new balance of forces in the
world, unjust wars will ultimately suffer defeat.

4. Policies of aggression and the aims race must
be stopped before they turn into military confronta­
tion. The nuclear arms race must be stopped before
it turns into a nuclear winter. The preparations for
Star Wars must be stopped now before they reach a
point of no return.

5. People united in struggle can influence policies
and events. But, even more important, people
united can determine whether there will be war
or peace.

6. Finally, we must see the dangerous similarities
to the actions that led to the war in Vietnam in
today’s actions by the Reagan administration.

Through lies and demagogy, President Johnson
coerced Congress to pass the Tonkin Gulf Resolu­
tion. By that act. Congress sanctioned the war
against Vietnam.

In this sense, Reagan’s manipulations to get Con­
gress to appropriate the $14 million to finance the
counter-revolutionaries in Nicaragua is a dirty trick
to win official sanction for the war against Nic­
aragua. This new dimension to the war is more im­
portant and ominous than the $14 million itself.

Throughout the Vietnam War, opportunities
arose when the war could have been brought to an
end. Today, at this moment, the world is presented
with a new opportunity to put an end to the nuclear
arms race: the U.S.-Soviet talks in Geneva.

There is no greater priority or task before the
American people than to express their demands for
the Reagan administration to change course and
seriously negotiate a nuclear arms reduction
agreement.

If the Reagan administration is serious, it will
responsibly consider the interim proposals made by
the Soviet Union to put an end to all escalation of
nuclear missiles.

The lesson of the vote in Congress on the MX
missile is that a few votes would have made the
difference.

Therefore, while demonstrating, marching, pro­
testing and organizing, the peace forces must give
greater attention to the electoral scene.

Senators and members of Congress must know
that the peace movement is keeping a score sheet on
who votes for war and who votes for peace. All of
them should be put on notice that in 1986, whether
they keep or lose their seats will depend on how they
vote on crucial issues.

The April days of protest should serve to raise the
daily peace activities to new levels.

Bombard Congress on the issues. “Burn” the
wires of local offices of your legislators, Fill their
mailboxes with peace demands. Visit, write, picket,
march and rally for peace, disarmament and peace­
ful coexistence.

Daily World. April 18, 1985
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A Shining Example of Cooperation between
Countries with Different Social Systems

Press Trust of India (PTI) Interview
with Mikhail Gorbachov

Press Trust of India (PTI), the Indian news agency, requested an interview from Mikhail Gorbachov, General
Secretary of the CPSU CO.

On May 18, Comrade Gorbachov handed his replies to SPK Gupta, PTI correspondent in Moscow.
The interview follows.

Question: On the eve of your forthcoming meeting with
our Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi how do you assess the
state and prospects of Soviet-Indian relations in the con­
text of the struggle for peace and disarmament?

Answer: First of all, I would like to stress that the
leaders of India are received with a special feeling in
our country, reflecting the Soviet people’s sincere
liking and respect for the great and friendly Indian
people. Different generations of Soviet and Indian
people have written bright chapters into the history
of our friendship, which Jawaharlal Nehru and In­
dira Gandhi did so much to develop.

Our attitude to India reflects the Soviet Union’s
principled and invariable support for the struggle of
the peoples against imperialist oppression, for
stronger independence and social renewal. This
course was bequeathed to us by the great Lenin and
we are undeviatingly committed to it. We have
inherited what can without exaggeration be called a
unique, priceless asset. Indira Gandhi said that we
are bound by relations not only between our
governments and not even by political and economic
cooperation alone; our relations are an intertwining
of the fervent hearts of our two creator-nations. Her
vivid words aptly describe the level and the entire
multiformity of our.relations.

I would like to take this opportunity to pay tribute
once again to the bright memory of the outstanding
daughter of the Indian people, whose name is for­
ever inscribed in the history of Soviet-Indian friend­
ship. The International Lenin Peace Prize awarded
her is in recognition of her tremendous contribution
to the struggle for durable peace and friendship
among nations.

An Indian saying has it that the shortest road is
one on which people meet each other halfway. Our
two peoples have been followingjust such a road for
decades. That is why our ties are always developing.
The high level, dynamism and many-sided nature of
our relations, based on the Treaty of Peace, Friend­
ship and Cooperation, is a source of satisfaction.

We highly value India’s contribution to the com­
mon efforts to preserve peace and avert the nuclear
threat. As the current head of the non-aligned
movement, which has become an important factor in
international relations, India is doing much to
strengthen its unity and beneficial influence in the
world,

Soviet-Indian friendship is an asset not of our two
peoples alone. It is an important factor of peace and
stability in the present tense situation and an exam­

ple of how fruitfully countries with different sys­
tems can cooperate if they are guided by the ideals
of peace, the principles of mutual respect and equit­
able cooperation.

We are optimistic about the prospects of Soviet-
Indian relations. The last time Prime Minister Rajiv
Gandhi and I met, both sides reaffirmed their desire
to further strengthen cooperation. I am sure that the
forthcoming discussion of a broad range of questions
of bilateral and international relations will give new
content to our traditional ties in the interests of the
Soviet and Indian peoples and of peace in Asia and
worldwide.

And, of course, I personally will be pleased to
renew contacts with the Indian leader, who is greatly
respected in our country.

Question: The initiatives of the heads of state and
government of six countries representing four continents
embodied in their declarations of 1984 and 1985 have
been widely welcomed in the Soviet Union. How do you
think they could be put into practice?

Answer: We have a high opinion of those initia­
tives. The ideas voiced in the documents of the
heads of the six countries and the Soviet initiatives
are headed in the same direction. The ultimate goal
of which the declarations speak — to eliminate nu­
clear weapons from humanity’s life — fully corres­
ponds to the foreign-policy goals of our country.

When entering into the Geneva talks with the
United States we agreed that their aim was to pre­
vent an arms race in outer space, terminate it on
Earth and begin radical reductions of nuclear arms,
with a view to completely eliminating them.

And it is possible to begin with what the leaders of
the six countries proposed, i.e. to stop the develop­
ment, production and deployment of nuclear weap­
ons, freeze nuclear arsenals and start to reduce
them, prevent the arms race from spreading the
space, and conclude a treaty banning all nuclear
tests.

We have proposed as a first step that further arms
build-up by halted, that the USSR and the USA
should impose a moratorium on the development,
including research, testing and deployment of attack
space weapons for the duration of the Geneva
negotiations and freeze their strategic offensive
armaments, and that the deployment of U.S.
medium-range missiles in Europe and the build-up of
our counter-measures be discontinued.

The Soviet Union has already unilaterally im­
posed a moratorium until this November on the 
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deployment of its medium-range missiles and has
suspended the implementation of other counter­
measures in Europe. True to its word, the USSR has
been strictly abiding by the terms of this
moratorium. We are entitled to hope for a more
serious and thoughtful assessment of our initiative
by Washington and its NATO partners, and for re­
straint in U.S. missile deployment in Western
Europe. Reciprocity in this matter could help place
the Geneva talks on a practical footing.

And, finally, on the question of ceasing nuclear
weapons tests. We have repeatedly urged the USA
and other nuclear powers to do so. The USSR has
been proposing that the nuclear states declare a
moratorium on all nuclear explosions until the con­
clusion of a treaty on the universal and complete
prohibition of nuclear weapons tests. It could be in­
stituted as of August 6, 1985, i.e. on the 40th anni­
versary of the tragic atomic bombing on Hiroshima,
or even earlier.

The Soviet Union is ready to resume immediately
the talks on the complete prohibition of nuclear
weapons tests which broke down through the fault of
the USA. It is high time to put into effect the 1974
and 1976 Soviet-U.S. treaties on the limitation of
underground nuclear weapons tests and on under­
ground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes,
which have not yet been ratified — again not through
the fault of the Soviet side.

Of course, special responsibility for the destiny of
the world rests today with the nuclear powers, and
primarily with the USSR and the USA. But the
Soviet Union has never looked at the world in the
context of Soviet-U.S. relations alone. We are
deeply convinced that all states can and should take
part in the search for realistic solutions to urgent
problems and in the easing of international tension.
The voice of millions of people in different countries
in favor of effective measures to end the arms race
and reduce arms stockpiles and against attempts to
use negotiations as a cover for the continuation of
this race, is of tremendous importance.

Question: What could you say about the prospects for
a durable peace and development of cooperation in Asia,
specifically in the Indian Ocean area?

Answer: I would like to stress that we highly value
India's contribution to the strengthening of peace
and stability in Asia, and its realistic and considered
approach to the key problems of the region.

As to the Soviet Union, it has always advocated
peace and security in Asia, and equitable coopera­
tion between the continent’s states. This fully
applies to the Indian Ocean area. We support the
idea of converting it into a zone of peace.

It is common knowledge that for a number of
years the USA has been preventing the convening of
an international conference on this question. It has
also unilaterally broken off the Soviet-U.S. talks on
limiting military activities in the Indian Ocean, even
while the USA itself is constantly building up its
military presence there.

The Soviet Union has repeatedly voiced its readi­
ness to resume the talks. At the Soviet-Indian sum­
mit in 1982 the Soviet Union proposed that all states
whose ships use the waters of the Indian Ocean
should, even before the convening of a conference,
refrain from any steps which might aggravate the
situation in the region. This Soviet proposal remains
valid. Specifically, the states concerned should not
send large naval formations there or hold military
exercises, and those non-littoral countries which
have military bases in the region should not expand
or modernize them.

The struggle for a zone of peace in the Indian
Ocean now hinges on the convening of an inter­
national conference on the issue. I would like to
stress our desire to work vigorously with other in­
terested states to ensure that such a forum is held
and that the Indian Ocean eventually becomes a
sphere of vital interests of the states located on its
shores, and not of any others, a zone of peace rather
than one of tension and conflicts.

In conclusion allow me, through your agency, to
wish the Indian people happiness, prosperity and
peace. We wish the government and all citizens of
India success in the efforts further to strengthen
national unity and cohesion, and in the work for the
social progress and prosperity of your great country.

Pravda, May 20, 1985

Gresift Awareness of the Responsibility
for Preserving Peace

Unsere Zeit Newspaper Interview with
German CP Chairman Herbert Mies

Question: While U.S. President Reagan was renewing
his call for a crusade against socialism, you had a meet­
ing and talks with CPSU CC General Secretary Mikhail
Gorbachov. What made the most striking political and
personal impression on you in that meeting?

Answer: The most striking political impression?
Probably the absolute concord of our desire to work
purposely to avert a new war. The policy of the 

aggressive forces of imperialism, U.S. imperialism
above all, is increasing the danger of war. We are
fully at one in our belief that outer space must be
closed to all types of arms. It is necessary to halt the
build-up of the arsenals on Earth and to reduce them
drastically. That is the main and primary task that
needs to be tackled for the sake of the present and
future generations. Great awareness of the respon-
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sibility for preserving peace and for ensuring even
more successful development of the socialist society
in the USSR — that is what made the strongest
impression on me during the meeting with Mikhail
Gorbachov.

In past years when I got to know Mikhail
Gorbachov and in this meeting as well, I saw in him a
person who deeply respects the German anti­
fascists and their struggle against fascism and war
and highly values the German communists’
staunchness and courage and their loyalty to the
national interests of their people and to proletarian
internationalism.

That, and the vehemence with which he upholds
what he wrote in his reply to the Heilbronn Peace
Council’s letter ("our country is convinced that co­
operation and good-neighborly relations between
the USSR and the FRG could benefit both our
peoples and the cause of universal peace’’) made
one of the strongest personal impressions on me. I
will not forget Mikhail Gorbachov’s meeting with
SUPG CC General Secretary Erich Honecker, with
Socialist Unity Party of West Berlin Chairman Horst
Schmitt, and also with me following a morning meet­
ing with veterans of the Great Patriotic War who had
come from all corners of the Soviet Union. Then
there was a meeting with German communists, who
had been invited to the opening of a memorial
museum of German anti-fascists in Krasnogorsk and
to the stonelaying ceremony of the monument to
Ernst Thalmann in Moscow. That made a very
strong imperssion on me.

Question: How does Moscow assess the chances of
achieving detente in relations between the two world
powers?

Answer: In exactly the same way as Mikhail Gor­
bachov assessed them in mid-April during his meet­
ing with the speaker of the House of Representatives
of the U.S. Congress Thomas O’Neill. The Soviet
leadership sincerely wants to normalize Soviet-U.S.
relations. It proceeds from the fact that in the nu­
clear age peaceful coexistence between the USSR
and the USA is the only reasonable alternative. The
reason for the present tension in relations between
these two countries is not some inevitable and
insurmountable clash of their national interests but
rather, essentially, the U.S. side’s unwillingness to
drop its provocative plans to spread the arms race to
outer space because of its policy of anti-communist
crusade.

Of profound concern is the contradiction in U.S.
policy between the many statements of intention
regarding nuclear arms reduction and the feverish
build-up of those arms in daily practice. All this, and
much more besides, gives the Soviet leadership
sufficient ground for anxiety and for concluding that
the USA is trying to use the Geneva talks as a cover
for the realization of its military arms build-up pro­
gram. Nevertheless the Soviet leadership has not
given up hope that the talks will be successful. It is
oriented toward finding the ways to reach mutual
understanding and peaceful development and not
toward hostility and confrontation.

1 would like to recall Mikhail Gorbachov s words 

to the effect that this is a time when the people who
shape the two countries’ (i.e. Soviet and U.S.) pol­
icy must of necessity hold dialogue between
themselves.

Question: How does Moscow assess relations with the
FRG on the 40th anniversary of liberation?

Answer: Those who want to know how Moscow
assesses these relations on the 40th anniversary of
liberation will not overlook the thousands upon
thousands of meetings currently being held between
war veterans and relatives of the 20 million Soviet
people who perished during the war. The Soviet
people and the USSR party and state leadership
would undoubtedly like to look at relations with the
FRG with optimism and witness a strengthening of
the good ties which developed in the 70s thanks to
the Moscow Treaty. But the conditions for that do
not exist at present because of Bonn’s support for
Reagan’s policy of confrontation. There is currently
less optimism with respect to those relations, and
the attitude to them is more critical than it used to be.

Certainly, the Soviet party and state leadership
and Mikhail Gorbachov understand the great im­
portance of relations between the Soviet Union and
the FRG and they are certainly convinced that this
cooperation benefits both peoples and universal
peace as well. But it is equally to be expected that
there is growing concern over the fact that the re­
sponse to the unilateral moratorium and the sus­
pension of the deployment of Soviet medium-range
missiles in countries friendly to the Soviet Union has
been a continuation of the deployment on FRG terri­
tory of Pershing II missiles — that first-strike nu­
clear weapon. Both the whole Soviet people and the
CPSU leadership were deeply worried by the fact
that a war danger is again emanating from German
territory, i.e. from the territory of the FRG. Similar
worry is caused by Bonn’s actual sanctioning of the
U.S. plans in the area of the so-called Strategic
Defense Initiative (SDI), the plans to militarize outer
space.

All that, particularly against the background of the
40th anniversary of victory and liberation, raises the
question as to where the Federal Republic is head­
ing. The Soviet leadership hopes that all the forces of
reason and realism in the FRG will succeed in avert­
ing a new catastrophe in relations between the two
peoples and use the advantages of peaceful co­
operation on the basis of the principles of equality
and equal security.

Question: While Reagan and Kohl visited the Bitburg
cemetery with the graves of SS men, you —Erich Hon­
ecker, yourself and Horst Schmitt —along with the Soviet
party leadership and Moscow and Krasnogorsk residents
did justice to the struggle of the German Resistance
against the Hitlerite regime. What was the meaning of
that demonstration?

Answer: We clearly showed the special meaning of
that demonstration in the meetings at the memorial
museum ofGerman anti-fascists in Krasnogorsk and
in Ernst Thalmann Square in Moscow, and in the
communique on our meetings with Mikhail Gor­
bachov. For us that was a ceremonial confirmation
of our loyalty to the behests of the anti-fascists’
struggle: No to fascism! No to another war! Friend­
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ship with the peoples of the Soviet Union!
While the Bitburg visit demonstrated a spirit of

hostility to the Soviet Union and of justification of
fascism, the meetings in Krasnogorsk and in Thal-
mann Square in Moscow, which again recalled the
20 million Soviet people and the 6.5 million Germans
who perished in the war, show something else. That 

was a manifestation of a striving for a durable peace
and friendship between our peoples, a manifestation
of the perpetual profound respect for the contri­
bution of all German anti-fascists, the Resistance
fighters, to the liberation of the peoples from fascism
and war.

Unsere Ze it, May 10, 1985

Om the Poflfficall and Organizational Activity
off Party Committees and Organizations in 1984

Resolution of a Plenary Meeting of
The Romanian Communist Party CC*

The year 1984 was marked by a strengthening of the
party’s cohesion and unity and political and organi­
zational ability to mobilize all the nation’s forces to
ensure the socio-economic development of the
homeland and its advance to new frontiers of pro­
gress and civilization.

Propaganda activity and political and educational
work were increasingly directed toward fulfillment
of the working people’s tasks in every area. Mea­
sures were taken to arm the communists and all
working people with the theses, ideas and directives
of RCP General Secretary Nicolae Ceausescu,
which are of immense theoretical and practical sig­
nificance. The broad political, ideological, cultural
and educational events organized in the run-up to
the 40th anniversary of the anti-fascist and anti­
imperialist revolution of social emancipation and
national liberation and the party’s 13th congress
were important in raising the political level of the
communists and all working people and in con­
ducting their patriotic and revolutionary education.
The qualitative level and effectiveness of the cul­
tural and educational events held as part of the
“Song of Romania’’ festival was raised.

The plenary meeting underscored that the party
bodies and organizations have been focusing on
strengthening the party ranks. In 1984, 132,001
working people were recruited into the RCP. Of
those, 86,139 (65.26 per cent) are workers, 20,539
(15.66 per cent) — peasants, and 25,323 (19.18 per
cent) — intellectuals; 51.40 per cent of those ad­
mitted are women, and over 77 per cent came from
the Young Communist League.

RCP membership stood at 3,465,069 on December
31, 1984, i.e. 94,726 more than on December 31,
1983; the communists make up 22.17 per cent of the
able-bodied population, and 32.91 per cent of the
employed. Almost 76 per cent of all party members
work in the sphere of material production.

The party’s social composition is as follows: 55.67
per cent — workers, 15.67 per cent — peasants,
20.65 per cent — intellectuals and office workers,
and 8.01 per cent — pensioners and housewives.

The number of women party members reached
1,126,162 at the end of 1984, that is, 60,930 more
than on December 31, 1983, and the percentage of
women RCP members grew from 31.61 to 32.50.
Important changes have occurred in the education
structure of party members: in 1984 the number of
party members with a higher education increased by
22,655, with secondary education — by 48,362, and
members who have completed technical and voca­
tional schools increased by 25,946.

At the end of 1984 the party consisted organi­
zationally of 40 district organizations and the
Bucharest municipal organization, 55 municipal, 188
city and 2,705 communal organizations, 6,344
organizations at enterprises and institutions and on
farms, 72,735 primary organizations and 12,694
party groups.

While stressing the successes scored, the RCP CC
plenary meeting noted that there were also some
shortcomings in the party bodies’ and organizations’
style of work, which meant that the results attained
were less than what was possible.

The focus of all forms of political and educational
work will continue to be the further elaboration of
the theses, ideas and directives contained in the
report presented at the RCP 13th congress and in
other party documents, and their linkage with the
concrete tasks of each enterprise and each worker so
as to ensure that the working people are more vigor­
ously mobilized to fulfil the plan targets completely.

Summarized from Scinteia,
April 3, 1985

'Held on March 26 and 27. — Ed.
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In the Name of Peace and Progress
From a Report by William Kashtan, General Secretary,

Communist Party of Canada

The 26th convention of the Communist Party of Canada was held in Toronto from April 5 to 8, 1985.
Comrade William Kashtan, CPC General Secretary, delivered a political report on the party’s activities and
the tasks of the Canadian communists.

The convention unanimously approved the basic provisions of the report and the main political docu­
ment — "The Road Ahead," which defines the CPC’s immediate tasks in its struggle for the working
people’s interests, peace and Canada’s independent foreign policy orientation.

Elections were held to the CPC Central Committee. William Kashtan was re-elected CPC General
Secretary at the first sitting of the new CPC Central Committee.

The world is faced with two choices, the path of
confrontation and aggression which leads to war, the
path taken by the aggressive forces of U.S. imperial­
ism and its NATO allies, in their effort at reversing
the course of history. Or the path of peaceful coexis­
tence, of detente and disarmament based on equality
and equal security, the path fought for by the Soviet
Union, and the advanced sections of the peace
movement. Underneath this is the struggle of the
peoples to assert their right to decide their own
destinies, to control their own resources, to achieve
their freedom and independence. In its effort to halt
the march of history U.S. imperialism threatens nu­
clear war and the destruction of human civilization.

This is why the priority in today’s world is halting
the arms race, removing the danger of nuclear war
and taking practical measures to achieve disarma­
ment. ,

The world breathed easier with the agreement by
the Soviet Union and the USA to open negotiations
on the questions of arms control, an agreement
undertaken on the initiative of the Soviet Union.

This agreement stated: "The sides agree that the
subject of negotiations will be a complex of ques­
tions concerning space and nuclear arms — both
strategic and intermediate-range — with all the ques-'
tions considered and resolved in their interrelation­
ship. The objective of the negotiations will be to
work out effective agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in space and terminating it on Earth, at
limiting and reducing nuclear arms and strengthen­
ing strategic stability.”

This is the essence of the Geneva Accord. The key
word here is interrelationship, the implementation of
all parts of the agreement.

If the arms race were to spread to space which is
what Reagan’s Star Wars aims for, it would destabi­
lize the situation, accelerate the arms race and the
danger of nuclear confrontation.

If the U.S. administration persists in continuing
its space program it will jeopardize arms control
negotiations. This has been made clear for the whole
world to hear. The Soviet Union has declared that if
the U.S. administration breaks its agreement this
will undermine the prospects of arms control
negotiations. It stands to reason that the Soviet
Union will do all in its power to prevent U.S. mili­
tary superiority over itself and its allies.

Thus a good beginning could have a bad ending 

due to the dangerous course pursued by the U.S.
administration.

What it underlines is that Washington has not
given up its effort at achieving a first strike and
winnable nuclear strategy and military superiority’.

What should be pressed for now in Canada to
facilitate the negotiations is a freeze, an immediate
moratorium on space weapons tests, a freeze on
tests, production and deployment of nuclear weap­
ons, an end to deployment of medium-range missiles
in Europe.

What is important here is that the Mulroney
government be made to speak up against the U.S.
Star Wars program including its policy of mili­
tarization of space, as some other NATO allies of the
USA have done. We have such examples in Greece,
New Zealand, Australia, Spain, Holland. Unfor­
tunately, instead of taking such a course our
government has endorsed that program. Not only
has it endorsed it, but giving way to U.S. pressures,
it has undertaken the modernization of the DEW
Line, or the North Warning System as it is now
called. Despite the denials of the government Mr.
Weinberger was more truthful when he stated the
Star Wars research “is an inextricable link with the
modernization of the DEW radar line." The Penta­
gon sees modernization of the DEW Line as an
essential part of its Star Wars nuclear strategy.

There is already declarations by Mr. Caspar
Weinberger that there might be a time when U.S.
launchers will be placed on Canadian soil directed at
the USSR and other socialist countries. Canada will
thus become a launching pad for attacks on the
Soviet Union, despite weak denials by Mr. Clark,
Canada’s Minister of External Affairs.

Canada’s membership in NORAD is undermining
rather than reinforcing Canada’s sovereignty and
independence. The “partnership” with the USA
spells real danger to Canada and the Canadian
people. It could open the door to destruction of
Canada.

Canadian government support of the Star Wars
program and modernization of the DEW Line is part
of a sharp turn in foreign and economic policies by
the Mulroney government toward a policy of con-
tinentalism and more rapid integration into the U.S.
empire. It has declared its intention to support U.S.
foreign policies, to increase support to NATO, to
increase military expenditures in Canada, to pursue 
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a course of free or freer trade with the USA.
If reflects the fact that the dominant sections of

Canadian monopoly have opted for a policy of con-
tinentalism. Canadianization is being replaced by
Americanization.

What is taking place is the economic and military
integration of Canada into the U.S. empire.

In return for this line-up with the global strategy of
U.S. imperialism, monopoly interests in Canada ex­
pect to get substantial war orders from the Pentagon
including “enhanced trade" with the USA. The
minimum they expect is that Canadian monopoly
will be protected from the effects of protectionism in
the USA.

In return for these “favors" the Canadian
government has sold out Canada to U.S. im­
perialism. It has been drawn into support of U.S.
foreign policy and U.S. nuclear military strategy. It
is now lined up with the U.S. in arms control, in its
position on East-West relations and in turning
Canada’s north into a U.S. military base. As we
have had occasion to say previously, the govern­
ment will now say “ready, aye ready" when called
upon by the Reagan administration. It will now be
speaking with an American, not a Canadian voice.

Is there no alternative to the pro-U.S. course
being taken by the Mulroney government?

Yes. there is an alternative — independent eco­
nomic development based on nationalization under
democratic control.

There is an alternative to free trade which would
undermine Canadian industry and independent
Canadian development, that of multilateral and
bilateral trade with all countries based on mutual
interest.

Yes, there is an alternative — the pursuit of an
independent foreign policy, opposition to the U.S.
Star Wars program, support fora nuclear freeze and
non-first-use of nuclear weapons, making Canada a
nuclear weapons free zone and annuling Cruise mis­
sile and all U.S. weapons testing on Canadian soil —
withdrawing Canada from membership in NORAD
and NATO.

There is an alternative to support of U.S. policies
of confrontation, that of peaceful coexistence and
support for a policy of equality and equal security for
all countries. Peaceful coexistence of differing social
system is the rational alternative to the U.S. policy
of force to resolve differences.

The Canada-wide struggle for Canadian indepen­
dence has taken on a new urgency as has the fight for
an independent foreign policy, a democratic Cana­
dian culture and economic policies leading to full
employment.

In this connection, of particular significance is the
emergence of the Council of Canadians embracing
non-monopoly interests, professionals and intellec­
tuals, Liberal and New Democratic Party members
and, not least, sections of the trade union move­
ment. This movement arises in opposition to the
continentalist policies of the Mulroney government
and its sell-out of Canada to the Reagan administra­
tion. This finds reflection in its three-point program
calling for independent economic development and
opposition to free trade, an independent foreign pol­

icy, a strengthened Canadian culture.
The emergence of the Council of Canadians coin­

cides in time with another important event, a meet­
ing of peace activists from all parts of the country in
Vancouver to explore the possibility of the forma­
tion of a Canada-wide peace coalition. We under­
stand that agreement was reached to meet in To­
ronto in November to establish such a peace coali­
tion. This is a welcome development with a great
potential, that of uniting all peace movements under
one umbrella around demands whose essence is
support for an independent .foreign policy for
Canada.

The slogan of action adopted some time ago by our
party and made a central issue in the federal election
— “Unite to stop U.S. imperialism, for peace, jobs
and Canadian independence — Put Canada First” —
has particular significance today, and is in fact al­
ready reflected in various ways throughout the coun­
try. We must work to make it the slogan of the
Canadian people in defense of Canada’s sovereign­
ty, and independence and peace.

While the U.S. Star Wars program, deployment of
new U.S. missiles in Western Europe and its
accelerated arms program all add to the danger of
war, world war is not inevitable. The balance of
forces on a world scale has not changed in favor of
imperialism. Despite the efforts of U.S. imperialism
to crush the national and social liberation move­
ments, it has not succeeded. The peace forces are
gathering new strength. Above all socialism, the
decisive force for peace, has become stronger. It is
that strength based on military strategic parity which
has prevented imperialism from unleashing war.

Our party which called for the convening of an
international conference ofcommunist and workers’
parties as far back as 1981, welcomes the fact that
more and more parties have come out in favor of
such a conference. The present international situa­
tion makes coordination ofeffort more pressing than
ever. We will continue to work in this direction.

The 40th anniversary of the defeat of fascism is a
good occasion to call again for such a world con­
ference directed to unite communist and workers’
parties, the anti-imperialist and peace forces of the
world in common and coordinated effort to prevent
nuclear war.

As a recent statement of the CPC CEC on the
occasion of the 40th anniversary of the defeat of
fascism stated: “Don’t allow the fatal mistakes that
led to World War II to be repeated. This time a like
mistake could result in the end of human life on
earth. The common enemy is the arms race and a
nuclear war no one could win. Peaceful coexistence,
detente, disarmament based on parity and equal se­
curity is the path to peace today. War can and must
be prevented before it starts. This is the important
lesson of the Second World War.” Nor should one
overlook other lessons: that anti-Sovietism and
anti-communism are a source of military danger to
the world, and that united action of all peace forces
against imperialist aggression can prevent a new’
world catastrophe.

In the present tense international situation com­
munists see as their task not only the struggle to end 
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exploitation and oppression but also and in the first
place to save human civilization from nuclear war.
This adds a new dimension to the historic mission of
the working class.

What is increasingly evident is that state­
monopoly capitalism has been unable to rid itself of
its inherent contradictions. Canada, like other
capitalist states, is engulfed by the crisis of the world
capitalist system.

In Canada cyclical crises and structural crises
tend to merge. Cyclical crises have become more
frequent, deeper and last longer. Rates of produc­
tion have declined. Excess industrial capacity con­
tinues. The financial system tends to become more
unstable, the budget deficit keeps growing, unem­
ployment keeps rising. A relatively new phenome­
non is bank and trust company bankruptcies.

The basic direction of the government is to find a
way out of the crisis at the expense of the working
people through a policy of restraint, deficit cutting,
high unemployment, and worsened conditions for
working people.

This is seen in the continued attack on universality
of social programs and on social programs as such,
despite Prime Minister Mulroney’s declaration that
it is a “sacred trust.” Attacks on social programs go
together with attacks on real wages which continue
to lag behind the rate of inflation thus hindering
recovery. The right to strike is being threatened and
in some cases curtailed.

Working people are learning that their hard-won gains
are not permanent under capitalism.

The monopoly offensive, seen most harshly in
British Columbia but developing in other parts of the
country also, has created a new situation for the
working class. The conditions of class struggle have
changed. The times of “easy” corporate con­
cessions have gone, replaced by monopoly’s
policies of confrontation in order to exact maximum
profits through concessions from workers. Mass un­
employment created by the workings of the eco­
nomic system and by specific economic policies is
the weapon used by monopoly and governments to
keep wages down, force concessions from workers
and weaken the trade union movement.

Experience has already shown workers that they
will not be able to maintain gains without waging
sharp battles on two fronts — where necessary and
possible on the strike front, but combined now,
more than ever, with the battle for new economic
and social policies, the battle forjobs and for policies
of full employment, linked to the struggle for peace
and independence.

Monopoly and its government, under cover of
consultations, continue efforts at involving the trade
union movement into some form of class collabora­
tion. There may even be some crumbs thrown in to
make it appear attractive.

This is seen in some of the proposals being ad­
vanced by monopoly-financed research institutes.
The C.D. Howe Institute advises the working class
and working people that the way out of the crisis lies
in curtailing wages and replacing collective bargain­
ing by “gainsharing” policies. It tells the working
people that “we are all in the same boat” and must 

tighten our belts. We have seen how and whose belts
have been tightened. Workers’ wages since 1977
have been below the rate of inflation. A recent report
shows that in the past three years, wages have de­
clined by about one per cent annually. While the
conditions of the working class and working people
as well as working farmers have deteriorated, corpo­
rate profits have increased by 45 per cent this year.
This has been taken out of the hides of the working
people through speed-up, modernization and
rationalization of industry and by policies which
redistribute income in favor of the corporations. The
banks too have been “tightening” their belts, report­
ing a profit increase of 15 percent. So much for being
in the same boat.

The growing offensive against the working class
and working people is engendering a growing
counter-offensive by the organized workers in both
private and public sectors and by the progressive
and democratic forces of society. As our draft resol­
ution emphasizes: “Providing there is unity around
a clear-cut democratic alternative program, the
monopoly offensive can be blunted."

The temporary setbacks experienced by sections
of the working class are beginning to be replaced by
growing anger, growing militancy, a growing
number of strikes and a more organized fightback.
The class struggle is sharpening.

All technological changes achieved to date in con­
ditions of capitalism have led to more unemploy­
ment, not only for workers in industry but also for
white-collar workers. Working people are not op­
posed to technological change. But they do expect
and properly so, that they and the people generally
will be the beneficiaries of technological change, not
its victims.

The scientific and technological revolution raises
in sharp focus the need for a fundamental change of
society to ensure that the Canadian people will be­
nefit from technological change.

Communists in the trade union movement ad­
vance these basic ideas while demanding that the
working class have a say over all questions con­
cerning technological change and plant closures.
They demand that where new technology is intro­
duced employees must be guaranteed opportunities
for retraining and new jobs without loss in pay. They
demand that legislation be adopted to prevent the
transfer of productive capacities to other countries
at the expense of jobs in Canada.

Alongside these measures communists will fight
more aggressively than ever for nationalization of
key industries under democratic control. Such
nationalization should start with natural resources,
U.S. branch plants in Canada, the banks and other
financial institutions.

Such measures must go together with a S10 billion
all-Canada public investment program to create jobs
and build the country. Public affordable housing, the
extension of health services and the educational sys­
tem, measures to protect the environment, the ex­
tension of the transportation system, the creation ot
recreational areas and green belts, a universal free
child-care system, a comprehensive training and re­
training program are among the areas to which such 

26 information bulletin



an investment program should be applied.
Instead of curtailing unemployment insurance as

is being pressed for with the aim of building up a pool
of cheap labor, unemployment insurance must be
extended to cover the entire period of unemploy­
ment and increased to 90 per cent of a person’s
earnings. A special fund should be established for
young people presently not eligible for unemploy­
ment insurance. Welfare benefits should be dras­
tically increased. While these measures do not re­
move the cause of capitalist economic crisis, they
help ease the consequences of the crisis for working
people.

Not only the working people in the cities but also
the family farmers feel the effects of the crisis. Bank­
ruptcies have not been higher since the 1930s.
Among farmers, too, a spirit of militancy and fight­
back is shaping up. The basis exists for unity of
workers and farmers around a common program of
action directed against monopoly. Our party must
give every support it can to the demands of the
farmers and to their growing struggles.

This applies with equal force to the fightback of
the cultural community. The government's restraint
program is weakening Canadian culture and the
Canadian identity and opens the door to its further
Americanization, to its privatization. This has
evoked widespread opposition from the cultural
community. That restraint program is not separate
from the pro-U.S. imperialist orientation of the Mul­
roney government and its more open pro-monopoly
policies. It is a destructive right-wing program which
must be defeated. The fightback on this front cannot
be left to the cultural community alone. At its heart it
ties together the struggle for a democratic Canadian
culture with the struggle for Canadian in­
dependence, peace and. social progress.

The marked fightback is particularly to be seen
around issues of equality for women. These range
around economic equality in the workplace to end­
ing discrimination, to the right of choice. All reflect
the growing demand of women for full equality, a
demand the Communist Party fully supportsand will
continue to fight for.

While the issue of the national rights of the French
Canadian people seems to have temporarily sub­
sided, it would be shortsighted to believe that the
issue is gone and forgotten. It remains a constant
factor in the political life, not only of Quebec, but of
the country as a whole. This is why the party will
continue as before to campaign for the right to self-
determination and equality for Quebec and for the
right of veto in the Canadian constitution.

Our party must also give continuing attention and
support to the just demands of the Native peoples.
The government has been compelled to recognize
in words their rights to self-government. But with
increasing opposition from provincial governments,
they may side-step the issue. The working class and
democratic movement must extend their hand of
cooperation to the Native peoples around these and
other issues.

What stands in the way of progress today is the
power of the monopolies, the transnationals, the
banks who place their profit interests above every­
thing else. It is that power which must be broken if
Canada is to strengthen its independence in eco­
nomic, foreign and cultural policies. It is that power
which must be curbed if the working class is to
protect and advance its interests and win a policy of
full employment. It is that power which must be
curbed if the process of fundamental change is to be
realized.

No other party except the Communist Party of
Canada states these facts. No other party except the
Communist Party of Canada helps the working class
to understand these basic facts, and demands that
new priorities be established, priorities based on the
maximum satisfaction of people’s needs, not the
maximum profits of the corporations and the
wealthy.

In this period of a growing crisis of the system
communists correctly link up the defense of the
immediate needs of the working class and working
people with the struggle for fundamental change for
socialism.

We have every reason to be optimistic, looking at
the world we can see the processes of change that
are developing on all sides. In Latin America there is
a new upsurge of struggle as the people set back the
forces of militarism be it in Brazil, Argentina.
Uruguay. In Central America, despite the efforts of
U.S. imperialism to destroy the Nicaraguan revolu­
tion it has been unsuccessful and will continue to be
unsuccessful. Despite its efforts to hold up the reac­
tionary forces in El Salvador the people will achieve
their victory. In the Middle East it has been chased
out of Lebanon and this process will continue in
other countries also. In South Africa, despite its
efforts to hold up the criminal apartheid system, a
process of disintegration is beginning in that coun­
try. The people will yet achieve their victory due to
their heroic struggle and the role of the African Na­
tional Congress and of the South African Commu­
nist Party. In Kampuchea the efforts to hold up the
Pol Pot group collapsed like a pack of cards. In
Afghanistan despite all the efforts of U.S. imperial­
ism the people are carrying out their democratic
revolution.

Despite the temporary retreat of the British min­
ers, that heroic struggle is not over. The lessons of
that struggle will not be forgotten. New ways, new
forms of struggle will develop.

In our own country as we have shown, the strug­
gle continues, the fightback on many fronts con­
tinues to develop.' Now a new dimension to that
struggle finds expression in opposition to the pro-
U.S. imperialist orientation of the Mulroney
government and against those who would push
Canada to the right.

As we said in the draft resolution: “The 26th
convention is faced with great tasks and respon­
sibilities. We are confident we will face up to them.”

Abridged
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Latin Americans Debt Burden Makes
a New Economic Order am Urgent Necessity

From an Interview Given by Fidel Castro
to the Mexican Daily Excelsior

The economic crisis and the debt will unite the Latin
American countries much more than the War of the
Malvinas did. The War of the Malvinas was a war
waged by a European country against a Latin
American nation, but it wasn't something that
affected the Latin American countries’ vital eco­
nomic interests. That solidarity was truly selfless. In
the case of Latin America’s economic crisis and
foreign debt, however, the solution of this problem
is a matter of survival for the Latin American
countries.

There is talk of the crisis of the 30s. The present
crisis is worse than the one in the 30s. At that time,
Latin America’s population was less than a third of
what it is now; today’s social problems are incom­
parably greater than the social problems in the 30s.

The most important thing, though, is that, at the
time of the crisis of the 30s, Latin America had
practically no foreign debt. Now, we have a bigger
crisis, incomparably greater accumulated social
problems and a debt of S360 billion. A mathematical
analysis of this situation shows that this debt cannot
be paid, and this is so whether you analyze the
situation as a whole or whether you consider the
situation in the individual countries; in some cases,
it’s more serious than in others, but it is serious in
all, without exception.

According to the latest official data gathered by
the United Nations’ Economic Commission for
Latin America and the Caribbean, Brazil owes
$101.8 billion; Mexico, $95.9 billion; Argentina, $48
billion; Venezuela, $34 billion; Chile, according to
calculations that, in my opinion, are very conser­
vative, $18,440 billion; Peru, $13.5 billion; Colom­
bia, $10.8 billion; Costa Rica, a small country with a
population of around 2 million, $4,050 million;
Panama, with a similar population, $3,550 million;
and Uruguay, $4.7 billion. And these are conserva­
tive figures, since, according to reports by dis­
tinguished Uruguayan and Chilean friends,
Uruguay’s real debt is $5.5 billion, and Chile’s is $23
billion. That is, the official figures are lower than the
real level of the debt. In many cases, it isn’t easy for
the international agencies, or the governments of the
countries themselves, to know the real amount of
their debts, because, in addition to the controlled
debts, there are other ones to private bodies that
aren’t reported.

A figure of $105 billion is mentioned for Brazil,
around $100 billion for Mexico and $35 billion for
Venezuela, but none of the figures that are mention­
ed frequently is lower than the ones given in the 

official data of the international economic agencies.
Some countries, such are Argentina, are using 52

per cent of their exports to pay the interest on their
debts. Bolivia is using 57 per cent of its exports for
this purpose; Mexico, 36.5 per cent: Peru. 35.5 per
cent; Brazil, 36.5 per cent; and Chile, 45.5 per cent
— and this when it is considered practically impos­
sible to keep going when 20 per cent of exports are
absorbed by payments on foreign debts.

What do these figures mean? That it is impossible
for any country to develop under these conditions.
This has been expressed in the fact that the gross
domestic product (GDP) of the Latin American
countries as a whole dropped between 1981 and
1984. In Uruguay, for example, it dropped by 13.9
percent; in Argentina, by 6 percent; in Chile, by 5.4
per cent; and in Venezuela — in spite of that coun­
try’s enormous economic resources — by 6.1 per
cent.

By making great efforts to increase their exports
and by cuttingtheir imports drastically, to levels that
are nearly untenable for their economies, these
countries obtained favorable balances of trade.
Brazil obtained a positive balance of $12.6 billion;
Mexico, one of $13.5 billion; and Argentina, one of
$4,430 billion. All of these balances — the result of
tremendous efforts, of using and practically exhaust­
ing their stocks of raw materials and possibly ad­
versely affecting the maintenance and replacement
of productive installations — have been used in all
three countries for the sole purpose of paying the
interest on their debts.

As a whole, the Latin American countries paid
$37.3 billion for interest and profits in 1984 — nearly
$3 billion more than in 1983 — and they received
$10.6 billion in loans and investments.

In 1984, Latin America’s net transfers of financial
resources abroad for interest and profits rose to
$26.7 billion. In just two years, 1983 and 1984, the
net flow of financial resources from Latin America’s
net transfers of financial resources abroad for in­
terest and profits rose to $26.7 billion. In just two
years, 1983 and 1984, the net flow of financial re­
sources from Latin America amounted to $56.7 bil­
lion. That is, the Latin American underdeveloped
countries are financing the economies and develop­
ment of the richest industrialized countries in the
world with impressive sums of money. These are the
facts. And that money has gone forever; there is no
possible way of getting it back.

The political, economic and social situation of
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Latin America is such that it can't hold up under any
more restrictions and sacrifices.

The first thing the IMF demands is a reduction in
the rate of inflation, a reduction in the budgetary
deficit and restrictive measures of a social nature
that increase unemployment and aggravate the prob­
lems that have been accumulating and multiplying
for many years.

Consumer prices in Latin America as a whole rose
by 130.8 per cent in 1983 and by 175.4 per cent in
1984. With these levels of inflation, it is practically
impossible to manage the economy.

In some cases, the levels of inflation are truly
astounding as in Bolivia; Argentina, where it was
675 per cent; Brazil. 194.7 percent; and Peru, 105.8
per cent. How can anyone ask that those countries
reduce their inflation, balance their budgets and also
pay astronomical amounts as interest on theirdebts?

Moreover, the figures on the transfers of re­
sources to the industrialized world which I've al­
ready mentioned refer exclusively to what has been
paid by those countries officially, as interest pay­
ments and profits. The flight of capital should be
added to this — a figure that, because of the way this
capital leaves, is practically impossible to estimate.

Well, I was talking about the flight of capital. This
has occurred not only in Latin America but in
Europe and Japan, as well. In 1983, $40 billion
flowed to the United States, partly in response to the
policy of high interest rates paid there. I understand
that between $4 and $5 billion were transferred from
the Federal Republic of Germany, which is a great
industrial power, to the United States last year be­
cause interest rates there are 4.5 points higher than
in the FRG. With that kind of monetary policy,
money flows toward the United States from all quar­
ters. During that same year, 1983, $170 billion in
foreign capital was invested in stocks and bonds in
the United States. In order to be able to support a
budgetary deficit of nearly $200 billion and a trade
deficit of another $123 billion, you have to drain
money away from the rest of the world.

Then, in just these four ways — because of our
being charged extra for their products and being paid
less for ours; because of the artificially high interest
rates, a consequence of the United States’ monetary
policy; because of the flight of capital; and because
of the fact that we are paying with more expensive
dollars, inflated ones, that have been overvalued —
the Latin American countries’ economies were il­
legitimately stripped of more than $45 billion in 1984
— $20 billion for the deterioration in trade relations,
$10 billion for excessive interest, $10 billion for the
flight of capital and $5 billion (a conservative esti­
mate) for the overvaluation of the dollar. Adding it
all up, including what can be considered normal
interest on the debt, in just one year the Latin
American countries have turned values equal to
around $70 billion over to the rich, developed world.
And $50 billion of that was in cash.

I believe that it is of decisive importance and 

absolutely necessary to solve the problem of the
debt — and to do so without delay. If this isn’t done,
none of the democratic processes that have been
initiated can be consolidated, because the same eco­
nomic crisis that made the military withdraw from
public administration, practically in flight, in such
countries as Argentina, Uruguay and Brazil, will
drag the democratic processes that have been
inaugurated in those countries into the whirlwind of
insoluble difficulties, social tensions and economic
problems.

Therefore, I have maintained — and I have said
this on many occasions — that the problem of the
debt must be solved and the economic crisis over­
come, or there will be a social upheaval in Latin
America. And, if you ask me what kind it will be, I
would say that there will be overall revolutionary
social outbreak.

If you ask me — as one journalist already did: “As
a revolutionary, aren’t you glad that this is so?" —
I'm going to tell you what I think. Right now, there is
something more important than social change, and
that is our countries' independence. This situation
has brought the Third World countries to such a
state of dependence, exploitation, extortion and
abuse that independence and the struggle for the
new international economic order have become the
main issue for the Latin American and other under­
developed countries. Social changes alone are not
the solution. Social changes may bring greater jus­
tice, speed up development and make the efforts and
sacrifices of all more equitable and more humane.
We have effected these changes and are satisfied
that we have done so, but the considerable progress
that our country has made in economic and social
development wasn't exclusively due to them. It is
also due to the fact that, within our sphere, we have
to some extent achieved a new international eco­
nomic order in our relations with the other socialist
countries. Eighty-five per cent of our trade is with
countries of the socialist community, and, while the
terms aren't the same with all of them because they
have different levels of development and avail­
abilities of resources, our relations are based on
truly fair principles of cooperation and trade.

For example, in our economic relations with the
USSR and other developed socialist countries, we
have overcome the tragic law of unequal terms of
trade that has historically governed the relations
between the Third World and the developed
capitalist powers. We receive fair prices for the pro­
ducts we export, satisfactory prices that are protect­
ed by agreements against deterioration in the terms
of trade — the phenomenon through which the Third
World’s exports (except in unusual market condi­
tions) have ever decreasing purchasing power, while
its imports grow ever more expensive.

We aren’t affected by protectionist measures in
our trade with the other socialist countries. We don’t
suffer from dumping or unfair competition on the
part of socialist countries. Our financial problems,
which stem from our need for development credits. 
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have been solved without delay or difficulty. We
have been able to postpone payment of our debt for
10, 15 and even 20 years without interest. If the
industrialized capitalist countries employed the
same forms of trade and economic and financial
relations that we have with the socialist community,
the problems I have mentioned would be solved and
the Third World countries development would be
guaranteed.

I believe that this is of enormous importance,
because, I repeat, we have solved our problems not
only through social changes but also because, as a
Third World, developing socialist country, Cuba has
established a form of new international economic
order with the rest of the socialist community. With­
out these foundations, our great economic and social
successes — ourtremendous achievements in public
health, education, physical education and sports,
the elimination of unemployment and malnutrition
and the raising of our people’s material and cultural
standards — wouldn’t have been possible. Nor
would we be able to offer the technical cooperation
we do to dozens of other Third World countries.
That requires resources, large investments and cre­
dits, technology and a great deal of international
cooperation over a long period of time. Many poor
countries with scanty resources couldn’t make simi­
lar progress without the new international economic
order and without international cooperation.

Therefore, we consider that the fundamental pre­
mise for the Third World countries’ independence,
sovereignty and development — and even for their
right to make social changes — is the disappearance
of the iniquitous system of exploitation whose vic­
tims the Third World countries are. Experience led a
number of countries, Cuba among them, to take the
socialist road of development. Each people should
decide for itself what it wants to do. I am absolutely
convinced that, for the peoples of the Third World,
who have a great variety of systems and forms of
government, different degrees of development of
their productive forces and the most diverse forms
of political and religious beliefs, development is
their most important current task and a vital priority
for all, without exception, which can unite them in a
common struggle.

I consider the struggle for the new world eco­
nomic order to be the most important task the Latin
American and Third World countries are faced with
now, because it can lead to the creation of the condi­
tions needed for real independence, real sover­
eignty, including the right to carry out social changes
— and not only the right but the objective possibility
of doing so.

Military spending throughout the world now
amounts to a trillion dollars. And, if the arms race
(which world public opinion considers absurd and
unacceptable in a world in which there are more than
100 underdeveloped countries and billions of people
w ho lack food, health care, housing and education)
isn't ended, that spending will continue increasing
until it unleashes a nuclear catastrophe, which 

would be more dangerous than the economic catas­
trophe from which a large part of humankind is
suffering. If the former were to take place, talking
about the latter would make no sense at all.

It would be very sensible and wise if the reduction
in military spending were associated with the begin­
ning of a solution for international economic prob­
lems. All economists have stated that, with a frac­
tion of the money now spent for military purposes,
the problems of underdevelopment and poverty that
beset the world could be solved.

The problem of increased military spending and
thedangerit poses to humankind was the subject of a
recent meeting held in New Delhi, in which individ­
uals of such international prestige and authority as
Rajiv Gandhi, Julius Nyerere, Raul Alfonsin, Miguel
de la Madrid, Andrea Papandreou and Olof Palme
participated.

Paradoxically, this crisis is providing the Latin
American and other Third World countries with the
first real opportunity they've had of receiving due
consideration of their demands. We have spent do­
zens of years in the United Nations, in the move­
ment of non-aligned countries and in all the other
international agencies demanding a fairer economic
order and requesting better prices for our products,
loans and resources for development. It wasn't long
ago when, speaking on behalf of the movement of
non-aligned countries following the sixth summit
conference, I expressed the need for the Third
World to have $300 billion in development assis­
tance during this decade. Now, it isn't a matter of
our getting on our knees and imploring the indus­
trialized countries to supply us with funds or to
assign a modest 0.7 per cent of their GNPs to
development — a commitment which only a few
states have made. Now, when they arc demanding
that the Latin American and Caribbean countries
turn over $400 billion in 10 years, the decision-mak­
ing has passed to us. We have the power to simply
declare that we won’t accept this plunder and won’t
hand over the $400 billion. They couldn’t even
threaten us with suspending future loans. Well-used,
that $400 billion that they are demanding we produce
from the sweat and sacrifices of the Latin American
peoples could finance Latin America's development
in the next 10 years. Every country can lend itself
what it’s paying in interest.

The new world economic order should mean fair
trade relations for all the Third World countries,
which will mean that the rich industrialized power
will have to stop wasting so many resouces on arms.
Nobody has the right to pay starvation wages for the
cocoa, tea, coffee, cashew nuts, peanuts, coconuts
and fibers that are gathered leaf by leaf and grain by
grain, the minerals, and other raw materials in order
to manufacture aircraft-carriers, battleships,
strategic missiles and nuclear submarines and to pay
for Star Wars weapons. Those resources should be
invested in the war on hunger, here on Earth.

If the Latin American and Third World countries 
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take a firm, united stand, they will, for the first time,
have a real opportunity to reach these goals, begin­
ning with the question of the foreign debt.

The struggle for demands as rational as the solu­
tion of the problem of the foreign debt and fair eco­
nomic relations between the Third World countries
and the industrialized world is so essential for the
survival and future of the Latin American peoples 

that it would doubtlessly be supported by all social
strata and would generate great internal unity in all
countries. It would also strengthen the unity among
all the Latin American countries and would receive
the unhesitating, enthusiastic, determined support
of all the developing countries in Asia and Africa.

Abridged from Granina Supplement.
• March 30, 1985

55 Years of Stroggfie for the Cause of
the Working Class and the Whole People

Statement by the Communist Party of El Salvador CC

March 28, 1985 marked 55 years since the founding
of the Communist Party of El Salvador (CPS). The
CPS'sactivity is inseparably linked with the struggle
and most profound aspirations of the working class
and all other working people, with the joys and
sufferings of the whole Salvadoran people. The
work done by the communists in more than a half-
century has placed an indelible and vibrant stamp on
the history of El Salvador.

Our homeland is immersed in a civil war and the
CPS is marking its 55th anniversary in the front line
of the fierce struggle, in the ranks of the heroic
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front
(FMLN) — the indisputable revolutionary vanguard
of the Salvadoran people.

The civil war was engendered by the long and
brutal exploitation of the broad masses of working
people of town and country, by the lack offreedoms,
and by the half century of oppression by the bloody
military oligarchic dictatorship, which relies on
yankee imperialism's full support.

The brutal annihilation in the 1970s of many lead­
ers and members of the people’s organizations and
of thousands upon thousands of patriots, including
clergymen who championed the interests of the
poor, were more than our people could tolerate.
Particularly enraging were the vile assassinations of
Archbishop of San Salvador Oscar Arnulfo Romero
and six Executive Committee members of the Rev­
olutionary Democratic Front in 1980 under the
Democratic Christian military junta headed by Jose
Napoleon Duarte. The revolutionary war began in
January 1981, this course being forced on the people
and their revolutionary-democratic organizations
after they had exhausted all possible peaceful means
of struggle for power, including elections.

The profound causes and direct motive of the
people’s revolutionary war of liberation are to be
found in the reality of El Salvador itself, but Ronald
Reagan has since the first days of his administration
included Central America, and El Salvador in parti­
cular, in his aggressive geopolitical scheme of
confrontation with the Soviet Union, claiming that
revolutionary struggle is introduced from Nicaragua
and Cuba, Underthis pretext, U.S. military advisers
and money have been sent to our country with the 

aim of obstructing the self-determination of the
Salvadoran people and preserving in our region the
old disastrous imperialist domination, which is
today increasingly losing ground. This has dragged
out the war and multiplied the people’s suffering.
Without the United States intervention, the FMLN
would long since have either defeated the dictator­
ship's armed forces or achieved a political settle­
ment. The whole world, including even our impla­
cable enemies, share this opinion.

The four years of war have exposed the lie that the
FMLN is continuing the struggle only thanks to
weapons received from Nicaragua and Cuba. How
then could one explain the fact that our forces have
increased and strengthened in spite of the fact that
the United States government has modernized.
armed to the teeth and quadrupled the Salvadoran
army, and in spite of the fact that the U.S. navy, spy
planes, radar and troops in Honduras have been
blockading us in order to prevent outside assistance
from reaching us? This “miracle” can only be
explained by the broad masses' support for and
incorporation in the people's revolutionary war, by
the correct political course of the FMLN and its
growing military capability to hit the enemy and
seize from it weapons and ammunition.

During this escalation of U.S. imperialism's milit­
ary, political and economic interference, our coun­
try completely lost its independence and became a
puppet state with an army and government that are
U.S. puppets. The Duarte government can do noth­
ing outside the line fixed by Reagan. The army's
supreme command is totally dependent materially,
ideologically, strategically and tactically on the Pen­
tagon. The government’s economic policy is applied
in keeping with the diktat of the United States,
which has as its objective to place the entire Sal­
vadoran economy at the service of the war being
waged against the people. Such is the principal
strategic conception of the anti-insurgency struggle,
which underlies the unsuccessful attempts to tear
the people away from their vanguard — the FMLN.

Profiting by the prestige he gained in the early 60s
in the popular struggle against the dictatorship, Jose
Napoleon Duarte has become a political instrument
and servant of this genocidal strategy of yankee 
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imperialism and placed the Democratic Christian
Party at the service of the policy of national betrayal,
involving in that many honest and progressive
rank-and-file members and leaders of that party.
Duarte is a political fraud whose propaganda during
the presidential election campaign raised expecta­
tions of social reform and peace among a part of the
people and the international public, but his real role
and usefulness for the Reagan government lies in his
facilitating a majority vote in the United States Con­
gress in favor of more arms and millions of dollars to
permit the continuation of the bloody reprisal
against our people. Duarte was also of use to the
reactionary military clique and the handful of high-
ranking civilian functionaries who get rich by dip­
ping into the millions of dollars sent from the United
States and who, while in their hearts and minds with
the ultra-right leader D’Abuisson and his ARENA
party, are linked by their selfish interests and insati­
able greed with Duarte, who is the channel for the
dollars from the Reagan government.

Since the La Palma meeting* it has been obvious
that Duarte cannot resolve the question of peace or
even continue and extend the dialogue. At the same
time the quantity of U.S. arms deliveries is growing,
compulsory recruitment into the puppet army is
under way, and the modern helicopters and super-
anned aircraft sent by Reagan on an increasing scale
are continuing the mass annihilation of civilians and
destroying the means of existence of hundreds of
thousands of peasants. The Duarte government has
not fulfilled its promises of social reform and demo­
cratization. Instead of the so-called “social pact," it
has unleashed repression against the working
people, who are fighting to protect their precarious
standard of living, which is being eroded by in­
flation, and against the peasants, who are demanding
agrarian reform.

Duarte accuses D’Abuisson of organizing and
guiding the death squads while he himself supports
the increasing air and artillery bombing of civilians
and goes so far in his speeches as to praise the new
aircraft and helicopters equipped with a greater
number of bombs and more rapid machine guns.
D’Abuisson, a well-known servant and executor of
the will of the oligarchy and the CIA in the repres­
sion, torture and mass murders, is still a CIA agent.
He has powerful support in the Reagan government,
which even gave him an award, and is waiting his
turn to replace Duarte. Both of them are chin-deep in
the same wrongdoings.

The Duarte government was placed in power by
the yankee strategists in order to continue the war in
El Salvador and to make it even more bloody. And
whatever the arguments — crude or refined — con­
trary to this truth, that is what is happening and what
deserves serious analysis. Peace in our country is
not going to be a gift from either the puppet govern­
ment or its imperialist masters. The Salvadoran
people must themselves win peace, relying on inter­
national solidarity, especially that of the people of

"Meeting between representatives of the Duarte government
and FMLN leaders. —Ed.

the United States, who are against their govern­
ment's aggressive policy in Central America.

Part and parcel of the bloody anti-insbrgency
course against civilians is the compulsory recruit­
ment of young people into the ranks of the puppet
army. In 1980 the dictatorship’s army numbered
12,000. Now, with the compulsory recruitment, the
number has reached over 40,000. Thousands of
these “non-voluntary soldiers” are dying or being
cripped fighting for a cause that is not theirs. Since
1981 the FMLN has inflicted losses on the enemy of
the order of 20,000 killed and wounded, and the
efficiency of our revolutionary army is increasing.

As long as the puppet troops are able to recoup
their losses and increase their ranks the government
of the United States, the local oligarchy and the
pro-Reagan military chiefs are going to continue
obstructing peaceful negotiated settlement and
dragging out the war. This forced sacrifice of the
youth to enslave our homeland even further must be
ended. It is a very important task of the whole Sal­
vadoran people and the road to salvation for our
youth and our homeland to fight against the com­
pulsory recruitment and to help the young people to
elude it and escape from the ranks of the puppet
army, while demanding that dialogue be continued
until there is ajust political settlement of the military
conflict.

Our country is now on the eve of a new electoral
farce. In the present conditions of struggle the elec­
tions are not an exercise in democracy but a way to
exert psychological pressure on the people, a means
of repressive control over the population. In the
plans of the enemies of the Salvadoran people, great
political and military efforts are to be made during
the elections to consolidate the puppet regime instal­
led in our country by the government of the United
States.

During the election campaigns held since 1982 the
contradictions between the different factions of the
Salvadoran people’s enemies have as a rule been
aggravated. They fight among themselves to in­
crease their respective share of power and compete
for the dubious “honor” of being the principal poli­
tical instrument of U.S. imperialism in our country.

The Democratic Christian Party used to represent
itself as a party of social reform, moderation and
democratization and ARENA and its supporters as
the proponents of the most rabid and aggressive
anti-communism. However, the escalation of the
war unleashed by imperialism has reduced their dif­
ferences to a common denominator.

That is why the present election campaign is noth­
ing but a dirty racket of two competing bands that
are caught in a quagmire of mutual accusations of
robbery, drug trafficking and corruption. Neither of
them has displayed the least interest in possible solu­
tions to the national crisis. They are unanimous only
in their shameful pleas to Reagan to send more and
more lethal weapons for the puppet army so as to
intensify the genocide, and more millions of dollars
for the swindlers among the military and civilian
high-rankers.

The Salvadoran people must seize the initiative
and demand that Duarte fulfil the La Palma agree­
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ments, continue the dialogue and hold talks which
could lead to a just political solution. Along with the
FMLN’s victorious actions, these demands will help
to bring an early peace.

The Latin American peoples are stepping up the
struggle against imperialism. In 1979 the Popular
Sandinist Revolution triumphed in Central America,
a region which the yankee imperialists consider their
incontrovertible property. Bloody military dictator­
ships imposed by the United States on peoples of
South America in the 60s and 70s were forced down
by' the popular struggle. In Chile the people are
taking up arms in order to destroy to its foundations
the detested Pinochet fascist dictatorship. In Central
America and the Caribbean there is mounting oppos­
ition to the U.S. government's policy of plunder,
hunger and aggression, for example, in the Domini­
can Republic, where truly popular uprisings occur­
red against the economic measures dictated by the
U.S.-controlled IMF, measures which place the
burden of the crisis even more on the working
people. In the United States itself Ronald Reagan’s
policy is meeting growing resistance. In Europe
there is an enormous increase in the anti-war move­
ment and in solidarity with our peoples.

May 9 marks 40 years since the defeat of German
fascism, headed by another fanatic — Adolf Hitler.
who sought to dominate the world through arms and
unleashed on humanity a war which cost millions of
Jivesand ravaged thousands of cities. But Hitler was
eventually defeated. That is an object lesson. The
peoples want peace and will achieve it by throwing
off Reagan's nuclear yoke.

The past 55 years of El Salvador's history have
seen periods of upsurge in heroic revolutionary
struggle succeeded by more or less prolonged
periods of counter-revolution or vegetation under
oppression and exploitation. The Salvadoran people
have been defeated many times in their struggle
against the dictatorship of the exploiters and oppres­
sors, but they have risen up again and again in a
struggle which in recent years has developed into a
people’s revolutionary war. The main change in the
history of our country since the late 20s consists in
the fact that the broad masses of the oppressed have
realized what their goals are and are waging an
uncompromising struggle to become the masters of
the destiny of their own country. Their victory is
inevitable because their cause is just and they are
fighting for it courageously, with infinite heroism
and unswerving resolve.

The final liberation of the Salvadoran people is
contrary to the interests of the powerful imperialist
enemy. It is he who is waging a war against our
people w-ith the hands of his puppets. This is a
difficult, long and painful struggle. In order to
triumph and end the war there is a need for joint
action of all working people, primarily the workers
and peasants, the youth, women, all patriotic citi­
zens irrespective of social position, all who do not
want to see El Salvador in the hands of traitors, even
more humiliated and enslaved, or cannot sit pas­
sively by while the Salvadoran people are exter­
minated at the will of foreign rulers. This struggle 

must be waged on all fronts. It is simultaneously a
political and an armed struggle, and all of us can and
must take part in it in one form or another, with or
without arms, following the example of the broad
popular forces in our country.

In the 55 years since the foundation of the Com­
munist Party of El Salvador, thousands of its lead­
ers, rank-and-file members and sympathizers have
sacrificed their lives and many more have suffered
persecution, imprisonment, and torture or
“disappeared” in the struggle for the cause of the
working class and the people, for democracy,
independence and socialism.

Thousands of other revolutionaries and patriots
— members of the fraternal FMLN and FDR — have
fallen in our people’s heroic struggle for their final
liberation. And more fighters yet will fall.

Their heroic example evokes in us staunch deter­
mination and confidence in victory, and inspires the
fighters and political leaders of the FMLN. We will
never forget the names of the heroes, their feats and
sacrifices for the people's cause.

On its 55th anniversary, the CPS warmly greets its
leaders, rank-and-file members, the commanders
and fighters of the People's Liberation Forces, the
People’s Revolutionary Army, the Armed Forces of
National Resistance, the Revolutionary Party of the
Working People of Central America, the leaders,
parties and organizations of the Revolutionary
Democratic Front. With our revolutionary greeting
goes our conviction that together we will take the
revolution to victory. The blood jointly spilled in
battle has united us.

The Central Committee of our party sends a par­
ticularly warm greeting to the combatants and com­
manders of the Armed Forces of Liberation, whose
fighting spirit and heroism makes us proud.

The Salvadoran communists thank all the peoples
of the world for their moral and material aid, for their
political solidarity and support.

On the 40th anniversary of the victory over Hitler­
ite fascism, we hail the Soviet people, their glorious
Communist Party and the victorious Soviet Army —-
the principal protagonists in the fulfillment of this
task of world historic significance. We thank them
for the example of heroism and steadfastness which
they have shown us.

Time is on our side: we are not alone in our strug­
gle and victory is bound to follow on today's suffer­
ing. The programmatic propositions of the FMLN-
FDR are the demands of the Salvadoran people:
democracy, real national independence, land and
the means to cultivate it to the rural workers, broad
social justice, support for the small and medium
private enterprises, respect for human rights, the
establishment of a revolutionary democratic
government supported by the majority of the people
to carry out and guarantee these changes.

El Salvador,
March 28, 1985

July I9S5 33



The Sudan People’s Major Victory
Interview with Muhammed Ibrahim Noquod,

CC General Secretary,
Sudanese Communist Party

Question: What does Nimeiri’s overthrow mean?
Answer: It is a great and very important victory of

the Sudanese people. The potential of this move­
ment should not be underestimated even though the
military hierarchy is standing in its way. If our
people have been able to bring down Nimeiri, they
will be able to overthrow his subordinates. This
process will not be the cause of any single party but
of all democratic forces of left and right, which we
must respect. We are not at all sectarian.

Question: What role did the army play?
Answer: Its intervention was expected to impede

radical transformations. But the military leadership
is being very strongly pressured by young officers
and rank-and-file soldiers, and also by the social
movement, which is able to influence its stance.
Parallels with what happened in Portugal or Ethiopia
need to be avoided.

Question: What is the strength of the Communist
Party?

Answer: It has survived 16 years of illegality, the
state of siege, mass arrests, and long prison terms
served by many of its members. Our party has stood
the test of the repression of Nimeiri, the CIA and the
security bodies, which was coordinated in an at­
tempt to remove the party from Sudanese political
life. The Communist Party is now legal, its leaders
participating in all meetings with the Military Coun­
cil and with other parties and trade union organiza­
tions. We are currently reorganizing our forces since
we need to focus on how we are going to conduct the
return to legality. We must not give any pretext to
those who would like to effect a reversal.

Question: What is the policy of the Sudanese Com­
munist Party?

Answer: We believe in the democratic process.
We intend to use all the political rights and mobilize
the working people to exercise those rights and take
their place in the process. But this needs time.

We want to bring together and unite all democratic
forces of left and right, to defend the freedoms and
the rights regained by our people, get all anti-demo­
cratic laws, in particular the sharia (the Islamic law),
abolished, and fight against all those who want the
army to remain in power. In 28 years of indepen­
dence the Sudan has known only 6 years of civilian
rule.

It is our view that the transitional Military Council
has excessive powers which should be divided be­
tween itself, the government, the parties and the
trade unions. At the present stage the parties and
trade unions are partially playing the role of a
parliament. After one has been elected they should
preserve the right to control the military hierarchy
and the government.

We are struggling to ensure that the 12-month
transitional period goes well. We are not opposed to 

the creation of a government of “independent"
figures, even while knowing that the “technocrats”
have a bad reputation. The main thing is to mobilize
the people to defend democratic rights. The army
has tried to pour cold water on the people’s
movement.

It is not a question of optimism or pessimism but
of a great democratic battle to liquidate all vestiges
of the dictatorship, to bring all Nimeiri’s collabora­
tors to justice, to bring back the capital and curb
U.S. interference.

In foreign policy we primarily advocate good rela­
tions with all our neighbors but state that the Egypt­
ian government wants to interfere in the Sudan’s
affairs. Saudi Arabia is attempting to influence the
government and the bourgeoisie by giving them
money.

Question: And the other political forces?
Answer: In the South the people's movement for

the liberation of the Sudan plays a decisive role. No
change is possible without its agreement. Colonel
John Garang is a serious political leader, a good
economist and a good officer. He is for unity of the
Sudan and for social changes in the North and the
South. He is the first political leader of the South to
act in this way.

Parties like the Oumma (offshoot of the Ansars
movement) and the Democratic Union (offshoot of
the Muslim organization Khatmias, to which Gen­
eral Sewar Al Dahab belongs) are bourgeois parties
that in another context could be called reactionary.
But at the moment they are advocating democratic
freedoms. And that is the essential thing.

Almost 25 other new small political parties have
declared themselves. This is normal after 16 years of
only one party. Many people are trying to find them­
selves. We have good relations with all these parties
and organizations.

Question: Where does the main danger lie?
Answer: With the “Muslim Brothers,” which is a

fascist organization; with Nimeiri’s people, with the
45,000 employees of the disbanded security bodies,
of whom only 3,000 have been arrested.

All these forces are manipulated by the CIA. In
the first 10 years the Sudan became the CIA’s re­
gional center for Central and Eastern Africa. It liter­
ally swarmed with U.S. agents, and many of them
are still working in food aid and development aid
organizations, and in many firms.

Question: What is your attitude to Islam?
Answer: While we are categorically opposed to

the sharia, we are not against Islam but against the
elaboration and application of undemocratic laws in
the name of Islam.

Islam is our heritage. It can even be used to de­
velop dialectical materialism. We must study it as
we study Islamic philosophers. Islam, too, orig-
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mated in a certain social situation, a very profound
transformation.

It helped to spread the ideas of equality, assis­
tance to the poor, cooperation, struggle against the
unjust rulers. These good ideas are deeply rooted in
our people. We should convince them that
socialism, communism are the modern rebirth of
those ideas.

Our party does not carry out any atheistic pro­
paganda. Many Muslim believers are members, as
are Christians. But we are for a secular state, for
separation of the church and the state. The people of
the South, the intellectuals and advanced sections of
the public share this point of view.

Question: The Sudan's economic situation is very
grave. What are the consequences? How can they be
remedied?

Answer: It is a desperate situation, a real disaster.
The drought has been continuing for several years.
The famine has been having a negative impact on the
democratic movement, for starving people cannot
fight.

The aid given by the United States and Saudi
Arabia is a temporary sedative. The Sudan is a clas­
sic example of the consequences of the policy of the 

IMF and the World Bank. Liquidation of the sec­
urity services has shown the people that it is also
possible to reduce the plunder of material values.
This is the first step toward greater consciousness.

The only possible way is to refuse to submit to the
IMF directives, to reform the tax system, bring back
to the country the capital that has been exported,
and confiscate the funds of the strata of parasitic
capitalists created by Nimeiri. This factor has not
only an economic aspect but a very important moral
one as well.

The Sudan’s dependence on food imports has
grown from year to year. U.S. wheat is a means of
pressure for Washington. Efforts need to be concen­
trated on raising grain production in order to lessen
this dependence.

But that will be difficult. Even with a democratic
government it will take four to five years to sur­
mount the crisis for our economic backwardness
must be taken into account. And without a democra­
tic government it will be quite impossible. We have
proof of that.

Abridged from I'Humanite,
April 20, 1985

The Present Political Situation and
the Party9§ Tashs in the Period Ahead

Staiement by the Egyptian Communist Party CC

At its first plenary meeting since the party's second congress, the Central Committee of the Egyptian
Communist Party discussed the situation in the international arena, the Arab world and inside the country,
drew relevant conclusions and set a number of tasks in connection with the problems discussed.

The CC instructed the Political Bureau to formulate the assessment of the situation elaborated at the
plenary meeting, taking into account new aspects
the following statement.

THE INTERNAL SITUATION:
GENERAL UPSURGE OF

THE PEOPLE’S STRUGGLE
The political, economic and social crisis in the

country is worsening and deepening. The economic
hardship to which the ruling regime’s policy of de­
pendence condemns the people is increasing. The
working masses’ situation is steadily deteriorating,
the problems unresolved over many years are
accumulating, and the transnationals’ plunder of the
national resources and wealth is continuing. The
dependent big bourgeoisie is feverishly enriching
itself, wallowing in unheard of luxury.

The regime is demonstrating its inability to find a
way out of the crisis, capitalist exploitation is in­
tensifying, and the authorities are trying to shift the
economic burden totally onto the backs of the work­
ing masses. Along with the struggle waged by our
party and other progressive and patriotic circles
against the policy of dependence, all this is daily
increasing opposition to the regime’s political
course and practical actions.

its development. The Political Bureau has published

Discontent and revolutionary sentiments are
growing among the masses. Hidden anger is more
frequently spilling over into open action. The class
struggle is sharpening, the struggle in the economic
and social areas is stepping up and the process of
class delimitation and differentiation is continuing.

There were successive actions by workers, stu­
dents, teachers from higher educational institutions,
and intellectuals in 1984 and the beginning of 1985.
Ever newer social strata are struggling to satisfy
their pressing demands.

The role of the Egyptian working class has been
particularly highlighted in these mass actions. It has
resisted attacks against the masses’ living standard,
attacks which have taken the form of lifting sub­
sidies and reducing wages by raising the contri­
butions to the social insurance fund. This struggle
culminated in the action of Kufr el-Davar workers in
September 1984.

In the working people’s militant actions social
problems are closely linked with the question of
democracy. The workers’ struggle is ever more ob­
viously political in character, despite repressive ac­
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tions and the deceitful tricks of the security bodies
and the "yellow” leadership of the pro-government
trade unions.

Broad actions by students demanding the aboli­
tion of the university guard and repeal of the student
regulations adopted in 1979 have taken place in the
majority of Egyptian universities. Students also pro­
tested against the interference in the elections to the
leading bodies of their associations. For the first
time this struggle met with widespread sympathy
and support on the part of teachers, who are also
seeking to have their pressing demands met.

Workers in the field of justice have demanded
confirmation of the judicial authorities’ in­
dependence, and the lifting of the state of emergency
and the laws which infringe on the democratic free­
doms, and have insisted that their needs be satisfied.
The conflict continues between the association of
workers in legal bodies and the Minister of Justice.

The authorities’ decision to allow Israel to partici­
pate in this year's international book fair has evoked
the stormy protest of the masses, who oppose
“normalization of relations” between the two coun­
tries. Taking part in the protests were opposition
parties, broad circles of the intelligentsia and art
workers, and a large group of Egyptian book pub­
lishers. The fair grounds have become an arena of
demonstrations and meetings held under the slogan
of struggle against Zionism, Camp David and
“normalization of relations.” The Israeli exposition
was constantly blockaded, the state flag of Israel
was burned in various parts of the fair, and the
Palestinian flag raised.

The masses’ growing struggle has upset the
government’s plans and forced it, albeit partially and
temporarily, to retreat. The authorities were unable
to push through the decision fully to cancel the sub­
sidies, and several price rises had to be withdrawn.
The burden brought by the new social insurance law
was somewhat eased. The student regulations were
partially reviewed in order to cool the students’
struggle by making concessions on form but not on
essence. Following long delays a law was passed on
the independence ofjudicial authorities, a law which
also applies to workers in the procurator's office.
Changes were made in the law on the legal
profession.

The Central Committee notes the presence of pos­
sibilities for a general upsurge in the people’s strug­
gle that could bring about changes of a national and
democratic character by building up the mass
movement against dependence in its various mani­
festations, and believes that if such an upsurge is to
be achieved it is indispensable to deepen the close
connection of the social and national struggle and
unite the actions in support of the pressing demands
of various strata with those around national, social
and general democratic problems.

This makes it incumbent on our party to activate
to the maximum its participation in the mass strug­
gle, to make it felt as much as possible, and to ensure
the party’s leading role in every battle linked with
national, economic, social and democratic
development. The party must seek to resolve the
daily problems of concern to the masses, must elab­

orate concrete programs for satisfying the demands
of the various classes and social strata, and find
correct slogans appropriate to the situation.

THE UNALTERED ESSENCE OF
THE POLICY OF BETRAYAL

Although the regime's policy of betrayal and de­
pendence is encountering the resolute rejection of
the masses, its actions in various areas show that the
essence of this policy remains unchanged. De­
pendence is increasing daily. The illusions and
hopes in relation to this or that grouping in the ruling
bloc and to the possibilities for internal changes in it
are being dispelled.

NATIONAL QUESTIONS
The regime is still giving assurances about its un­

swerving adherence to the Camp David process and
is invigorating its efforts to win support among the
Arabs.

Submitting to Washington's wishes and in an ef­
fort to please it, the regime has been making endless
concessions. The process of normalizing relations
with the Israeli enemy is being invigorated. Having
renewed the bargaining over Taba*, Egypt has given
in to Israel's insistence that the talks be held in
Beersheba. The Egyptian delegation agreed to the
Israelis’ demand that their police should remain in
Taba after it is evacuated.

The linkage of the Egyptian army with the NATO
bloc continues, in addition to the fact that military
protocols and agreements on joint arms production
and joint maneuvers have already been signed with
some NATO members, primarily the USA and
Britain. The recent Egyptian-U.S. exercises al­
lowed the Americans to survey Egypt’s territory,
familiarize themselves with the Soviet weapons
remaining in the Egyptian army and to compare
them with U.S.-made weapons. Under the slogan
“diversification of weapons sources," some mem­
bers of the armed forces high command are becom­
ing direct champions of the economic interests of
arms-producing Western monopolies.

The finding of mines that was staged in the Red
Sea was used to build up the NATO military pres­
ence in that region. A joint N ATO-Egyptian com­
mand emerged to carry out mine clearing opera­
tions, a development which served to strengthen the
open cooperation between Egypt's armed forces
and that aggressive bloc.

Although the ruling regime, in an effort to restore
its prestige among the non-aligned states, continues
to declare its adherence to the policy of non-align­
ment-and support for balanced international ties,
although after long vacillations it has re-established
diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union** in order
somehow to limit the large political and economic
damage done by Sadat’s naked policy of de­
pendence, and although — following the failure of
the policy of ignoring the Soviet Union and of the

‘A small part of the Sinai which is the source of a dispute
between Egypt and Israel. —Ed.
"The exchange of diplomatic representatives at the level of
ambassadors extraordinary and plenipotentiary. —Ed. 
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attempts, in keeping with U.S. strategy, to deny the
Soviet Union any role in settling the region’s prob­
lems — the regime recently agreed, on a number of
conditions, to an international conference on the
Middle East, all that does not affect the essence of
the policy of dependence on U.S. imperialism, a
policy reflected in the “special ties” with the United
States.

QUESTIONS OF DEMOCRACY
The regime continues to use and toughen police

methods of rule, as clearly evidenced by the shame­
less falsification of the voters’ will in the May 1984
elections, by the maintenance of the state of
emergency, by the brutal suppression of mass ac­
tions, notably of the Kufr el-Davar workers and
Al-Azhar university students, by the blows dealt at
the opposition forces by the security bodies, by the
frame-up used against activists working among the
people, by the swelling, like a cancerous tumor, of
the security services apparatus, and by the use ofthe
whole arsenal of anti-democratic laws to trample on
citizens’ constitutional rights concerning the crea­
tion of political parties, the holding of peaceful
demonstrations and manifestations, and the organi­
zation of strikes.

ECONOMIC QUESTIONS
The regime continues its policy of placing the

country’s property in the hands of transnational
monopolies, ruining the working masses and con­
ducting unceasing attacks on their living standard. It
is implementing step by step the demands of the
World Bank and the International Monetary Fund
that subsidies should be cancelled and the Egyptian
pound devalued.

The Centra] Committee believes that the advanc­
ing of the slogan "production infitah" (“open door
policy’’ —Ed.) instead of “consumer infitah,” the
trial ofa handful of bankers and currency traders and
a number of recent economic measures to regulate
foreign currency deals and credit operations in no
way mean a change in the essence of the govern­
ment’s economic policy.

Like “consumer infitah,” "production infitah” is
nothing but a form of economic dependence.

The much-publicized trials of the currency traders
merely aimed to moderate the appetites of parasitic
elements, relieve the ruling class of the blame for the
breakdown of the economy, and present the eco­
nomic disaster as a consequence of the corruption
and moral degeneration of some individuals and the
actions of speculators rather than as the objective
result of the policy of dependent capitalist
development.

Nevertheless these trials have clearly shown the
extent of the damage done to the national economy
by the ruling capitalist class and the scale of the
plunder of state and national funds by the big and
parasitic bourgeoisie with the knowledge and pro­
tection of the official authorities.

THE SITUATION IN
THE RULING CIRCLES

The Central Committee analyzed the struggle
which is taking place among the social strata inside 

and outside the power apparatus that are the re­
gime's support, and which is having an impact on the
ruling bloc and the government bodies.

The Central Committee believes that this struggle
objectively makes apparent the heterogeneity ofthe
forces making up the ruling coalition, the differing
interests of various strata of the dominant big bour­
geoisie, the rivalry between them for prevalence in
the ruling coalition, and the different ideas about the
most suitable ways to maintain the existing capitalist
system.

This struggle sometimes takes place in a hidden
fashion and sometimes reaches the surface. Since the
May 1984 elections it has been increasingly acquir­
ing an open character, especially following
Mubarak’s attempt to unite his supporters in the
ruling party and state apparatus and to knock to­
gether his own “team.” To do that he had to move
into the background some leaders who had dis­
credited themselves, take them off the list of can­
didates in the elections to the People's Assembly
and remove them from the cabinet of ministers when
it was recently being reorganized, and from leading
posts in the ruling party. Despite opposition in the
ranks of the ruling party, Rifaat al-Mahgoub has
been made chairman of the People’s Assembly.

The struggle came to light following the adoption
of the recent economic decisions, which, for the first
time, albeit not greatly, affected the economic in­
terests of the social strata which form the ruling
bloc’s support. Those decisions were the cause ot
the hidden government crisis and of the open clash
between the Prime Minister and the Minister of the
Economy. A broad campaign headed by some lead­
ing figures of the ruling party and their press mouth­
pieces was launched against the Minister ot the
Economy and the decisions adopted.

The Central Committee is of the view that our
party, together with other patriotic and democratic
forces, should make use of these conditions, which
makes it necessary to understand their character and
the limits and possibilities of their development.

However acute and even antagonistic they may
be, the differences in the dominant circles are still
secondary contradictions of the ruling bloc and do
not go beyond its bounds.

Even while these contradictions are influenced by
the class struggle in society, they are neither an
embodiment or a continuation of it. The central thing
remains the contradiction between the working class
and its allies, on the one hand, and imperialism and
the big bourgeoisie, on the other.

That is why there should be no exaggeration of the
significance ofthe differences in the ruling circles or
their role in the real changes for which the masses
are striving, especially since there is clear evidence
pointing to the limited character of the influence,
strength and intentions of the current in the rujing
bloc that is calling for reforms and a more rational
policy, to that current’s desire to maintain an al­
liance with the rest of the participants in the coal­
ition, and to its readiness to renounce reformist aims
and steps if the future of the coalition is in jeopardy.

Relying on this cunent is the same as betting on a
horse that cannot win.

July !985 37



The Central Committee believes that although
they create more favorable conditions for the
masses' struggle for real change, the measures to
rationalize policy can in no way be seen as steps by
the authorities toward such change. As a rule the
purpose of these measures to stifle the demand for
real change, impede the struggle for it and prevent its
implementation.

For that reason, while opposing the campaign
against the policy rationalization measures, our
party must expose their limited character and ad­
vance its own slogans, continuing the struggle to
establish a national democratic power capable and
desirous of putting those slogans into practice.

ACTIVITY TO CREATE
A UNITED FRONT

Dealing with the efforts to create a united strategic
front, the Central Committee noted with regret that
they are utterly insufficient and uncoordinated. A
downturn has occurred in the tactical forms of such
activity, especially since the People’s Assembly
elections sparked off rivalry and pre-election
clashes among the opposition forces.

At the same time the mass struggle is leading to the
appearance of new forms of this activity at the grass­
root level, notably among students (during their ac­
tions against the student regulations and the uni­
versity guard), youth (in connection with the joint
preparation for the upcoming World Festival of
Youth and Students), and the intelligentsia (during
the broad actions against Israel’s participation in the
international book fair).

The Central Committee considered the question
of the ruling regime’s continual efforts to “build
bridges” with some opposition forces and to hold
dialogue and cooperate with them. Simultaneously
the regime is invigorating the attempts to interfere in
the internal affairs of opposition parties and to draw
onto their side some leaders and currents within
them. The most outright of these attempts was the
introduction of a number of leaders and personalities
of opposition parties into the People’s Assembly 

with the aim of giving a false impression of the
authorities’ adherence to the principle of multi­
partisanship, splitting those parties and breaking
them up from within.

The Central Committee expressed concern over
the obvious readiness of some opposition circles to
yield to the attempts to neutralize them, which is a
real threat to the unity of the opposition and the
effectiveness of its struggle and pushes it toward
conciliatory or tailing positions in relation to the
authorities. The CC dwelt in particular detail on the
regime’s return, though on a limited scale, to a tradi­
tional Sadat method — alliance with some elements
of the reactionary religious currents and their use
against the Left. This has been embodied in the very
close coordination of the actions of those elements
with the actions of the ruling party and the security
bodies during the recent elections to the student
unions.

Our party calls on all national democratic and
opposition forces to be vigilant so as not to fall into
the trap set for them by the authorities. It makes a
special appeal to the religious current to learn the
lessons of the past and not allow the authorities to
bite it a second time.

Our party’s desire for a tactical alliance with all
national democratic forces, even those that have a
conciliatory attitude to the authorities, and its in­
tention to seek to get closer to and cooperate with
enlightened religious currents does not rule out, but
rather presupposes, resolute ideological struggle
against the erroneous actions and directives which
have as their basis religious fanaticism and com­
munal discord.

The Central Committee stressed that in the period
ahead the party must step up the struggle to create a
strategic front, orienting itself largely toward the
working people and the poorest peasantry. It is
necessary actively to seek new forms of work at the
grass-roots that are capable of breaking the blockade
set up around the political parties so as to obstruct
their direct ties ancTunity with the masses.

Abridged from Al-lntisar,
March 1985

Geneva: What Has the First
Round of Talks Shown?

Pravda Editorial

The situation in the world remains complex, more
than that, dangerous. It is no secret that it has be­
come such over the years of the Reagan administra­
tion’s stay in office in the United States, in other
words, it is a direct result of Washington’s policy.
Having frustrated the ratification of the SAL’I-2
Treaty, the United States embarked on the road of 

disorganizing the process of arms limitation and re­
duction, of sabotaging earlier agreements, launching
ever new military programs and deploying U.S.
first-strike missiles in Europe. Then it deliberately
derailed the talks on strategic arms and nuclear
weapons in Europe. The proclamation of the Star
Wars program — clearly intended not only to make 
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nuclear arms limitation and reduction impossible but
also to impart a qualitatively new dimension to the
entire arms race, to undermine totally the very idea
of stability, equality and equal security — crowned,
if one can say so, all these moves by Washington that
are hostile to the cause of peace and the interests of
peoples.

The danger of a further development of events in
this direction is obvious. That is why the U.S. policy
causes rising concern in the world and that is why
the demand is sounding ever more persistently for
the adoption of urgent measures to prevent a further
sliding down to nuclear catastrophe, for a solution of
this matter by way of businesslike talks and the
conclusion of mutually acceptable agreements. It is
not by chance that close attention of the world’s
public is riveted to the talks in Geneva. Hopes are
pinned on them, results are expected of them.

It is a fact that the Geneva talks were started on
the initiative of the Soviet Union. These are new
talks which by the range of questions encompassed
— attack space weapons, strategic offensive arma­
ments and medium-range nuclear arms — fully take
into account the realities of the present strategic
situation and reflect the objective organic intercon­
nection of all these three problems.

It is absolutely clear that the acquisition by the
United States of attack space arms would drastically
disrupt the strategic equilibrium between the USSR
and the United States. This would inevitably lead to
a quantitative build-up and qualitative perfection of
offensive nuclear weapons, to an arms race in all
directions. The impossibility of determining the size
of the reduction of strategic arms without due ac­
count of medium-range weapons is equally clear —
for, deployed in Western Europe, the U.S. Pershing
Ils and Cruise missiles are actually strategic weap­
ons in respect of the Warsaw Treaty countries.

This objective inter-dependence of problems was
reflected in the joint Soviet-American statement
adopted in Geneva on January 8, 1985. It is defined
in the statement in no uncertain terms that the talks
should be aimed at preventing an arms race in space
and ending it on Earth. Effective measures along
these directions would truly consolidate strategic
stability and open the road to the subsequent com­
plete elimination of nuclear arms everywhere.

The accord reached in Geneva in January serves
as a sort of foundation of the talks on nuclear and
space weapons. It is the starting point which alone
can lead them to success. It should be adhered to
strictly and in all its parts.

What has the first round of the talks shown? One
cannot describe its results as satisfactory. True, no
one expected the entire complex set of problems of
space and nuclear arms to be solved in the course of
six weeks. But at least one could have hoped that
both sides would display readiness to work out prac­
tical solutions in line with the accord reached in
Geneva in January.

As to the Soviet side, it did display such a readi­
ness and backed it up with concrete proposals on all
aspects of the talks. The position of the U.S. side,
however, was devoid of any elements of construc­
tiveness and actually ran counter to the meaning of 

the January accord on the aims and subject of lhe
talks.

Washington is now trying to conceal this by means
of all sorts of rebukes directed against the Soviet
Union which, supposedly, has assumed a “tough”
stance in Geneva, sets forth “preconditions.” and
so on. Washington officials take turn belaboring this
theme. The positions of the sides at the talks are
being obviously distorted. More than that, as re­
ported by the newspaper La Suisse in Geneva, the
U.S. delegation is involved in these distortions: in
violation of the accord on confidentiality it regularly
arranges deliberate “leaks” of information, or
rather misinformation, into the Western press.

But facts remain facts. Here they are.
The USSR and the United States have agreed to

work out decisions on preventing an arms race in
space. To “prevent” means not to allow, to nip in
the bud. This word has no other meaning either in
Russian or in English. What, then, is the U.S. record
in respect of this central and priority issue of the
talks?

The record suggests it has forgotten what it has
agreed on. Both publicly and at the talks American
representatives declare that the U.S. administration
intends under all circumstances to continue the
follow-up of its Star Wars program, that is, the pro­
gram of creating attack space weapons. But what
about preventing an arms race in space? It turns out
that suffice it to reach agreement on the “rules” of
conducting it, that is on exactly what attack space
weapon systems, in what amounts and at what time
should be deployed ... and there will be no arms
race.

The crux of the matter is absolutely clear: it is a
blatant effort to sabotage the examination and solu­
tion of the question of preventing an arms race in
space, an attempt to push through and legalize
Washington's program of an accelerated militariza­
tion of outer space by any means.

All means look good to Washington in achieving
this aim. The plans to create a large-scale ABM
system with space-based elements are arbitrarily
declared to be in line with the 1972 ABM treaty.
although the treaty makes it perfectly clear that both
the creation of an ABM system for the national
territory and the creation of any space-based AMB
systems are strictly prohibited. The hope is to divert
attention from this obvious contradiction by claim­
ing that the treaty supposedlj' does not prohibit
“research” to create attack space weapons. More
than that’ attempts are being made to involve the
NATO allies and Japan in the realization of the so-
called presidential defense initiative.

But observance of the ABM treaty is incompatible
with efforts to prepare forthe creation of armaments
banned under this treaty. Besides, what we are deal­
ing with is not research but something much bigger
than that. The actions of the U.S. administration are
illegal by their very essence. The fact that Wash­
ington urges other states to participate in these ac­
tions does not make them any more legitimate or
respectable. Those who play up to the United States
in this take grave responsibility upon themselves.

In order to justify their unwillingness to reach 
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agreement on the prevention of an arms race in
space U.S. politicians are vigorously circulating
rumors to the effect that they are only “catching up"
with the Soviet Union which supposedly has surged
far ahead in the development of attack space weap­
ons. The United States administration used such
methods more than once in the past as well. One
after another, alleged violations of the ABM treaty
are being imputed to the Soviet side. In its contacts
with allies the U.S. administration passes off these
inventions for “reliable" information. In contacts
with the Soviet side the very same inventions are
being used as a pretext for blunt proposals to accede
to the American line of revising the ABM treaty. It is
intimated that the United States will not back away
from such a revision under any circumstances
anyway.

The Soviet Union has not been and is not conduct­
ing any research or development work which would
not fit within the framework of the ABM treaty. It is
not creating attack space weapons. All statements to
the contrary do not accord with reality and are being
made with a single and quite obvious purpose — to
mislead the public in the United States and other
countries, to try to justify the U.S. line of violating
the ABM treaty and militarizing outer space.

With the same purpose the U.S. program of creat­
ing attack space weapons is being “embellished”
with all sorts of false labels: it is being called a
“defense initiative," a means of ridding humankind
of nuclear arms, an embodiment of “humanitarian
concern” and faith in “scientific progress." But
what we are dealing with in reality are measures that
are part of an overall offensive plan directed at
upsetting strategic parity, at a runaway arms race,
military superiority and preparations for delivering a
first nuclear strike in the hope of impunity. The line
of the U.S. administration to militarize outer space
and deploy attack weapons there runs counter to
humanism and human eithics. It can only increase
the danger of nuclear war and by no means remove
it. In its efforts to wreck the ABM treaty Washington
wants to destroy the very foundation on which the
process of nuclear arms limitation and reduction
rests. It is deliberately pushing humankind to a new
exhausting spiral of the arms race, to the senseless
squandering of tremendous material and intellectual
resources.

True, in the process Washington is trying to make
believe that it favors reduction of nuclear arms. But
in reality this readiness is total eyewash. By refusing
to stop its programs of developing attack space
weapons the United States puts in question the very
possibility cf a limitation, let alone a reduction of
nuclear arsenals. And Washington will not be able to
conceal this objective side of the matter behind prop­
aganda statements that the Soviet Union allegedly
makes the question of outer space a “precondition”
for solving questions of reducing nuclear arms.

The United States cannot count on any reduction
by the Soviet Union of its retaliatory nuclear capa­
bility as long as Washington is building up its pro­
gram of measures to “neutralize” Soviet nuclear
weapons in the hope of acquiring the ability to com­
mit aggression with impunity. In these conditions 

the demand that the USSR reduce its nuclear arms
can in fact pursue only one aim: to make it easier for
the U.S. strategists to accomplish the insane task
they have set themselves — to deliver a pre-emptive
first strike and as far as possible to shelter them­
selves from a retaliatory strike. In Washington and
in the NATO capitals they are perfectly aware that
the USSR will not agree to this, that against the
backdrop of frenzied activities to implement the so-
called presidential defense initiative, calls to reduce
nuclear arms are nothing more than demagogy.

In actual fact, the United States has no intention at
all of reducing its nuclear arsenals. The programs of
expanding and pefecting them are being pursued at
full speed and, as it was openly stated by presidential
adviser Paul Nitze, they will be continued at least till
the end of the century. At the talks in Geneva the
U.S. side limits itself to a mere repetition of its old
proposals, made earlier at the negotiations on nu­
clear arms limitation in Europe and the strategic
nuclear arms limitation and reduction talks in 1981-
1983 — those same proposals which have proved
untenable and, as it was frankly explained at the time
in Washington, were not even intended for reaching
agreement with the USSR.

In the field of strategic arms the United States
again proposes to limit the number of warheads only
on intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) and
submarine launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs),
thus leaving open a channel for building up the war­
heads carried by long-range Cruise missiles. The
American side dodges the adoption of the Soviet
proposal to ban such missiles, making general
statements to the effect that the United States is
prepared to somewhat limit only air-launched cruise
missiles. It isclear that the U.S. side is aiming not at
a reduction but at the mass deployment of these
dangerous destabilizing armaments.

The position of the United States on medium­
range nuclear weapons remains non-constructive as
well. Reproduced again is the absurd “zero option”
aimed at unilateral disarmament by the USSR in the
face of nuclear threats to its security from the west
and from the east. Put forward again is the thread­
bare “interim option” that does not include in the
European balance the hundreds of warheads mount­
ed on British and French medium-range missiles,
makes the limitations inapplicable to U.S. carrier­
based aircraft and groundlessly includes in the count
the Soviet medium-range missiles in the east of the
country. Obviously this is not a basis for agreement.

The non-constructive nature of the U.S. ap­
proach, its orientation on intensifying, and not on
stopping the arms race was thrown into particularly
bold relief by the U.S. attitude to the moratorium the
Soviet Union proposed. It is common knowledge
that the Soviet Union proposed — in order to ensure
proper conditions for reaching effective agreements
on the entire range of problems under consideration
— negotiation of a moratorium on attack space
weapons and on nuclear armaments, that is,
strategic arms and medium-range missiles in
Europe, for the entire duration of the talks. A natural
and reasonable step, it would seem: to stop the arms
race so as to begin arms reduction without delay.
But Washington is against this. The pretext for the 
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rejection remains the same: it is references to the
mythical military “superiority” of the USSR which,
as the U.S. administration knows full well, does not
exist. What does exist is a rough balance, with the
United States and NATO retaining superiority in the
number of nuclear warheads and, in what concerns
Europe, in the number of medium-range delivery
vehicles too.

Now that the unilateral Soviet moratorium on first
deployment of anti-satellite weapons in outer space,
announced way back in August 1983, is still in force
and the Soviet Union, also unilaterally, suspended
in April 1985 the deployment of medium-range mis­
siles and the implementation of other counter-meas­
ures in Europe, the U.S. refusal to negotiate a
moratorium patently shows which of the two sides
wants to use talk about readiness for disarmament
merely as camouflage for its military preparations
and which of them strives not in words but with
deeds for an end to the arms race, for the attainment
of constructive agreements.

In contrast to the United States, the Soviet side
suggested in Geneva an extensive and concrete pro­
gram of measures directed at effectively preventing
an arms race in space and stopping it on Earth.

On the key question of the talks — that of space
weapons — the Soviet side came out in Geneva for
negotiating a ban on the development (including re­
search), testing and deployment of attack space
weapons. The already existing U.S. and Soviet
anti-satellite systems, the testing of which has not
yet been completed, would be scrapped.

On strategic offensive armaments the USSR pro­
posed, given a total ban on attack space weapons,
radical reductions in strategic arms and simultane­
ous cancellations of programs for developing and
deploying new strategic arms (long-range Cruise
missiles, new types of ICBMs, new types of
SLBMs, new heavy bombers), or drastic restric­
tions of such programs.

Naturally, restrictions on strategic armaments
would be decided upon also with due regard for the
way in which the question of medium-range nuclear
weapons in Europe would be resolved.

The U.S. side was offered to negotiate radical
reductions in strategic armaments. Those reduc­
tions would embrace both strategic delivery vehicles
and the total number of nuclear warheads on them.
The Soviet side also proposed mutual renunciation
of long-range Cruise missiles of any mode of basing,
a dangerous new type of strategic offensive
weapon.

The Soviet side also took a clear and unequivocal
position on the third aspect of the talks, that is, on
medium-range nuclear weapons. To prevent further
deterioration of the situation in Europe and beyond,
the USSR called for an immediate end to the 

deployment of new U.S. missiles in Western Europe
with a simultaneous halt in the build-up of the Soviet
counter-measures and with a subsequent reduction
of medium-range nuclear systems in Europe to a
level to be agreed upon. The Soviet side also expres­
sed its readiness, should the U.S. missiles now being
deployed in Western Europe be withdrawn, to en­
sure a situation in which the total number of war­
heads on our medium-range missiles remaining in
Europe would be gradually brought down to the
number of the warheads on the French and British
missiles.

The translation of this approach into practice
would mean a drastic reduction of the level of nu­
clear confrontation in Europe. A dangerous source
of the growing war threat would thus be removed
from Europe.

The question of medium-range nuclear-capable
aircraft would also be resolved in the context of the
solution of the problem of nuclear weapons in
Europe through the establishment of agreed-upon
ceilings on such planes for the USSR and NATO.

The Soviet side voiced its readiness for an even
more radical settlement of the question, namely,
complete removal of both medium-range and tacti­
cal nuclear weapons from Europe.

The beginning of the next round of the Geneva
negotiations is scheduled for May 30. If one listens to
public statements made by high-ranking Washington
officials, one realizes that they are not going to make
any positive changes in the U.S. position. On the
contrary, they speak of the intention to speed up the
development of attack space systems and fail to
respond to the Soviet Union’s proposal for a radical
reduction of strategic offensive armaments. This
position proves that certain quarters in Washington
are bent on continuing to evade compliance with the
January agreement on the subject and objectives of
the negotiations. But the interests of preventing an
arms race in outer space and terminating it on Earth
demand a different method — a drastic revision of
the U.S. position in the direction of a constructive
and businesslike approach.

General Secretary of the CPSU Central Commit­
tee Mikhail Gorbachov stressed: “What is needed
for a success in Geneva is mutual political good will
for reaching agreement with strict observance of the
principle of equality and equal security. Despite the
complex and strained world situation and the dif­
ficulties at the Geneva talks, we remain soberly
optimistic.

“We hope that our partners will heed the voice of
the peoples who want peace and an end to the arms
race. We hope that common sense, political realism
and a sense of responsibility for a peaceful future
will prevail. We have faith in the ability of peoples to
safeguard their right to life.”

Pravda. May 27, 1985
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New Books on Topical Questions
The Socialist International Sibilev
A study of the most significant trends in modern social democracy, its
history and activities from the end of the Second World War to the early
1980s.
Cloth 289pp $5.95

The Teaching of Political Economy: A Critique of Non-Marxist
Theories Smirnov, ed.

This work takes on the professors who not only teach economics and
write the textbooks, but are also the theoreticians who influence modem
western economic policy (Samuelson, Galbraith, Friedman, et al.).
Cloth 335pp $7.95

Political Consciousness in the USA Zamoshkin, ed.
Analyzes left radical, liberal, conservative and ultra-right consciousness,
their roots and effects on U.S. policies today. Interesting and new Soviet
analysis of the socio-psychological mechanisms which form and direct
political consciousness.
Cloth 33lpp $7.95

Inflation under Capitalism Today Nikitin, ed.
A thorough, scholarly analysis of the full complex of causes and effects of
inflation and of capitalist measures to control it. The most authoritative
Soviet text on the subject available in English.
Cloth 258pp $6.95
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40th Anniversary of Victory
Warll

Diplomatic Battles Before World War II
Sipols

Reviews the causes and circumstances behind WWII, analyzes the Western
appeasement policy, and Soviet efforts to prevent war. Name index.
Cloth 313 pp $4.50

World War II: Decisive Battles of the Soviet Army
Larionov, et al.

A military-historical sketch of the Battles of Moscow, Stalingrad, Kursk, the
Leningrad saga, Operation Bagration, Vistula-Oder, Berlin, the Far Eastern
Campaign.
Coth526pp $8.95

Behind the Scenes of Third Reich Diplomacy
Rozanov

The foreign policy strategy and tactics of the Nazi regime in the closing months of
the war.
Paper 194 pp $3.95

There Shall Be Retribution
Molchanov

Expose of Nazi war criminals now living in North America. Illustrated.
Paper 199 pp $3.95
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“This book is a weapon in the hands
and minds of all who care for their
country, for peace in the world, for
the social progress of humankind. It
is a useful shield against the flood of
anti-Soviet lies and slanders that
threaten not only truth and reason,
but life on earth."

From the Foreword
by James Jackson

Twenty-five speeches and articles by six Soviet leaders to
various audiences around the world demonstrate the
principled consistency of the Soviet search for paths to
detente and peace. Useful, informative, inspiring.

Paper 144 pp Six photographs, notes.

In Canada: In the USA:
PROGRESS BOOKS
71 Bathurst Street
Toronto, Ontario
M5V2P6
$4-00

INTERNATIONAL PUBLISHERS
381 Park Avenue South
New York, N.Y. 10016
$3.25


