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Controversy Over Meaning of ‘Pridrity’ of
- All-Human Interests o

: "Foreign Communists’ Concerns Cited
18070614 Moscow RABOCHIY KLASS 1

SOVREMENNYY MIR in Russian

No 6, Nov-Dec 88 pp 112-120

[Article by Semen Lvovich Agayev, doctor of historical
sciences, head of a department of the USSR Academy of
~Sciences International Workers Movement Institute:

“The Universal and the Class: Communists’ Attitude”]

[Text] During the meeting of representatives of parties
and movements held in November 1987 in Moscow on
the 70th anniversary of the Great October the leaders of
revolutionary organizations of a number of developing
countries presented a justification of their own, highly
unusual understanding of the relationship of the move-
ment for a nuclear-free world, the elimination of starva-
“tion and poverty, the conservation of nature and other
most important values common to all mankind and the
struggle for the liberation of oppressed peoples, in which

national, class and group interests are directly inter- -

woven. The exchange of opinions which took place
shortly after this in the editorial office of the journal
PROBLEMY MIRA [ SOTSIALIZMA revealed the
guarded and at times negative attitude of the commu-
nists of many countries, the developing countries partic-
ularly, toward the propositions on this subject submitied
for discussion by a group of scholars' of the CPSU
Central Committee Social Sciences Institute (8). And in
the wake of this the same journal carried an article by G.
Hall, which sharply criticized certain Soviet scholars in
respect of individual aspects of the understanding of the
new politica! thinking concerning, specifically, problems
of the relationship of the universal and the class in the
modern world (4). ‘ '

The question arises: about what, with whom and in the
name of what are the arguments being conducted? Are
there real differences in the world communist movement
on the most cardinal aspects of the new political thinking
in the form in which they were formulated at the 27th
congress and subsequent forums of the CPSU and in the
speeches of the Soviet leadership?

Let us turn to M.S. Gorbachev’s book (3). The need for
the priority of values common to all mankind over class
interests is presented therein as the “main imperative of
the era,” but it is noted here that “a class approach to all
phenomena of social life is the ABC of Marxism. This
approach corresponds fully today also to the realities of
the class society, in' which class interests contend.”
inasmuch as'the class struggle itself remains “the core of
social development... in class-divided states now also.”
At the same time “an objéctive limit to class confronta-
tion in the international arena has emerged: this is the
threat of general annihilation,” as a result of which there
has arisen for the first time a real ““interest common to all
mankind—averting from civilization catastrophc™ (3. pp

WORLDWIDE TOPICS R

149-150). However, “the fundamental basis of gencral
security in our time is recognition of each people’s right

to choice of their own path of social development and

renunciation of interference 'in other states’ internal
affairs.... A pcople may choose either capitalism or
socialism. This is their sovereign right” (3, p 146).

Raising the question of elucidation of “‘the new dialectics
of universal and class sources in the modern area,” M.S. -
Gorbachev writes: “But does it follow from this that we
have abandoned a class analysis of the causes of the
nuclear danger and certain other global problems? I say
plainly: no. We cannot fail to take account of the class
heterogeneousness of the forces operating on the world
scene, nor can we lose sight of the influence of class
antagonism on international relations and  the
approaches to the accomplishment of all the other tasks
of mankind” (3, p 152). It is noted further that the main
thing is “the will of the working class reflecting universal
interest in the affirmation of peace” and that “‘the
historic mission of the working class, as thc spokes-
man—via its own interests—for the interests of all social
development, living on, continues even under the con-
ditions, which have changed fundamentally since the
time when it recognized it, this mission, for the first
time” (3. p 161). , ‘ . SR

The formulation and substantiation in CPSU Central
Committee material of the concept and methodology of
the new political thinking has spawned an énormous -

“amount of literature in our country. And, as is often the

case, some scholars, endeavoring to overcome the strict
attachment of all social processes to class-proletarian
interests, which was, owing to certain circumstances, still
predominant recently, wittingly or unwittingly went to
the other extreme, which was close to some *‘supraclass”
approach to an analysis of these processes. ‘

Much here ensues from an invalid, sometimes purely
mechanical identification of the tasks of the new polit-
ical thinking in the sphere of interstate relations with the
problems of class and political conflicts in individual
countries. This is manifested in the frequently encoun-

ered assertions concerning the need for the abandon-

ment of armed forms of struggle against local exploiter

. classes and strata on the pretext that it could be dan-

gerous for the cause of general peace. Some authors are
going so far as to declare that under current conditions
revolutionary violence even within the framework of one
country could easily change from being a “midwife” of
history into its “grave-digger,” and “social births” could
prove to be “social death™ (9. 10, p 77)." There are also

_unwarranted attempts to buttress the emotional rejec-

tion of all violence by references to V.I. Lenin’s state-
ments concerning the impermissibility of making an
absolute of.. revolutionary methods (12, p 88).

Recently some Soviet authors have gone even further,
posing the question of the need to view the priority of
values common to all mankind over class values within
the framework of a ““hierarchy” of the aims and tasks of
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the worker and communist movement (8, pp 53-54). An
elucidation of such propositions from the viewpoint of
the generally accepted mceaning of the words prompts the
reminder that, strictly speaking, “‘priority” means “first
place,” and ‘*‘hierarchy,” *‘order of subordination of
lowest to highest’
wholly confirms the fact of the use of the second of these
terms in just such a sense: “Obviously, any policy must
now conform to the truth that struggle for the interests
and ideals of this class or the other is of subordinate (my
italics—S.A.) significance compared with the guaranteed
survival of human civilization. Thus does with inexo-
rable logicality the need for riew thinking arise™ (5). But
“does not the term “priority” lose its true srgmfcancc in
this case?

More substantiated. it would seem, is the understanding
of the “priority of values common to all mankind”
concept when it is interpreted in the sense that *‘no class,
group interests ' and ideology .are worth collective
suicide.” It is difficult also to take issue in any respect
with the assessment of the universal and the class as two
facets of social progress. But the ultimate conclusion in
this case also is based on the division and delineation of
these facets: ‘“‘However paradoxical at first sight, it is the
universal approach which serves as the main guarantee
of social development in our world imbued with class
and social contradictions” (7, p 120). :

The article just quoted, as also many other publications
(6, p 96; 5), adduces as a most important argument in
support of the above interpretation of the priority of
values common to all mankind over class interests
Lenin’s statement in *‘Draft Program of Our Party”
(1899): “From the viewpoint of the basic ideas of
Marxism the interests of social development are higher
than the interests of the proletariat™ (2, vol 4, p 220).
Leaving aside the somewhat strained interpretation
ensuing here from the certain ambivalence of the “values
common to all mankind™ and “interests of social devel-
opment™ concepts, I would like to call attention to the
following. Whereas given an understanding of the term
“priority” in the sense of “main imperative of the era”
this idea of Lenin’s “works™ to a certain extent in favor
of the new political thinking, this can in no way be said
about the interpretation thereof whereby the said term is
in fact identified with the other—**hierachy”.

It is indicative that in the article quoted the reference 1o
the adduced idea of Lenin’s is accompanied by the
following comment: “Time has vested this formula with
a far richer content than was intended at the turn of the
century.” However, the essence of this new content is
revealed in practice in the former, now virtually gener-
ally accepted, key: “In order to solve universal problems
successfully it is necessary take control of and subordi-
nate (my italics—S.A.) 1o the highest goal the contradic-
tions between the classes. This is the meaning of the
‘priority of interests common to all mankind™ (7, p 120).

*. The following quite recent statement

“ical freedom™. He observes:

- revolutionary struggle against the autocracy...

WORLDWIDE TOPICS

Let us examine Lénin’s statement in the context of the
said work. This makes it possible on the one hand to
clarify its specific-historical meaning and, on the other,
separate the methodological nucleus of Lenin’s approach
to the problem bemg analyzed

I is srgmﬁcant that Lemn links the interests of soc1al

development here not with some *‘supraclass™ task but
with the “first political task of the worker’s party” and

“class ruugg/e of'the proletarrat”-——the “winning of polit-
...For an explanation .of
this task it is necessary,-in our opinion, to characterize
the class nature of contemporary Russian absolutism
and the need for its ousier not only in the interests of the

- working class but in the interests of all of social devel-

opment” (2, vol 4. p 220). As becomes clear from the
subsequent exposmon the “interests of social develop-
ment” concept in this case is Jinked with the “interests of
the' whole ‘people and* natronwnde mterests concepts.

One notes also that Lenm in'no way counterposes the

interests of the prolétariat and the.interests of social

developmeni. The second are for him **higher” than the
first to the extent that “the interests of the whole workers
movement in its entirety are higher than the interests of
an individual stratum of workers or individual aspects of

the movement” and to the extent that the ultimate goal

of the “class struggle™ of the proletariat is “higher” than

-its “immediate goal™ (2, vol 4, p 220). Thus Lenin puts

the interests' of social developmenit “higher” than the
interests of the proletariat not in terms of a hierarchical
ladder but in terms of the breadth of envelopment of the
social aspirations of all class forces interested in the
llqu1dat|0n of absolutism. After all, the practical signif-
icance of the adduced theoretical proposmons amounted
to an expression of ‘support for ‘“‘any. revolutionary
movement against absolutism’ (2, vol 4, p 221). “Indi-
cation of the support of all fighters against absolutism is
essentral in the program because Russian social democ-

_ racy, blended inseparably with the foremost elements of

the Russian working class, must hoist a general demo-
cratic banner in’order to group around itself all strata
and elements capable of struggling for political freedom
orif only tosupport in whatever way such a struggle” (2

_vol 4, P 222)

In addmon Lenm links most. closely the interests- of
social development and the interests of the proletariat.
He formulates the thoughts adduced above in another
version also: “The workers movement is going and will
continue o go its own way.... The worker’s party sup-
ports the peasantry only to the extent that it s capab]e of
Making
for lack of rights and oppression of the people and
protecting the exploiters, Russian absolutism is the prin-

_cipal obstacle to the worker’s . movemenl and for this

reason the winning of political freedom, essential in the
interests of all ofsocnal development alsg, constitutes the

party’s immediate’ polmcal task™ (2, vol 4. pp 229, 231,

739) In accordance with the logic of the interpretation of
“priority™ adduced' abqve it could be concluded from
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this wording that Lenin put the interests of the prole-
tariat “higher"—in terms-of hierarchy—than the inter-
ests of social development, the more so in that he by no
.-means confined these latter to a capitalist framework.

However, there can be seen in all that has been said, it
seems to us, a different approach of Lenin’s to the
_problem: at the general democratic stage of the revolu-
tionary process the current interests of social develop-
‘ment coincide with the class interests not ‘only of the
proletariat but also of other social forces interested in the
accomplishment of the tasks of this stage: but proceeding
“from the interests of the further progressive movement
of the same social development, the workers movement
“-does not confine itself to the said tasks and struggles
right up to the point of the achievement of its ultimate
goals coinciding also with the highest interests of this
development (2, vol 4, pp 233-234, 237). In subsequent
years, as is known, Lenin directly formulated also con-
clusions according to which the accomplishment of more
‘or less important general democratic tasks under impe-
rialism was directly connected with implementation of a
class-proletarian line. : ‘ :

In other words, Lenin understood priority in the class
and, altogéther, political struggle as first place in time—
initially the “immediate task,” then, the “‘ultimate goal™.
As far as the approach to their so-called “hierarchical”
connection is-concerned, it can be seen perfectly well in
his repeated statements to the effect that whereas funda-
mental democratic demands may be implemented only
on the paths of socialist revolution, socialist revolution
itself is possible only via the development of mass
struggle for general democratic transformations. Conse-
-quently, “we need to know how to combine the struggle
for democracy and the struggle for socialist revolution,
subordinating the first to the second” (2, vol 49, p 347).
Can it be assumed, proceeding from this, that”Lenin
equated the problem of priorities :and an” actual
“hierarchy” of goals and tasks of the working class? The
formulation of the question of the need to “combine™
(and not separate) the struggle for democracy and the
struggle for socialism means not the “‘hierarchical” but
dialectic connection of these two types of mass move-
ment. Lenin saw the “subordination” of the struggle for
democracy to the struggle for socialism, however, by no
means in an absolute plane—after all, he never denied
-that under certain conditions it assumes a relatively
independent nature. It is a question here merely of what
Lenin recalled constantly: the ultimate goal must not be
lost sight of in the struggle for the accomplishment of the
~immediate tasks. : s ,

~It is difficult ridding oneself of thé impression that some
of the above-mentioned attempts at an interpretation of
the new political thiriking are essentially constructed on
the basis of old ideas concerning the paths and goals of
. socialist revolution. Ideas according to which this revo-
lution primarily reflects the class—social and political—
interests of the proletariat, which is called on ultimately

WORLDWIDE TOPICS

‘1o liberate all the rest of the working masses. This simple
‘and monochromatic formulation of the question over-

looks the aspect of the active participation in the prole-
tarian movement of nonproletarian strata and, what is
most important, the democratic, national, humanitarian,
universal potential of the socialist revolution. -

Yet pr'aclically all proletariah revolutions which have

occurred hitherto—from the Paris Commune through
the revolution on Cuba—have begun on the basis of an

.interweaving of individual elements of democratic ‘and
“socialist revolutions. Is this not an inalienable feature of
the formation of the very phenomenon of the social

revolution of the proletariat as a'national revolution of a
new type? Have not in all its specific manifestations the
immediate demands of the broad working masses been
realized not via the accomplishment of the intermediate
tasks of the working class, as a result of which the
ultimate goal of the proletariat has in one way or another
gradually become the nationwide goal? S

The rehabilitation of a genuinely Marxist understanding
of the phenomenon of socialist revolution which has
begun of late, its cleansing of all subsequent doctrinaire-
dogmatic extraneous features and the “restoration™ to
this revolution of a humanitarian dimension -afford an
opportunity for an approach thereto from new stand-
points: from the viewpoint not simply of a typologically
particular social type but as a culminating stage on the
long path of man’s return to his essence and the shaping
of a free. universally developed personality, that is, on
the historical highway of general emancipation. But we
still have to elucidate in full the deep-lying essence of the
Marxist program of socialist revolution—humanism
binding in one the interests of the individual, the most
progressive class of the'era and all mankind. -

Of course, all past socialist revolutions occurred in more
backward countries compared with the contemporary
highly developed capitalist states. But it is all the more
important to consider that the general democratic tasks
arising in the latter are an offspring of the capitalist
system itself, and not a legacy of past eras, as in Russia

“and othér countries.’ And this could to an even greater

extent contribute -to the rapprochement and inter-
weaving of the democratic movements and the anticap-
italist struggle. It is with regard for this fact that the
communist parties of developed "capitalist countries
have in recent decades elaborated the concept of **pro-
gressive,” “anti-monopoly democracy™ and are now put-

ting on the agenda struggle for the “economics and
democracy of peace™. . s

This is precisely the intermediate task which on the one
hand is appreciably extending the boundaries -of the
direct demands of all working people and. on the other,
ensuring ‘in the long term their connection with the

“ultimate goal of the all-around transformation of the
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bourgeois system in the interests of general emancipa-
tion. It is on this touchstone that the objective problem
of the “socialist character of the overwhclmmg major-
ity” (Lenin) may be resolved. '

In the modern largely mtcrdependenl “but Sll][ c]ass—
divided, world the struggle for values common io all
mankind cannot be conducted other than via the spccnf'c
interests of all the sociopolitical forces participating
therein. Under such conditions this struggle can, obvi-
ously, in no way be considered * supraclass "—this would
be tantamount to discrediting the said values as “no
one’s”. ConS|dermg its objectlve bases, as, equally, the
composition of the participants, it may evidently be
maintained that it is of a practically general class (more
precisely—multiclass), that is, simultaneously both dem-
ocratic and socialist, nature. If so, it is it which person-
ifies the task of the current stage of world development
within whose framework the struggle for democracy and
-the struggle for socialism do not simply mtermmgle but
organically merge in a new, general character opposité to
the inhumane pr1nc1ple in contemporary world politics
whose exponent is primarily the military-industrial fac-
tion of the monopoly bourgeoisie. This process is obvi-
ously occurring in the channel of the changes which are
currently under way in the working class leading to a
broadening of the ‘“aggregate workman” concept and,
possibly, to the incipient molding of a new, aggregale
subject of social progress (see 11, pp 89- 90)

This approach raises to a new level comprehensmn of
Lenin’s statements to the effect that the implementation
of fundamental democratic transformations inevitably
leads to socialist goals. For *“consistent democracy on the
-one hand becomes socialism and, on the other... it
requnres socialism” (2, vol 33, p 78). The more so in that
“no fundamental democratic demand is practicable in
any way broadly and lastingly in the foremost imperialist
states other than via revolutionary battles under the
"banner of socialism™ (2, vol 27, p 274). a

What has been said by no means signiﬁes aneed for the

immediate advancement here, there and everywhere of
direct socialist goals. What has been said signifies merely
the necessity of never losing sight of the *“task of the slow
approach to the start of social revolution” (2, vol 31, p
181), by, naturally, the paths and in the forms which are
predetermined by the realities of the modern world.

In fact, consistent and purposive struggle for values
common to all mankind inevitably leads to a confronta-
tion with certain immanent properties of capitalism—
militarism, a utilitarian attitude toward nature, ine-
.quality in international relations, the aliénation and
splintering of the personality and so forth. And its
anti-capitalist potential, whose realization should bring
about the conversion of certain basic properties of cap-
italism into their opposite (initially if only in the sense in
which imperialism, according to Lenin, is the opposite of
pre-monopoly capitalism) (see | 1, p 84), WI” be rcﬂeclcd
increasingly manifestly here.

WORLDWIDE TOPICS

Consequently, it is utterly wrong to interpret the priority
of 'values common to all mankind over class interests

‘noted in CPSU documents and material in the plane of

the absolute subordination of the second to the first,
which acquire, per the logic of such an interpretation, the
predominant position. The demand for a dialectical
approach amounts in ‘this case, obviously, to the eluci-

" dation of their correlation not within the framework of

“the **domination-subordination” antinomy but in the

context of equal interaction wnhm a new contradictory

] 'umly

"The dialectics of this interaction are, it would seem, the

fact'that whereas values common to all mankind may be

: '_reahzed only via the class interests of the most progres-

sive social forces of the present day, these interests also
in the course of their realization become the most real

-embodiment of values common to all mankind. Just as
" within each country which has experienced a socialist

~revolution and subsequent stages of socialist building the

class tasks of the proletariat have been transformed into
a nationwide goal. This, in K. Marx’s words, “is possible

only on condition that the general interest becomes the
" particular interest in reality....
- only on condition that the particular interest becomes in

This, in turn, is possible

“reality genera/"(l, vol 1, p 273).

Thus in the modern era, when the threat of nuclear

_ self-annihilation looms ovér mankind, the problem of

the_correlation of values common to all mankind and

_ class interests should be posed with regard for the

considerable complexnﬁcauon of the dialectics of social

_progress, which in the past also always blazed a trail for

itself via a complex struggle of opposites. Speaking today

.of the priority of values common to all mankind means,

consequently, recognizing their growing significance and

1aking account of them increasingly fully, and not sub-
_ordinating to them national-state, class and other inter-
, ests of the international . proletariat and the world

socialist system; this means acting as the consistent

.defenders of values common to all mankind and mobi-

. lizing for the struggle all progressive classes and strata of
~ contemporary human socnety, and not prompting them

to forgo their own interests in the name ofthe so-called
unny of mankmd”

Not only a dogmatic absolutization of the fundamental

" contrast of the two world social systems’ signifying a

“renunciation ‘of joint efforts in the search for ways to

‘preserve peace and life on Earth but also the essentially

“anti-historical glossing over and blurring of the confron-

tation between capitalism and socialism, as a result of

"_whlch thie significance of the struggle for social progress
1S downplayed are unacceptable in this connection. The

- pressing need for the wholeness of the world community

10 be reckoned with by no means precludes recognition
of the unconditional right of each people to independent

* ‘choicc of developmerit path for under modern condi-
“‘IIOHS n lS a quasllon not of lhc conscrvauon of the
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evolved wholeness but of its free development in an

- atmosphere of general security, which not only must not
but cannot be created by way of artificial preservation of
the social status quo. Lt

In other words. the real novelty of the new political
thinking amounts, and this should be emphasized par-
ticularly, not to a renunciation of the class approach to
reality but its correlation with the demands of the
modern era. This applies equally to our understanding of
the class tasks and aims of the proletariat, which at the
present stage are acquiring a dimension common to all
mankind which is even more profound than ever before.
The classics and many popularizers of Marxism have in
their time noted repeatedly that if the proletariat wishes
to put the defense of its class interests on the broad basis
of political struggle, it must fight for the common inter-
ests of truth, culture, justice and humanity. Nor is it
fortuitous that many communist' parties are now
declaring themselves political organizations not only of
the working class but all working people also.

Let us now attempt to collate the positive elements of the
approach of representatives of the communist parties of
nonsocialist countries to the questions broached above,
taking as a basis the material of their speeches in the
editorial office of the PROBLEMY MIRA 1 SOTSIAL-
1ZMA journal. , ; o
While recognizing the urgent need for changes in_all
spheres of the struggle for peace and social progress,
many of them deem it necessary, however, to approach
the problems ensuing from this with regard for the
_particular features of the situation in different regions
and countries, to analyze this struggle more consistently
at the international andnational levels and avoid over-
simplification and determinations given for all.- The
attempts to establish priorities within the framework of a
hierarchy of goals and tasks of the worker and commu-
* nist movements and to counterpose the peace movement
and the class struggle are causing particular concern
inasmuch as such attempts could lead to fatalism and
social passivity and, at times, to abandonmem of class
struggle and social revolution. L '

While recognizing the priority, paramount significance
of the task of the survival of the human race, the
majority of the above-mentioned representatives at the
same time consider it essential to link the struggle for the
accomplishment of this task more closely with the
struggle for democracy and social progress. They reject
the propositions concerning some values of a *“‘supra-
class” nature, believing that, grantedthe existence of a
whole riumber of fields in which interests may meet and
opportunities for cooperation may be created, the ulti-
mate goals of different classes and social systems remain
different. - o

While agreeing with the proposition vtha'llt_he' pridrilSI of
interests common to all mankind is an essential prereq-
uisite of social progress, the participants in the debate at
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the same time emphasize the reverse connection: class

- struggle is a condition of the preservation of values

common to all mankind. The main thing now is finding

‘the correct correlation between the struggle for peace and

social progress; without recognition of the direct connec-
tion between peace and development it will be difficult
incorporating the people’s masses of the emergent coun-

‘tries at large in the movement for values common to all

mankind. For thesc countries, where no fewer people die

.- annually from starvation and disease than from a dozen
. atom bombs, the very choice between nuclear catas-
-trophe and the tragedy of day-to-day existence seems
_absurd. . - : o

At the same time ‘many communists, particularly of the

developing countries, are emphatically opposed to intro-
duction of the principle of priority to forms of struggle in

~the choice of which specific local conditions cannot be
‘taken into consideration together with the general inter-
_ national situation. The struggle for a nonviolent world,

they believe, does not preclude revolutionary violence,

.which is usually a response to’ reactionary violence. A

flexible combination of the entire diversity of forms of

‘struggle for peace and national and social liberation and

a search for new, original political solutions and combi-
nations of modi operandi is required. - -

Particular attention is being paid to the fact that the
fundamental regularities of capitalism preclude the pos-

sibility of a change in thé intrinsic nature of the capitalist

system. True, the interests of the monopoly corporations
operating outside of the military-industrial complexes

‘may at some moment and in some field coincide or move

in parallel with values common to all mankind. It is this
circumstance which should be taken into consideration

“upon formulation of the tactics of mass struggle.

‘Do the adduced theoretical propdsitions contradict the
- concepts and methodology of the new political thinking?

_ In the course of the meeting of representatives of parties

and movements in Moscow in November 1987 the
leaders of revolutionary organizations of the developing

 states called attention to two interrelated aspects of the
-policy of imperialism: the arms race and the plundering

of countries of the so-called *“third world”. The struggle
for peace and disarmament, they observed, should devel-
oped in a single direction with the struggle for the

- complete independence of the peoples of Asia, Africa
_and Latin America. The further progressive movement

not only of the developing countries but of the whole

‘modern world is practically impossible without the
/incorporation in the overall strategy of struggle against

the nuclear thredt—as a component thereof—of world

' resistance to all forms of the neocolonialist policy of
__impcr_ialism._ - " R

A ll was observed in 1his'conhection that revolutionary
-actions, which oppressed peoples are forced to employ

against the reactionary violence on the part of imperi-
alism, are a manifestation and variety of the struggle for
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peace, a version of this struggle imposed on them and a
necessary act of retaliation aimed at limiting the possi-
bility of regional conflicts becoming a general thermo-
nuclear conflagration. Progressive circles of the Central
America region, for example, point to the contribution
made by their resistance to the export of counterrevolu-
tion in their countries to the halting of the escalation of
direct imperialist intervention throughout this region
following Grenada and to the need for an increase in
joint actions -and collective solidarity for the achieve-
ment of further successes. :

Summing up what has been said, we may draw ‘the
perfectly obvious conclusion that the communists and
progress’ive forces of nonsocialist countries are opposed
in the said instances not to the new thinking as such but
merely to certain insufficiently substantiated mterprela—
tions thereof by individual authors. The debate which is
under way means,obviously, natural manifestations of
scientific quest. ‘After all, “for us ourselves the new
thinking remains a process in the course of which we are
continuing to learn, constantly accumulating new
knowledge.... For this reason the ideas, evaluations,
considerations and mutal benevolent criticism which we
exchange with friends in terms of spirit and world
outlook are of indispensable significance for the shaping
and intensification of the new thinking and for the
correct use in policy of the entire wealth of international
experience reflecting the interests and mood of lhe
working masses” (3 pp 156, 160)

But, in any event, a fundamental requiremem of social
dialectics is a comparison of values common to all
mankind not from narrowly understood but real, newly
recognized class mtcrests

Footnotes

* In this case, in our view, an invalid attempt is made to
counterpose to the new polmcal thinking Marx’s well-
known idea that “violence is the midwife of the old society
(my italics—S.A.) when it is pregnant with the new one”
(1, vol 23, p 761). Engels commented on this idea of
Marx’s as a direct pointer to revolutionary violence, which
is always a forced measure of self-defense against reac-
tionary violence (see 1, vol 20, p 189).

Categorically rejecting the vulgar-materialist interpreta-
tion of the philosophical category *‘violence,” the classics
of Marxism-Leninism by no means identified its content
with crude physical force capable of sowing only destruc-
tion and death, as bourgeois ideologists and propagan-
dists attempted to portray this. Marx supplemented the
idea quoted above with the following explanauon ‘which
i not always reproduced at the time it is quoted:
“Violence itself is economic potential” (1, vol 23, p 761).
The assumption that “economic potential” could spon-
taneously be the cause of “‘social death™ is just as
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- groundless as the bourgeorsre s charge against the revo-

lutionaries that their use of violence was the equivalent
of a woman in childbirth bringing suit against the

' obsletrlcxan who facrhtated the birth.
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[Article by Bons lIosifovich Koval, doctor of hivstorical
sciences, deputy director of thé USSR Academy of
Sciences International Workers Movement Institute:

“*“Global Interests of the Present Day: Class and Uni-

versal Meaning™]

'[Texl] Social interests have always been and remain the

main motive of the activity of people, various social
groups and individuals. Whatever interest we take spe-
cifically. two aspects—the class and universal—are inter-
woven in its content. The first reflects the specifics of

‘people’s position in society, their “‘social distinctive-

ness,” so to speak, the second, their membership of the
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single human race and adherence to generally recognized
standards, traditions and values of life. Both these
aspects are interrelated. Nonetheless, the quite stable
- opinion concerning the contrast and mutual exclusion
even of class interests and those commion to all mankind
have taken shape. When it is a question of the interests of
exploiter classes or reactionary political groups, of fas-
cism, for example, this contrast is inevitable. In fact, the
interests of the most reactionary and militarist groups of
big capital have always been directed not only against the
interests of socialism and all working classes but also
against interests common to all mankind. This circum-
stance, incidentally, made it possible to form the anti-
Hitler coalition. But the class interests of the people of
labor and interests common to all mankind simply
cannot be counterposed. However, their relationship at
different stages of history is not identical.

It is even now obvious to everyone that with the onset of
the nuclear era the central task is general concern for the
survival of mankind. Of course, the military-monopoly
bourgeoisie has no intention of revising its own class
views on account of some vague talk about the fate of
civilization. It puts its hopes, as before, in violence, and
its most reactionary circles are openly preparing for
-nuclear war.

"A quite different attitude toward interests common to all
mankind is adopted by the working masses. The preser-
vation of life on Earth and the solution of global prob-
léms are an organic part of the structure of their interests

- and cherished aspirations.

. But what in this case about the revolutionary interests of
- the working class in respect of the ouster of the exploiter
system? What are the prospects of revolutionary mass
movements under conditions where the immediate task
is not the elimination of capitalism but the preservation
of life on Earth? Will not the “incautious™ exacerbation
of social antagonisms or an explosion of anti-imperialist
‘uprisings somewhere in Latin America, Asia or Africa
not impede the achievement of general compromise for
the sake of this highest goal?

None of these are idle questions, but investigating them
is not that simple. There is even a certain confusion in
circles of the left. It is no secret that leftist enthusiasms
making an’ absolute of social antagonism and revolu-
tionary violence independently of objective conditions,
which, it seemed, had long been buried, have once again
begun to strengthen in places. Some people are prepared
to immediately rank any new political approaches and
even simply a sober consideration of the current situa-
tion in the “betrayal of the cause of world revolution™
department. On the other hand, a trend toward the
virtually complete abandonment of th¢ organization of
active forms of mass social protest under the flag of
concern to preserve the world status quo is spreading.
Representatives of the “worker aristocracy” would like
under the cover of the idea of survival to fine-tune
lasting “‘social peace” and consign radical social action
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10 obiiv,ion. Which lendcncy Wi!l become prcdom‘ir‘lvanl it
is hard to say for different versions are possible in c¢ach
region of the world; it will all depend on specific circum-

stances and the maturity of the subjective factor.

In order to avoid dangerous centrifugal trends in the
development of the new mass social protest movements
it is essential to investigate composedly and in depth the

* combination of the class and universal content in the

manifold evolutionary and revolutionary processes of
contemporary social life. Unfortunately, it is this aspect
which remains theoretically the least developed and for
this reason most unclear. In the way of a renewal of
thinking stands a giant mound of petrified dogmas. The
customary *‘sacred”incantations in connection with the
historic mission of the proletariat, the successes of the
world revolutionary process and so forth have relieved
us of the need; as it were, 10 soberly evaluate the actual
and far from always unambiguous situation on the fronts
of the class struggle and have prevented timely recogni-

““tion of the weaknesses of the forces of the left and their
miscalculations and-difficulties. ' '

If we take an honest and impartial look at the present
state of the international workers and, particularly, com-
munist movement, the existence of serious crisis phe-
nomena have to be recognized. The authority of parties
of the left is declining. A protracted slump in the strike

- struggle has emerged. The prestige of the socialist ideal
in the mass consciousness is being slow to strengthen.

Conformist tendencies and time-serving are growing.
The internaiional ties of the working class have weak-
ened. Many negative features have accumulated also'in
the development of the anti-imperialist movements,
realization of the socialist orientation of the develop-
ment of the emergent states, the organization of mass
antiwar actions and so forth. ' - .

Clumsy attempts to close our eyes to all these facts and
pretend that the processes of social protest have been

“developing successfully” have fully revealed their bank-

ruptcy. The customary canonization of a number of
theoretical ideas of the founders of scientific socialism

" led to the affirmation of some “ferroconcrete™ pattern to

which, in time, we contentedly became accustomed and
came to take cover behind, without any great need, but
on évery occasion. Stagnant political thinking, accompa-
nied, what is more, by half-sincere, half-posturing con-
cern for preservation of the fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism, somehow imperceptibly became
firmly ‘established. c

The fruit of this unnatural state of affairs was a serious

discrepancy between theory and live practice, between

the realities of social existence and their reflection in our
political consciousness. The place of active scientific
creativity was occupied by monotonous preaching based
on the utterances of “great leaders™. As a result there
appeared both serious deformations in the development
of socialism and the ‘present crisis phenomena in the
international workers and communist movement.
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The new political thinking is opening the way toward a
real increase in the scientific reliability of the analysis of
the current phenomena in social life. However, the
renewal of revolutionary thought is only just begmmng
and is not proceeding of its own accord, what is more,
but in acute struggle with the old, dogmatic dogmatic
“thinking which has long lagged behind practice. It needs
to be borne in mind also that in the atmosphere of
constant ideological confrontation we firmly adapted
ourselves to self-protection ‘and lost the taste for the
development of theory. Some constant irritation would
arise more oftén than not in connection with, although
reasonable even, nonetheless “foreign™ ideas, which
could and should have been creatively assimilated and
put at the service of the cause of progress. However,
instead of this, we would curse again and again from the
Marxist pulpit- the “intrigues” of bourgeois genetics,
cybernetics, bionics, information science and so forth.

...But let us turn from self-criticism to a specific discus-
sion of the new connection of the class interests of the
revolutionary proletariat with interests common to all
mankind. The real possibility of a nuclear apocalypse has
imparted, seemingly, a utopian nature to the former
hopes for securing the interests of any one class or social
group independently of concern for global problems
common to all mankind. All economic and political
interests, about whatever class we are speaking, are now
tightly bound in a single complex knot with the common
problems of human civilization. Pulling out some one
thread is impossible: it is necessary to thoroughly and
carefully unravel the whole skein. And this is having to
be done, what is more, not in a tranquil atmosphere but
sitting on a powder keg. - : o

A most important theoretical .conclusion of the new
political thinking based on Lenin’s concept of peaceful
coexistence and a collation of the lessons of practice is
that to the effect that at the present time “an objective
limit to class confrontation in the international arena has
emerged: it is the threat of all-annihilation” (1). = -

There will hardly be classes or states wanting to resemble
the Japanesé¢ kamikaze. And if such volunteers appear,
they should be pacified at all costs. The best method is
" the development of good cooperation and ‘partnership
for the sake of the survival of humanity. Only on- this
path is it possible to fundamentally improve the whole
atmosphere in order, in K. Marx’s words, that “the
ordinary laws ‘of morality 'and justice... become the
‘highest laws in relations between peoples also™ (2, vol 16,
p 11). Socialism subordinates its foreign pohcy Ime o
precisely thls goal. It has no olhcr interests.

But this is just one—international—aspect. The other is
how now to construct interclass relations in the capitalist
society itself. Does not the threat of nuclear catastrophe
remove the very possibility of free struggle for the
revolutionary ‘transformation of the world? Various
opinions are expressed on this score, but'the argiiments

" *“class interest™?

-of gradual political sclf-education and reach one’s social
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have’ frcquently been as yet of a scholastic nature and,
what is most important, couid at any moment take the
form of a stream of the mutual affixation of labels and
accusauons

lt is not ’fortuitous that when it is a question of class
interests, d set of quotations from the works of the
founders of scientific socialism is frequently offered
instead of their in-depth analysis. Even a capacity for
recognition of these interests and, even more, their
theoretical comprehension is sometimes baselessly
attributed to the whole working class and each worker
individually. The wish is taken for the actual, which
comforts the consciousness of Marxist authors, but by no
means corresponds to the actual state of affairs. Unre-
strained exaltation and almost deification of the working

“‘class prevents us getting to the heart of things, substi-

tuting for sober analysis incantations concerning some
petrified “class interest”. But what specifically is this

Philosophical dictionaries define *“interest” as the
motive to action of individuals and social communities
(class, stratum, nation, group). At the basis of interests
are the economic, political and spiritual-cultural condi-
tions and requirements of reality. “The economic rela-
tions of each given society,” F. Engels wrote, “‘are
manifested primarily as interests” (2, vol 18, p 271).
They ‘express a particular subjective will, motive, atti-
tude toward the socium, evaluation of the past and
present and orientation toward the future. In a word, any
interest, however simple or elevated, has a complex
inner structure. What is the main content of the class
interest of the proletariat? There is no progressing
wnhout the prellmmary elucndatlon of this question.

It should be noted first of all that the class interest of the
proletariat took shape far from all at once. Initially, in
the ‘period of struggle against feudalism, the working
class strove to defend its interests together with bour-

" geois interests. These were the most commonplace and
_simple requlrements which, strictly speaking, could not

even . be called “class” in the full sense. Only as capi-
talism developed, in the course of the confrontation of
labor and capital, did the aspirations of the workers
acqulre the nature of an independent social interest and,

_in addition, begin with the passage of time to appear in

the form of the revolutionary demand for the remaking
of society 'in a socialist key. This interest was expressed
in consummate form by the founders of scientific
socialism.

The highest ‘goals of the working class, taken, what is
_more, in their scientific-socialist, theoretical expression, -
" should not, of course, be confused with the most com-

monplace, everyday economic and political interests of
the overwhelming masses of workers. The proletariat

“cannot reach an understanding of its mission right away,
by way of the book assimilation of the ideas of socialism.

It is nccessary for this to travel the long and difficult path
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"interest “through suffering™. This process is undcr way

~in a certain sense today also inasmuch as increasingly

‘new generauons which are gradually acquiring their own

polmcal experience, shaping their own demands and
arriving by ways different from their fathers and grand-
fathers at a recognition of socialist interests, are con-

stantly entering the orbrt of the class struggle.

Our discussion now concerns precisely these interests,”

which are being shaped not spontaneously but are

“being introduced to the mass consciousness from out-

side, thanks to the activity ofrevolutronary partles and
ideologists.

- Speakmg of the historic mission of the workmg class, K

Marx and F. Engels from the very outset vested its
content not with some narrow egotistical but primarily
general humanitarian meamng In liberating itself the
working class is at the same time called on to have done
forever with man’s oppression of man. For many
decades this function “common to all mankind” was in
fact simply declared and existed within the framework of
theory, not affecting the ordinary life of the proletarian
masses. The latter understood “their” interest extremely
rectilinearly, as defense of the right to' work, introduction

of the 8-hour work day, improvement of living condi-

tions and so forth. However, neither Marx, Engels nor
Lenin ever counterposed the primary and highest class
interests of the proletariat to universal values and the
interests of general progress. This applled primarily ‘to
the problem of war and peace, an end to exploitation and
the safeguarding of nations’ right to self-determination.
The founders of scientific socialism always viewed the
interests of the proletariat as a specific form of expres-
sion of the simplest truths of human morality and the

most humanitarian aspects of world (general) progress.

“each social group and each individual has his *

At the same time they most actively derided all kinds of

speculative sentimental utopias, which merely blurred
the difference in people’s class position, disoriented the
proletariat and clouded its consciousness wrth phrlrstme

_hopes.

In the “Theses on Feuerbach” even K. Marx made of

paramount importance not passive contemplation but
the organization’ of “pracucal-cntrcal” activity. “The
coincidence of a change in circumstances and human
activity may be seen and rationally understood only as
revolutionary practice” (2, vol 3, p 2). Whence K. Marx
and F. Engels reached the conclusion of the 1mpotence of
moralrty compared with objective economic telations,
that is, in other words, the superiority of real interests
over abstract values. According to the Marxist conccpt
‘own”
view of good and evil. And at the same time, however,
this purely class attitude contains some universal,
humanitarian aspect. After all, each’ person is a member
of socrety and, whatever its morallty, it is primarily of a
“human’ nature. :

" This. humanitarian content
~ greatest extent of the class interest of the proletariat. The
" liberation of mankind from explortalron and wars was
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for this reason conceived of as something derived from

the full réalization of this interest, that is, the victory of
“the socialist sysiem on a world scalc. Prior o this,
“interests common to all mankind werc imagined in 100
abstract a manner. “The attempts of individual Tiberal
* philosophers and theologians 1o attract attention to the
_ ideas of “planetary hiumarism” and the *‘general good™
“weére branded as harmful and utopian, hampermg the

struggle of the proletanat and the cause of “world
socnallst revoluuon ~ ,

For somé time this maxrmallsm or nihilism, as you wrll
was of no fundamental significance since nothing threat-
ened the life of the human race. But with the invention of -
atomic weapons the situation became completely dif-
ferent. The threat of mankind’s nuclear suicide arose.

“This has been intensified by the danger of the gradual
“destruction’ of ‘man’s normal environmeni. A whole
'system of other aggravating global problems has arisen.

Under these conditions an imperceptible, but relentless

" piocess of the interweaving and mutual penetration of
“particular, class interests and problems common to all
‘tankind and the shaping of new humanltanan thmkrng
: and acnon is under way. ’

It should be acknowledged that the communist vanguard '

. has generally found itself ill prepared for rapid theoret-
*“jcal comprehension under the new conditions. Only after
* aconsiderable delay has the difficult quest for a modern
~ view of the dialectics of class and universal interests, not

for the purpose of their counterpmse but for finding ways
toward their harmonization given both the preservation

~of life on Earth and the possibility of further social
progress begun

: Many years ago F Engels shrewdly wrote “The more the

proletariat is imbued with socialist and communist
ideas, the less bloody. vengeful and brutal the revolution
will be. Communism is in principle above enmity

‘between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat and recog-

nizes merely its historical significance for the present,
but denies its necessny in the future. While this enmity
exists, communism views the proletariat’s hardening

) agamst its enslavers as a neccssnty as a most 1mportant

lever of the incipient workers movement; but commu-
nism goes further than this enmity for it is a matter not
just of the workers but of all mankind™ (2, vol 2, p 516).

. Our times have created 1mportant prereqursrtcs for this.

But after all everyone knows full well that the vital
interests of exploited and exploiters are antagomstrc and

_.cannot be reconciled. They are realized in full only via
_the denial of one another in the course of class struggle
-and revolution. The *“Communist Manifesto,” which
. was published by K. Marx and F. Engels 140 years ago.
_contams the idea ‘that this struggle has always ended
“either in “the revolutionary rearrangement of the entire

socral ¢difice or the general perdition of the contending
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classes™ (2, vol 4, p 424). The task now is precisely to
achieve a rearrangement of society without the perdition
of the contending classes and all mankind. Obviously,
finding the sole true path between .such a Scylla and
- Charybdis is extremely difficult and responsible.

A'true compass in this respect is determination of the
common interest, the highest priority. But is'it possible
to find such a common interest if it is a question of class
adversaries? History has shown' that it is not only pos-
‘sible but, giVen certain circumstances, simply essential.

Thus, say, in the war for the mdependence of the Spanish
colonies in America (1810-1825) both the peasants and
Creole landowners fought together for national liberty.
* There are many known instances of the national (anti-
imperialist, anti-oligarchical) interest in colonial and
dependent countries bringing ‘together all classes,
including the local bourgeoisie and the proletariat In the
period of struggle agamst the autocracy in Russia, as V.I.
Lenin emphasized, “the interests of social development
" (were—B.K.) higher than the interests of the proletariat”
(3, vol 4, p 220). In the 1930’s-1940’s the common

purpose of different classes and social systems was the .

countering of fascism. Nor can we forget, incidentally,
that it was this ‘“‘supraclass” cooperation which made it
possible not only to smash fascism but also create the
conditions for the birth of the world socralrst system.

Why in the face of general perdition can concern for the
_ survival of mankind not be such a unifying interest? It is

from this proposition that the new political thinking
proceeds. It is not the equivalent, of course, of a denial of
the class antagonism between labor and capital as some
people maintain, but puts this contradiction in the new
context of the world situation.

Questions of war and peace have always been decided
unambiguously for the working class. Back at the dawn
of the proletarian movement the Chartists were the first
to include the idea of peace among the vital interests of
the people of labor. K. Marx and F. Engels constructed
their concept of the historic mission of the working class
on this basis. The “Constituent Manifesto of the Inter-
national Workingmen’s Association,” which K. Marx
wrote in October 1864, pointed out that the working
class is called on not only to do away with the exploiter
society but to ensure peace and harmony in international
relations.

The revolutionary-class and humanitarian (umversal)
prmcrp]e are two aspects of the single mission of the
conscious proletariat. Unfortunately, the “left” vulgar-
izers of Marxism, beginning with M. Bakunin, having
started the ball rolling, these functions came increasingly
to be counterposed 1o one another.

During WWI the leaders of the Second International
betrayed the revolutionary interests of the proletariat,
pushing it into the swamp of defensist conciliation with
the bourgeoisie on the pretext of defense of “*‘common
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national interests™. This brought about a turbulent retal-
iatory reaction. Under the influence of the “left”-com-
munist propaganda of the 1920’s-1930’s purely class
(socialist) goals of the struggle screened, as it were, and
relegated to the background values common to all man-
kind in the ideology and policy of the revolutionary
working class. The time has now come to pay particular
attention to the second—humanitarian—aspect. - The
worker and communist movement not only will not lose
anything but, on the contrary, will gain much if it can
organically unite its class and humamtarran tasks. This

’ conclusron is fundamemal

This means that under no circumstances, however favor-
able or unfavorable to some system' or ‘class, can a
nuclear military conflict be in any event permitted. At
the state level this goal may be achieved with the aid of
a policy of peaceful coexistence. Howevér, besides inter-
national relations controlled by states, laws of the class
struggle, the process of which does not cease for one
moment, which are not subject to anyone’s

“‘instruction,” operate in society also. The liberation

movement of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America continues. Both socialism and capitalism par-
ticipate in these processes in one way .or another; the
first, as a bastion of the revolutionary forces, the second,
as the basic factor of counterrevolution. But these roles
also can and should be bound by a general agreement not
to bring things to the point of the _open mrlnary
encounter of the systems for such a  version would
threaten at any moment to eventuate in .nuclear war, in
which there would be neither victors nor vanquished.

The new dialéclics_ of the class interests of the proletariat

-and values common to all mankind amount not to the

changed nature of the demands of the working people or
the policy of capitalist circles—they remain as before—
but to the fact that a closer relationship of the struggle for
peace and the struggle for social progress has evolved.

. The military preparations of imperialism have brought
- about a powerful upsurge of mass protest movements, in

which tens and hundreds of parties, organizations and
groups are now participating. Representatives of the
most varied, even hostile, classes and the most contra-
dictory political currents defending. values and aims
common to all mankind are in the single formatron of
fighters for saving llfe on Earth. :

A profound delusion, if not dchberate falsification, is the
opinion that peace and struggle for social progress are
incompatible. They are -both compatible and interre-
lated. Expericnce shows that of the overall number of
revolutions which have occurred since 1905 through our

" day; the vast majority has dcvelopcd under condmons of

peace, and not war.

What is new is not that thé revolution is ready from fear

~10 renounce itself but that it 'is now occurring under

different historical conditions, under the conditions of

" nuclear confrontation. This fact changes, -and very

appreciably, the forms. rhythm and nature of mass social
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- movements, including the methods of the class struggle
. of the proletariat. The course of cvents cannot be fore-
" _told bt it is clear even now that the particular combi-
. nation of class interests, values common to all mankind
..and global problems which: has’ taken shape in recent
. years will paintin its colors the prospects of all aspects of
_social development, including ‘the ‘workers movement
and other manifold forms of mass social protest.

It is time to move beyond the customary framework of
the narrow and vulgar and, essentially, “left”-communist
understanding of the highest class interest of the prole-
tariat as the direct and swift revolutionary overthrow of
capitalism. Unreasoning ultra-revolutionism is just as
impermissible as cowardly passivity. The working class
and its communist parties should evidently be feeling
their way toward, finding and divining methods which
" correspond to specific national conditions and the gen-

_eral demands of the era.

" The entire centuries-long experience of class struggle has
shown the preferability of a broadening of humane,
civilized, political forms of class struggle and the need
for a conscious reduction in the crudest, most direct,
forcible and bloody means. Too many human lives have
been sacrificed on the altar of progress for the multipli-
cation of these losses to continue. Now, when there is a
powerful socialist system and dozens.of liberated states
in the world, when imperialism and socialism possess
‘military parity, when there is tremendous experience of
peaceful, nonviolent movements and the authority of
public opinion and the mass antiwar struggle is grow-
ing—under these conditions additional opportunities are
‘afforded for ageneral reduction in ‘military-forcible

methods of confrontation.

Whereas humanitarian’ principles are entirely conceiv-
able and practicable in the development of interstate
relations and the creation -of a nonviolent world, as the
- Delhi Declaration says, is some semblance of ““peaceful
coexistence” in the sphere of class relations possible?
Previously the mere formulation of such a question was
seen unambiguously as opportunist treachery. We have
grown accustomed to believing that the class struggle is
constantly and -consistently. “intensifying,” ““growing.”
“expanding” and so forth. Whence ensued a purely
revolutionary and, what is more, basically destructive
orientation. But practice testifies to the failure such a
one-sided guideline to corresporid to the actual situation.
Let us take, for example, the United States or Great
Britain or Japan, not to mention Denmark, Sweden and
.other countri€s, and we see'that the workers movement
has for many decades been developing within particular
bounds, by no means growing into 4 movement “against
the system™. And this situation®could last a long time.
Class antagonism does not disappear because of this but
nor does it at the waving-of a magic wand eventuate in
social revolution. When and how this happens, nobody
knows. - . . SR . T

11
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Is there not in the citadels of imperialism ‘a certain
“social peace™ -and level of “civilized™ relations between
antagonistic classes? The antagonism has not disap-
peared, it exists, but is manifested in differént forms.
Whether this is good or bad is another question, but it
cannot be denied that this situation exists. Closing one’s
eyes to this fact means simply ignoring reality and
adapting each and cverything to dogma. o

 Thus the most varied versions of evolutionary and
" revolutionary processes and violent and nonviolent

forms of class relations, of class struggle included, are
possible now also. o I

Whereas previously the common’ task of the interna-

. tional communist movement was conceived of as being

the revolutionary buildup of the masses and their speed-
iest arrival at social revolution, moving increasingly
naturally to the forefront now is a task pertaining to the

. organization of the prolonged “positional™ struggle of
. the working class and its allies, struggle for the democ-
" ratization of the social system, the gradual introduction

" of the material prerequisites of socialism to the economy

and policy (worker control, participation in planning,
parliamentary activity, for example), for a limitation of
the omnipotence of the monopolies, in defense of the
rights of the individual and elementary liberties, against
the militarization of production and so forth. In other
words, strategy should proceed from the flexible and
efficient use of all—both evolutionary and revolution-
ary—forms of realization -of the class interests of the
proletariat. In any event. however, political choice must
take account of the new international situation.

The priority of survival is not simply supraclass, it now
constitutes the nucleus of the entire structure of the class
interests of the conscious proletariat, which can to the
greatest extent express and defend this general interest of
mankind. The highest class interests of the proletariat
and interests common 1o all mankind in fact coincide. It
is not easy for the masses of working people at large to
recognize this situation. They are accustomed to abiding

" by tradition and proceed from the old understanding of

" vidual ~ coincide

‘their interests. This fact raises even higher the responsi-

bility of the revolutionary minority for dissemination of
the new style of thinking and new revolutionary policy.

Almost 150 years ago, in 1844, K. Marx and F. Engels
wrote: “If correctly understood interest constitutes the
principle of all morality, it is nccessary, consequently, to
strive to ensure that the particular interest of the indi-
with interests: common  to ‘all
mankind...” (2. vol 2. pp 145-146). The new political
thinking puts this task on a practical footing. o

Footnotes

* From the editors: in the articles of B.I. Koval and A.M.
Kovalev in this issuc we continue discussion of the
subject of the correlation of the universal and the class
raised in S.L. Agayev's article (see RK i SM No 6, 1988).
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'3."V.I. Lenin,
“‘Rabochiy klass i sovremennyy mir’

Continued Class Struggle Urged
18070614 Moscow RABOCHIY KLASS I
SOVREMENNYY MIR in Russian
~No I, Jan Feb 89 pp 106-114

[Article by Aleksandr Mitrofanovich Kovalev, doctor of
‘philosophical sciences, head of the Department of Sci-
entific Communism of Moscow University’s Philosophy
Faculty: “Dialectics of the Universal and the Class™]

[Text] Excéptional relevance and seriousness are
attached to the problem of the universal and the class
under current conditions. The danger of nuclear war and
other global problems which mankind has encountered
affect not only one social attribute of the personality or
another, social relations, classes and social systems but
also all mankind and life itself.

. The increased urgency of the said problem is brought
“about also by the fact that as a result of the development
of S&T progress and the growth of economic ties and
relations the modern world, more diverse than ever and
rent by the most acute contradictions, is acquiring ever
1ncreasmg wholeness, and this integral interconnected
world is experiencing the most diverse loads of a social
and ecological nature, what is more.

It is not fortuitous that this problem is currently the
focus of debate both in the international arena and
within the country. There are still figures overseas pre-
‘pared in the name of the assertion of their selfish
. interests and aims to unleash war and forgo the interests
of all mankind and life itself. At the same time certain
lefnst anarchist ﬁgures are not afraid in the name of the
*“victory of socialism™ to unleash a general nuclear war.
On the other hand, some reformist sociologists are
attempting in the guise of the need 16 tackle tasks
common to all mankind to cancel out class tasks.

F. Engels wrote: “Even now there are people who, with
their dispassionate *highest viewpoint,” are preachmg to
the workers a socialism soaring ‘high above class interests
and the class struggle and aspiring to reconcile in the
“highest humanity the interests of both contending

classes. But they are either neophytes who still have -

" much to learn or the most wicked enemies of the
" workers, wolves in sheeps’ clothing™ (1, vol 21, p 265).

The problem of the universal and the class is central
- throughout the history of social and political thought. In
* their study of history the vast majority of pre-Marxist
“sociologists failed to-notice the class. and everything was
" usually reduced to the universal. As far as the class,
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however is concerned, this problem was substantiated at
the start of the 19th century by French restoration
historians (Thierry, Minie, Guizot and others).

However, the decisive contribution to the question at
issue was made by Marxism-Leninism. But even today
different approaches in the debate on the correlation of
the universal and the class are frequent and various
viewpoints are expressed. In one way or another, the
class‘is frequenl]y counterposed to the universal here. In
one case there is a tilt toward the universal, proceeding
from the fact that the latter may allegedly ‘absorb the
class, substitute for it and make it unnecessary. For this
reason we sometimes hear voices to the effect that the
class approach has become aged and that in the name of

-peace and the preservation of world civilization we

should virtually abandon the class struggle, class vio-
lence and so forth. Their opponents, on the other hand,
proceeding from misunderstood class interest, believe
that speaking of the prlorlty of the ‘universal means
virtually yielding class positions and betraying the mler-
ests of the pro]etanat

Such notions are connected to a large extent with the fact
that public life is usually analyzed at the social level and
that at the same time ‘its natural foundations, man’s

‘generic essence and his natural surroundings are under-

estimated. But can that which is’common to people of all
countries and regions, despite the differences in their
social essence, be denied? Are all parts of the modern

world not responsible for its preservation?

Of course, it would be wrong in principle to counterpose
the universal to the class and in the name of values
common to all mankind to cancel out the formational
and class approach to phenomena of social life. At a
certain stage the universal cannot be realized directly
and immediately, it is realized via the class and mani-
fested via it since social formations and classes are just as
real as society itself, although they exist within its
framework. V.1. Lenin wrote for this reason that people
have always been and always will be foolish victims of
deception and self-deception in politics until they learn
to seek behind all moral, rellglous political and social
phrases, statements and promises the interests of this
class or the other (2, vol 23, p 47).

Despite the deformation and difficulties of real
socialism, the working class is not only the most revolu-

tionary force of the present day but is at the same time
- the most consistent exponent of the ideals common to all

mankind. It is closest 10 the realization of these ideals. It
is the working class, if it may be'so put, which is the most
human class. It is the sole class in history which is
capable of creating in the future a society without class,
and in the distant future, without state differences. As
Pushkin wrote, there will come a time when *the peo-
ples. strife forgotten, will unite in a great family.”
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It is essential upon an analysis of the universal and the
" class to consider that there are not only classes but also
mankind as some whole entity with common generic
characteristics. There is also that which is common in
people - themselves, irrespective of their class and
national affiliation. In this connection K. Marx and F.
Engels emphasized that the existence of classes “should
not be understood in the sense that, for example, the
rentier, capitalist and so forth cease to be individuals but
in the sense that their personality is conditioned and
determined entirely by specific class relations, and this

_distinction appears as their antithesis to another class, -

and is revealed for they themselves only when they have
become bankrupt” (1, vol 3, p 77; also vol 23, p 95).

Thus class relations do not and cannot do away with that

which is common which is inherent in human society as

such. They merely modify it. This that is common is the

corporal organization of human individuals, their

common conditions of existence and common principles
. of self-realization by way of social and historical activity
- and also the common or, in the words of the classics of
Marxism, “eternal laws of nature” which determine this
activity and so forth. Classes, nations and other social
formations are not outside but within the framework of
the natural foundations of human society as some inte-
gral social organism. It is no accident that Marx wrote
about “antagonistic forms of social unity” and, noting
the multiple nature of the “antagonistic forms of social
unity,” pointed out here that their antagonistic nature
“can never be exploded by way of quiet metamorphosis.
On the other hand, if this society, as it stands, lacks in
concealed form the material conditions of production
and the relations of intercourse essential for a classless
society corresponding thereto, all attempts at an explo-
sion would be quixotic” (1, vol 46, pt i [sic], pp 102-103).

It follows from this that there is a unity of society. At the
same time at a particular stage this unity assumes an
antagonistic nature. However, these antagonisms do not
blow up the foundations of this unity.

Merely the difference between universal and class interests
and aims is emphasized usually. However, this approach
does not exhaust the entire depth and complexity of the
problem. There is between the universal and the class not
only a difference but also intrinsic connection and unity.
At a particular stage of history the universal appears in the
form of the class since classes are composed of people
characterized by certain specific conditions of their life.
On the other hand, the class also in a certain sense is the
universal too for classes are a part of society, a particular
social group thereof. For this reason the correlation
between the universal and the class appears as a correla-
tion between the general and the particular, where the
interests of all of society are the general, and the interests
of the given class, the particular. :

Further, the unity of the universal and the class is also
manifested in the fact that ultimately the classes them-
selves are a product of the universal. This class or the
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other acts as the guiding force of society only because,
while satisfying its own intercsts, it at the same time
personifies more precisely and on a larger scale than
other classes universal interest at the given stage of
society’s development. For_ this reason the consistent
solution of progressive class interests, of the working
class primarily, leads to the solution of universal inter-

ests, and the accomplishment of universal tasks leads to

the accomplishment of class tasks.

At the same time, however, Marxism-Leninism affirms
the priority of the universal over the class. ““In the world
of people. as in the world of animals and plants,” Marx
observed, “the interests of the species always blaze a trail
for themselvés at the expense of the interests of individ-
uals. and this is because the interest of “the species
coincides with the interests of particutar individuals™ (1,
vol 21, pt I, p 123). . . . ,

V1. Lenin wrote: “From the viewpoint of the basic ideas of
Marxism the interests of social development are higher
than the interests of the proletariat, and the interests of the
whole workers movement in its entirety are higher than the
interests of an individual stratum of workers or individual

-aspects of the movement” (2, vol 4, p 220).

The general cannot fail to take precedence over the
particular and the individual, as, equally, the whole over
its part. If the part starts to contradict the general, the
part is sacrificed in the name of the general, and not the

other way about. It is on this basis that classes preventing '

progress are removed from the historical arena inasmuch
as their activity comes into conflict with the general
interests of all of society. - o

The priority of the universal over the class is conditioned
by the fact that mankind is not reduced to classes.
Classes are a social category, whereas man and mankind
incorporate not only social but also natural foundations.
The prerequisite of the existence of classes is the exist-

. ence of the human race. At the same time class character

is essentially a brief period in human history.

In the prenuclear era class confrontations, -although
undermining the ‘unity of society and upsetting its nat-
ural foundations, did not pose the question of the
existence of humanity as such. Struggle would be con-
ducted for the purpose of replacing at the helm of
government or domination one of its groups with
another. It is not fortuitous that there were particular
jaws and limits of any struggle, going beyond the frame-
work of which was immoral. For the working class its
interests, the interests of class ‘struggle and the class
approach are ultimately not an end in themselves but a
means of the affirmation of ideals and values common to
all mankind. At the same time, when people speak of the
priority of the universal over the class, it is by no means
a question of a belittling of class interests and class tasks.
While having arisen in the soil of the universal, the class
acquires relative independence and cxerts a reverse
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- influence on all social development. The correlation
"between the universal and the class here is not only

- various and contradictory but is of a specific-historical
nature at various stages of society’s development. Thus
under current conditions there has been a certain shift in
the correlation of the universal and the class toward the
universal. :

The dialectics of the correlation between the universal
and the class also depend on the nature of the class
expressing interests common to all mankind. Whereas all
previous classes which struggled for power and ascended
to the helm of government pursued their selfish egotis-
tical interests and for this reason sooner or later inevi-
tably came into conflict with the interests of social
development, the proletariat is the sole class whose
_interests do not come into antagonistic conflict with the
general course of history. For this reason the universal is
realized therein most fully and consistently,

To begin with the fact that class interest may coincide
with universal interest and may, by virtue of its relative
independence and also because it contains specifically
class features, be contrary and opposed to it. This applies
particularly to -the exploiter classes, whose interests
sooner or later conflict with social interests. Neither is
the working class entirely free of the class-specific. And
what is true from the viewpoint of the working class at
present may not always be true in the future. This class
or the other, the proletanat mcluded is as yet far from
being all mankind, taken in the past and future, even less

so. No one class, only mankind itself, can fully express

‘the interests of all mankind. The working class may more
or less fully express the interests of society only at the
given stage of its development. Owing to this, there is

also the possibility of the noncoincidence of its specﬁ'c'

‘interests and the interests of the whole.

Far from every working class'is -capable of reflecting
universal interest. It could be a question of a working
class with a highly developed, and not economist trade-
unionist, consciousness and, in addition, of detachments
thereof which pursue a correct policy. It is well known
that individual detachments of the working class may
find themselves captive to ideology which is alien to the
interests of society and fascist ideology even. At the same
time a communist party and even a class could when
deciding this 'specific question or the other wrongly
evaluate the fundamental tasks of social development
and when tackling them either anticipate prematurely or,
on the contrary, lag behind the course of events, which
could lead to the disruption and counterpoise even of the
class and the universal. The conversion of the class into
the universal cannot be of an automatic nature. For this,
besides objective prerequisites, cerfain subjective pre-
requisites (degree of consciousness and organization of
the working class and so forth) are required also.

The nature and character of the nio:dem world and the
priority therein of values common 1o all mankind help
reveal the basic features of the new political thinking,
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which, in our opinion, is not exhausted merely by
international relations or the mutual relations of the two
world social systems. This political thinking represents a
new vision of the world as a whole brought about by the
new stage of the. development of human ‘society. In
accordance with this, the content of the new political
thinking includes primarily the pliority of the human
factor as the highest value since man is the measure of all
lhmgs and the criterion of progress.

Further, a chara’cteri_stic feature of this thinking is the
primacy of interests common to all mankind over
national and class intérests (in East-West, North-South
relations included) and, as a result, the subordination of
the interests of the part to the interests of the whole, to
the general struggle for the preservation and multiplica-
tion of human civilization. In addition, the content of
the new thinking includes consideration of the diversity
of human society in different regions and countries and
recognition of its inalienable right to “freedom of
choice”. The new thinking demands both a new standard
of human relations and, particularly, a respectful atti-
tude toward one people’s right to be unlike others.

M.S. Gorbachev said at the 19th All-Union Party Confer-
ence: “A key place in the new thinking is occupied by the
concept of freedom of choice. We are convinced of the
universality of this principle for international relations,
when the main, summary world problem is the very
survival of civilization. This concept has been brought into
being by the unprecedented and growing diversity of the
world. Weare witnessing such a phenomenon as the active
incorporation in world history of billions of people who
were for centuries outside of it” (3).

And inasmuch’ as each class and social group may
perform its historic mission and secure its own interests
merely to the extent that they express and embody the
interests of society as a whole, the struggle for the new
political thinking is a struggle for the particular historic
designs of the working class and other progressive forces
of the p]anet

Finally, masmuch as classes and other social groups are
an objective reality, consideration of their interests con-
stitutes an'important aspect of the new political thinking.
“In analyzing the modern world,” M.S. Gorbachev said,
“we will have a clearer picture of the fact that interna-
tional relations are realized increasingly, without losing
their class character, as relations precisely between peo-
ples. We have ascertained thé growing role in world
affairs of peoples, nations and the new national forma-
tions which are taking shapé. And this presupposes that
the diversity of interests has to be reckoned with in
international affairs. Consideration thereof is an impor-
tant element of the new political thinking” (3).

Sometimes the priority of the universal over the class is
interpreted in such a way that renunciation of the
struggle for the progressive ideals and interests of the
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working class and other social forces is necessary in the
name of the universal. This is a mistaken idea. The
priority nature of values common to all mankind by no
means signifies any disparagement of class interests and
renunciation of the struggle for their realization. On the
" contrary, the dialectical character of the problem is that
the realization of values common to all mankind is not of
an automatic nature since many classes and social
groups, including those adhering to reactionary posi-
tions, claim to reflect them. For this reason only the

- WORLDWIDE TOPICS
of the opportuﬁ’ilies for the p‘eacéful coopefalion and

mutual relations of different states in the atmosphere of
the unceasing rivalry of the different social systems. This

- means that.it is necessary,-without abandoning revolu-

active assertion of the interests of the progressive classes -

can ensure the triumph of ideals common to all man-
.kind. It follows from this that the priority of the uni-
versal not only does not impose an absolute ban on the
class struggle and does not entail passivity in the realiza-
tion of the progressive ideals of classes, nations and
social groups but also presupposes such a struggle against
" :the forces of reaction in the name of the speediest
accomplishment of goals and ideals common to all
mankind. It is merely a question of the fact that the
forms and methods of such a struggle depend on the
specific-historical situation. : '

~Under current conditions, as M.S. Gorbachev has
observed, an objective limit to class confrontation in the
international arena has emerged: it is the threat of
all-annihilation. An interest common to all mankind has
arisefi—averting this threat from civilization.

In fact, the highest prevailing requirement of mankind is
that of self-preservation and self-realization. All other
requirements are ultimately subordinate to it. Conse-
quently, the interests of classes and all social groups,
those which are called on in their activity to realize
interests common to all mankind the more so, should be
subordinate to this requirement. In this connection the
peaceful coexistence of states with different systems is
also testimony to the fact that there are more funda-
mental laws associated with the self-preservation of
mankind as a species, which take precedence over the
laws of production and historical laws, the product of
which the different social systems are.

Inasmuch as the effect of the activity precisely of the
working class is ultimately determined by the extent to
which it pursues and realizes interest common to all
mankind, its specific purpose now and the purpose of
real socialism is to contribute in the best and most
consistéent form to the accomplishment of the historic
task of mankind’s survival. Nor can other progressive
social forces be exempted from this function.

The essence of the new political thinking consists also of
‘the ability not only in theory but in practice also to
“combine” various opposites. V.I. Lenin once spoke
about the art of combining various opposites under the

tionary policy. to at the same time pursue it such that it
contribute to the cohesion of forces for the struggle for
peace and social ‘progress. Both extremes are unaccept-
able and dangerous here: both the renunciation of revo-
lutionary policy and disregard for the interests of the
struggle against the nuclear threat. o

Under current conditions, when th_e"tr'end toward the
unity and wholeness of the world has strengthened and

“ when the need for the survival of mankind jis of para-

. conditions of the transitional period within the frame- .

work of individual countriés. These tasks now confront
with particular seriousness the communist parties in the
internatiohal arena also. Specifically, this means a
capacity for ascertaining and making the maximum use

mount importance, there is increasing speculation on the
part of all kinds of bourgeois and revisionist theoreti-
cians concerning the ways of settling the historic dispute
between socialism and capitalism and the -ways' of
resolving other _fundamental contradictions of "the
present ‘day. The most anti-communist theoreticians

“maintain that the proposition concerning survival is

unacceptable as long as communism exists. Whence their
reckless policy of global social revenge, which could
threaten the very existence of mankind and the civiliza-
tion which it has created. e »

We would note for fairness’ sake that in the past not
everything was done on our part either for implementa-
tion of the principles of peaceful coexistence. M.S.

" Gorbachev has said: **Learning from the past, it has to be

acknowledged that command-administrative methods
did not bypass the foreign policy sphere either. Even the
most important decisions would be adopted by a small
group of persons, without collective, all-dround’ exami-
nation and analysis, and sometimes without due consul-
tation with friends even. This led to an inappropriate
response to international events ard the policy of other
states and sometimes to wrong decisions. Unfortunately,
it was not always considered what this action or the other
would cost the people and in what it could result™ 3).

There are also other views, the essence of which is that it
is necessary in the name of the preservation of the life of
mankind to disregard class disagreements and abandon
the defense of socialist: ideals and the interests of the
working class. Such a policy would essentially mean in
practice .renunciation of the struggle for the progress of
mankind and preservation of the status quo sine die.

While seeking the accomplishment of tasks common to
all mankind the communist and workers parties cannot
disregard and forget about the specific interests of the
working class and the progressive forces of this part of
the world or the other, region and country. All-around
consideration of specific conditioris, the stage this social
movement or the other is at and its nature and also the
scriousness of ‘the social contradictions themselves are
also part of the content of the new political thinking.
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There inevitably arises the question: does peaceful coex-
istence continue under current conditions to be a specific
form of the class struggle? It is hardly correct to conclude
that peaceful coexistence has lost its class character.
After all, there remain different social systems and
different classes, as also different ideologies and values
‘by which the peoples are guided. And, consequently,
class contradictions remain also. It is important, how-
ever, that these contradictions be resolved under condi-
tions of the unconditional unacceptability of nuclear
war, under conditions of the peaceful interaction, coop-
eration and mutual influence of states wnh different
systems.

At the same time, however, peaceful coexistence cannot
be reduced to a particular form of the class struggle of
socialism and capitalism. It is based on such principles
as nonaggression, respect for sovereignty and national
independence, noninterference in internal affairs and so
forth. In addition, as E.A. Shevardnadze observed, *‘the
strugglé of the two opposite systems is no longer the
determining trend of the modern era. Decisive signifi-
cance at the current stage is attached to the capacity for
building up at an accelerated pace on -the basis of
progressive science and high engineering and technology
material benefits and distributing them fairly and by
joint efforts cultivating and protecting the resources
necessary for mankind’s self-survival” (4).

The new political thinking demands the establishment in
international relations of a new criterion of the accept-
ability of this military, political,-economic and ideolog-
ical action or the other—the extent to which it contrib-
utes to the survival of mankind. Otherwise the struggle of
antagonistic systems could culminate not in the victory
of progressive social forces but lead to the mutual
annihilation of all mankind.

There is a change also in this connection in the correla-
tion between the struggle for peace and democracy and
the struggle for socialism. Of course, under all conditions
only realization of the fundamental interests of the
working class may ensure the consistent accomplishment
of tasks common to all mankind in the struggle for peace
and the progress of humanity. However, whereas previ-
ously a condition of the accomplishment of fundamental
tasks pertaining to the democratic transformation of
society was the accomplishment of class tasks of the
working class, now the struggle for peace and the accom-
plishment of tasks common to all mankind of survival
and so forth is a condition of the accomplishment of the
fundamental class tasks of the proletariat.

In connection with the move to the forefront of tasks
common to all mankind a certain convergence of
morality and policy and moral and social tasks is under
way under current conditions. The point being that
morality as such, as a reflection of the general generic
laws contained in the naturc of man himself, deter-
mines—variously and with different consequences,
depending on specific social conditions—the rules of
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human community life at all times and in all countries.
Moral rules and principles, although at a particular stage
acquiring a class aspect, are to a large extent character-
ized by content common to all mankind. As far as policy,
however, is concerned., it is the product primarily of the
specific conditions in which society develops in a partic-
ular period of its history and, consequently of ‘the
interests of this class or the other.

Owing to the low level of development of production and
the domination of antagonistic relations, at a particular
stage of history moral rules and principles common to all
mankind could not be fully realized. The interests of
society as a whole dictated one thing, the specific condi-
tions in which it found itself, something directly oppo-
site. Reflecting these specific conditions and the interests
of the exploiter classes, policy was in opposition to
nationwide moral standards and was to a considerable
extent of an amoral nature.

Under current conditions, when the struggle for peace
and social progress are converging and when the class has
more than ever to proceed from the universal, policy is
having increasingly to be constructed on moral princi-
ples and to proceed from them.

To understand the essence of global problems it is
essential, it would seem to us, to go beyond the frame-
work of classes and individual formations even and also
overcome the well-known outline set forth in the *“Short
Course in the History of the All-Russian Communist
Party (Bolshevik),” according to which population, the
mode of material production and the geographical
sphere are seen as isolated components ranged alongside
one another. It is usually considered that global problems
are ones which: a) essentially affect the interests of all

‘mankind; b) assume a world nature, encompassing all

the main regions of the Earth; c) require for their
solution the international cooperation of all or a
majority of peoples of the world. These criteria are of
importance for an analysis of global problems and their
classification. At the same time the said criteria are
chiefly of a quantitative, and not qualitative, nature. It is
not entirely clear from them what the cause of the global
problems which have arisen is, what their class content is
and what their difference is from social problems, which
are also confronting mankind and are of a general nature
(the struggle against exploitation, oppression and so
forth, for examplc)

In order to approach an analysis of the essence ofgloba]
problems, it is necessary to proceed from the fact that the
modec of production of material benefits, the population
and the geographical sphere in which peoplé engage in
their production actjvity are not components which are
isolated from and ranged alongside one another. They
represent a certain integrally initeracting system, which is
called  the mode of production of social life. As distinct
from the mode of production of material benefits repre-
senting a sum total of the productive forces and produc-
tion relations. th¢ mode of production of social life
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encompasses all three' above-mentioned componcnts.
Whereas the mode of material production reflects merely
one, the production, sphere of human activity, the mode
of production of social life reflects all aspects of this
- activity. Just as the law of correspondence operates
‘within the framework of the mode of material produc-
tion between the productive forces and production rela-
tions, correspondence is required also, although in dis-
tinctive form, among the three components of the mode
of production of social life. :

All the problems mankind is encountering under current
conditions are of a social nature. They are all born of the
contradictions in people’s modus vivendi and affect
their interests in one way or another. The majority of
them are inseparably connected with the existence of the
exploiter system. They are all interwoven. In particular,
the global problems of the present day may be tackled
only via the solution of fundamental social problems. At
_ the 'same time, in our opinion, it would be expedient
subdividing the problems which confront modern man
into two basic types of problems. Some are born of the
conflict within the framework of the material mode of
production between the productive forces and capitalist
production relations, which have lagged behind the level
of development of the modern productive forces. Among
these are the problem of struggle against big capitalist
private’ ownership, man’s' exploitation of man, the
struggle for the establishment of social justice, the
struggle against national oppression, neocolonialism and
so forth. A characteristic feature of these problems is the
fact that they are born of the capitalist mode of produc-
tion, affect man’s social essence and for this reason may
be solved as a result of the elimination of the capitalist
system and transition to socialism.

The second type of social problems (so-called global
problems) is caused by the conflict not only within the
‘material production mode but also, which is particularly
important, by the conflict between the human factor and
the material production mode as a whole and between
the material production mode and the geographical
sphere. = ‘

“Although the social and global problems are of a public '

nature and cannot be counterposed, global problems
should, nonetheless, be distinguished from the above-
mentioned fundamen;al social problems of capitalism.

The global problems of the present day affect, first, the
inner nature of man himself, putting his very existence in
doubt. Second, they encompass his environment and his
relations with nature. In other words, whereas social
‘problems are associated chiefly with people’s mutual
relations, global problems are, besides this, further asso-
ciated with the problem of people’s attitude toward
nature, both that surrounding them and the particular
nature of man himself, that is, they affect ““man-technol-
‘ogy,” “man-nature” and “technology-nature” relations
within the framework of the mode of production of
social life as a whole. - -
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It is evidently nccessary from thesc standpoints to
approach also the content of the crisis of civilization,
about which much has been written recently. In fact,if it
is recognized that there is a crisis of the whole of
civilization, it is necessary, consequently, 10 change all

“its parts and achievements. Of course, there is a crisis of

particular conditions, which is manifested in social and
global problems and which is of not a provincial, not a
local and not even a regional but of a world nature. This
crisis is not associated merely with some one class and
social system even, although it is realized specifically
through them and in them. At the same time, however, it
is not a crisis of the whole of world civilization since it
does not affect such most important conquests thereof as
language, literature, progressive culture, many achieve-
ments of technical progress and so forth.

Of what kind of crisis in this case are we dealihg‘? It could
be a question both not of a general crisis of capitalism

-alone and not of a crisis of all of world civilization. We

should evidently understand by crisis of civilization a
crisis of modern industrial civilization, which is in

conflict with the ‘interests of social development and

requires replacement by a new S&T civilization.” -

Does the history of society know of such global crises?
Yes, it does. .’ , \ o

The gathéring mode of the production of ‘social life,
which was replaced by the farming, and the latter, by the
industrial, mode, once came into conflict with the devel-
opment of society. Having exhausted its possibilities, the
industrial mode of production also is now in a whole
number of countries demanding replacement by a new,

" more consummate—S&T—mode of the production of

social life based on robotization, computerization, bio-

technology. new social practices and a solicitous,jealous

attitude both toward surrounding nature and man him-

self, which will lead to the establishment of the adequacy

of social relations both with intrinsic human nature and

the surrounding environment. o S
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[Text] A contradictory but interrelated, largely wholistic
world is being created today. It has two inherent dialecti-
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historical opposition of two systems, and on the other—
the growing tendency toward interrelation of states in the
world community. In the context of these two tendencies,
the class and all-human interests are correlated differently
than they were in the past prior to the mid-20th century.
Under current conditions, the correct understanding of
their dialectic has taken on a truly fateful importance for
working out strategy and tactics in world politics. The
guestion of combining class and all- human principles in
real world development, and consequently in politics, was
emphasized at the February (1988) CPSU Central Com-
mittee Plenum. This is a basic theoretical question which
has sharply arisen both before Marxists and before their
opponents. An in-depth clarification of this problem by
the officers of the Soviet Armed Forces would facilitate
_their deeper understandmg of the current CPSU defense
policy. :

In the second half of the 20th century, basic socio-
economic, political and scientific-technical changes took
place on our planet. The world system of socialism
emerged. The colonial empire fell, and in the place of the
former colonies tens of liberated states emerged whose
“voice came to be heard with ever-increasing force -in
“world politics. The waves of the scientific-technical
revolution are rising ever higher, accelerating social
progress and at the same time carrying a threat to the
very existence of life on Earth. Mankind is faced in full
force with global problems which were hitherto
unknown, and whose solution requires immediate action
on the part of large and small peoples alike. All this could
not help but be reflected in the content of international
relations and in the correlation of class and all human
interests within them. .

The CPSU, considering the new realities. restored-in its
laws the Marxist-Leninist thesis about the priority of
all-human values and interests over class, group, or
individual values and interests. K. Marx noted that
all-human interests, or the interests of mankind, “always
blaze their trail at the expense of individual interests...”
(K. Marx and F. Engels, “Works™, Vol 26, Part 11, p 123),
coinciding with the interests of specific individuals who
comprise the most progressive classes. Applying this idea
to the relation of all-human interests to the interests of
the working class, V. I. Lenin back in 1899 formulated
the thesis that “from the standpoint of the basic ideas of
Marxism, the interests of social developmerit are higher
than the interests of the proletariat—the interests of the
whole worker’s movement in its entirety are higher than
the interests of an individual stratum of workers or
individual moments of the movement...” (Collected
Works, Vol 4, p 220). And this is as it should be, since the
part must correlate with the whole, and not vice versa.

Within the channe! of these ideas, the CPSU .came to the
conclusion that under current conditions, when a real
threat of destruction of mankind has arisen and con-
tinues to exist, the class antagonism between the world
“ bourgeoisic and the world working class must not
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become a detonator for inter-state cataclysms. There-
forc, in the new cdition of the CPSU Program, the thesis
that- pcaceful cocxistence is a specific form of class
struggle between socialism and capitalism which was
contained in the program document adopted at the 22nd
Party Congress 