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Editorial notes

Welcome, readers, to the final instalment of the
Australian Marxist Review for 2016. In the months lead-
ing up to the publication of issue #63, two international
conferences were held that are of great relevance and
interest to Communists around the world. They were
the 7th World Socialism Forum (WSF) and the 18th
International Meeting of Communist and Workers’
Parties (IMCWP). This issue is dedicated to making a
selection of the speeches and proceedings of those meet-
ings available to our readers.

The issue opens with Bob Briton and Michael Hooper’s
written contribution to the WSF entitled “Reliable friends
of China”. Their article provides an analysis of the po-
sitions towards China held by domestic political forces
in Australia and argues that the best way for China and
other socialist countries to lessen the impact of the cur-
rent imperialist onslaught is to support the strengthening
of Communist parties in the capitalist world.

Capitalism poses an existential threat to humanity, in-
cluding as a result of its rapacious destruction of our
environment. The socialist countries, on the other hand,
hold the promise of a new kind of relationship with the
environment that will ensure humanity’s future. Wadi’h
Halabi, in his article “Away with all pests: Ecological
agriculture as policy will strengthen Marxism and pro-
mote ecological civilisation”, explains how ecological
agriculture is the way forward for Socialist societies and
how two such societies, China and Cuba are already co-
operating to protect the environment and provide food
security to their respective peoples.

China’s reform process is controversial to say the least.
Questions of to what degree particular reforms may be
pursued before they lead to outright capitalist restora-
tion are debateable. Feng Daojie takes up this question
in “Several ‘degrees’ to be grasped in the deepening
of reform”, providing a Chinese perspective into the
qualitative changes to seek or avoid as the Chinese
Government and Party seek their own mixed economic
road to Socialism.

The South African Communist Party (SACP) has trav-
elled a long and difficult road to reach the position it
holds today. Gregory Houston in “The South African
Communist Party in the context of the collapse of social-
ism in the Soviet Union” presents the historical experi-
ence of the SACP, their traditional relationship with the
socialist world and how they adapted to face the difficult
situation following the collapse of the Soviet Union and
the peoples’ democracies. As a result of their own in-
novative practices, the SACP was one of the only parties
in the world that managed to grow through that difficult
period of the collapse.

With reference to Mao Ze Dong, Michael Hooper in
his speech, “The task of our time”, made clear that the
imperialists will never give up on their dream of crush-
ing Socialist China. This final contribution to the 7th
World Socialism Forum featured in Issue #63 presents
overwhelming evidence as to the evil intent of US im-
perialism and lays out a potential course that the CPC
could follow in defence of their revolution: international
cooperation in strengthening communist parties in the
imperialist world to pressure their own governments to
weaken anti-Chinese policy and action.

Approximately one week after the conclusion of the 7th
World Socialism Forum in Beijing, the 18th International
Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties was held in
Hanoi. In this issue, we present two contributions made
respectively by the Portuguese Communist Party and
the Tudeh Party of Iran. Both contributions offer the in-
sights and analysis of these parties regarding the specific
national conditions of their domestic struggle, the inter-
national situation where imperialism is on the offensive
and the need for real solidarity and cooperation between
Communist Parties.

The Editorial Board of the Australian Marxist Review
wishes all readers a happy holiday season and hopes that
comrades will be well rested for another year of struggle
in2017!



Reliable friends of China

Bob Briton, General Secretary of the Communist Party of Australia

Michael Hooper, Assistant-Editor of the Australian Marxist Review

For many years, the Communist Party of Australia
(CPA) has been drawing attention to the drive of US
imperialism to isolate, encircle, disrupt and, eventually,
dismember and exploit the People’s Republic of China.
The US has sought to exclude China from trade arrange-
ments and applied pressure to its allies to do the same.
It has ignored and then abused international institutions
such as the United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea (UNCLOS) in a flagrant and hypocritical man-
ner to attack the interests of China, including those in the
South China Sea.

The US administration has funded a range of essentially
subversive organisations like the National Endowment
for Democracy (NED) to destabilise governments
around the world who do not submit to its geopolitical
and economic diktat. It gave $5.3 million to “democra-
cy” activists in mainland China and additional millions
to anti-Party forces in Xinjiang, Tibet and Hong Kong.
The NED gave Liu Xiaobo’s organisations, Independent
Chinese PEN Centre and Democratic China, approxi-
mately $1 million from 2004 to 2007. These are just
some of the public examples from a single US actor.

The CPA has consistently drawn attention to the reac-
tionary agenda of the US and its threat to progress and
peace. Countries in the region have shown different
levels of complicity, compliance or resistance to pres-
sure from the US to join a war-fighting alliance against
China. Different political forces in the various countries
can take different positions on these questions of war and
peace. Though Australia is locked into an alliance with
the US, the situation is no different from its neighbours
with regard to the range of opinion and contradictions
developing within the political life of the country about
relations with the People’s Republic of China.

Who are China’s
friends in Australia?

The Australian political process is dominated by two
major parties: The Australian Labor Party (ALP) and
the Liberal Party. Although these parties developed
from separate roots and historically displayed slightly
different stances on major issues, they share an un-
shakeable dedication to representing the ruling class.
In relation to China, they pursue the same basic policy

of: unconditional support for the US, lip service to eco-
nomic cooperation with China while blocking Chinese
investment and interfering in China’s affairs under the
cover of democracy and human rights.

In 2009, while the ALP was the ruling party in the
Australian parliament, two attempts by Chinese com-
panies to buy Australian mines were blocked on the
grounds of “national security”!%2. In 2012, Huawei was
in the lead to win a bid to work on Australia’s National
Broadband Network, a once in a generation infrastruc-
ture project, but was also rejected by the ALP-lead
federal government for national security reasons®. The
Liberal Party defeated the ALP in the 2013 federal elec-
tion and upon taking government, continued to block
Huawei from participating in the NBN*&3, Huawei, and
by extension all Chinese telecommunications compa-
nies, are labelled a security threat and even harassed out
of the US market over fraudulent spying claims®. Yet no
such ban is placed on US companies, even though the
National Security Agency admitted to placing millions
of spy tools into US produced routers for export’. Over
the last two years, the Liberal Party-led federal govern-
ment has blocked two more major Chinese investments,
a large cattle farm and the Ausgrid power infrastructure,
in NSW with the same flimsy excuse of national security.

The anti-Chinese position of the two major parties
becomes even clearer when their policy towards the
United States is examined. Both parties are uncondi-
tionally supportive of Australia’s military alliance with
the United States. Australia hosts 30 US military in-
stallations including a base for 2,500 US marines and
a major electronic spy station at Pine Gap that controls

1 www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/australiaandthepacific/
australia/5061446/Australia-blocks-Chinese-takeover-of-sensitive-mine.html

2 www.smh.com.au/business/world-business/australia-blocked-china-
investment-on-supply-concerns-20110214-1au8x.html

3 www.smh.com.au/federal-politics/political-news/china-company-ban-puts-
trade-relations-at-risk-20120326-1vunh.html

4 www.smh.com.au/federal-politics/political-news/joe-hockey-says-no-to-
huawei-investment-in-nbn-20131029-2wf1f.html

5 www.smh.com.au/business/china/huawei--ban-threat-to-free-trade-deal-
20131030-2wfy8.html

6 www.theguardian.com/books/2014/may/12/glenn-greenwald-nsa-tampers-
us-internet-routers-snowden

7 ibid



US spy satellites as they pass over China®®’. In Defence
White Papers, government documents that describe
Australia’s defence policy and planning, China has been
labelled a threat!®. A government official responsible for
the production of the 2016 Defence White Paper com-
mented: “(The) aim of the policy is to equip the ADF
to make meaningful contributions in maritime SE Asia
with the strategic defence objective of contributing to
international coalitions to maintain a rules-based global
order”!'. A rules-based global order is code for the status
quo of US imperialist domination, so translated out of
double-speak, the goal of Australian defence policy is to
band together with US allies to enforce US imperialism,
specifically in the South China Sea.

In recent years, Australia has been drawn further into
the US alliance with the stationing of US marines in
Australia’s north'? and has encouraged the milita-
risation of other US allies in the region. Australia’s
Foreign Minister, Julie Bishop, welcomed moves by the
Japanese government to re-militarise, stating: “Australia
fully supports reforms that increase Japan’s role in our
shared interests in regional and international peace and
security”!’. Remember that the “shared interests” of
US allies are to maintain a “rules-based global order”
while regional security in this instance means continued
US hegemony. If the subservient role to the US that the
major parties advocate weren’t clear enough, in 2015,
US president Obama publicly criticised Australian
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnball for not informing him
in advance about the sale of a civilian port in Australia to
a Chinese company'#!

Anti-Chinese attacks by the major parties are not lim-
ited to economic sabotage and military preparations; the
ideological realm is also key. Spokespersons of both par-
ties use concepts of bourgeoisie democracy and human
rights, as weapons when discussing China. Australia re-
cently joined other US allies, including Japan, in Geneva
to condemn “human rights abuses” in China'>. Former
Prime Minister Kevin Rudd, a China expert and fluent
Mandarin speaker, used his language skills and knowl-

8 Communist Party of Australia, Political Resolutions, p.27

9 Middleton, Hannah (2009). “The Campaign against US military bases in
Australia”. In Blanchard, Lynda-ann; Chan, Leah. Ending War, Building Peace.
Sydney University Press. pp. 125-126.

10www.smh.com.au/national/chinas-fury-at-defence-paper-
20101209-18rel.html

11www.afr.com/news/policy/defence/walker-on-richardson-head-here-
20160317-gnlaud

12www.smh.com.au/comment/as-us-marines-arrive-in-darwin-australia-must-
consider-its-strategic-position-20160422-goco5s.html

13www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2015/sep/19/julie-bishop-welcomes-
japan-reforms-which-could-see-its-troops-fight-abroad

14www.afr.com/news/politics/let-us-know-next-time-how-obama-chided-
turnbull-over-darwin-port-sale-20151118-gl1gkg

15www.smh.com.au/world/australia-joins-concerned-nations-to-condemn-
china-on-human-rights-20160311-gngjvb.html

edge of China to criticise the Chinese government over
supposed human rights problems in Tibet'® while speak-
ing to a gathering of students at Qinghua University.
He used the Chinese concept of “Zhengyou”!’, a “true
friend” to mask his delivery of anti-Chinese government
propaganda to the future elites of the country, planting
the seeds of domestic counter-revolution.

The Australian political scene is also composed of minor
parties with varying degrees of influence; however all of
these parties express anti-Chinese sentiments. The larg-
est independent minor party is The Greens. Nominally a
left-wing party, it focuses on environmental and social
justice issues. While generally progressive on domestic
issues, The Greens take a hard-line anti-Chinese stance
in regard to Tibet, Xinjiang, the Dalai Lama and any
other “human rights” issues'® 1?42, The founder of The
Greens used his first and last speeches in parliament to
raise the Tibet issue. The Greens also welcomed the de-
cision by The Hague, denying all of China’s claims to
territory in the South China Sea, and called on all sides
to abide by the decision?'.

The other minor parties and individuals who hold seats
in Australia’s parliament are largely right wing. They too
hold anti-Chinese government positions however they
are typically motived by anti-Chinese racism rather than
faux human rights. Clive Palmer, leader of the Palmer
United Party (PuP), publicly called the Chinese govern-
ment “bastards” and “mongrels”??. Palmer was quoted
onnational TV saying: “I am saying that because they are
Communists, because they shoot their own people, they
haven’t got a justice system and they want to take over
this country”?. Jacqui Lambie, a former PuP and now
independent Senator, said: “The Communist Chinese
military capacity and level of threat to the western
world democracies is at an unprecedented and histori-
cal high”?. Even supposedly “centrist” candidates such
as the Xenophon Team advocate strongly anti-Chinese
policy. This group of senators are strongly opposed to
Chinese investment such as the proposed Kidman and

16www.theage.com.au/news/national/rudd-confronts-china-on-human-
rights/2008/04/09/1207420486421.html

17www.theaustralian.com.au/news/kevin-rudds-speech-at-beijing-uni/story-
e6frgbn6-1111116015758?nk=83ed0e8b64e397c985e6b320211563
cc-1473569783

18bob-brown.greensmps.org.au/content/news-stories/turning-blind-eye-china

19bob-brown.greensmps.org.au/content/media-releases/tibet-motion-passes-
senate

20greensmps.org.au/category/issues-tags/tibet?page=1
21greens.org.au/news/wa/greens-welcome-un-court-decision-south-china-sea

22www.abc.net.au/news/2014-08-19/government-extending-olive-branch-to-
china-after-palmer-tirade/5681118

23www.sbs.com.au/news/article/2014/08/19/lambie-warns-chinese-invasion-
threat

24ibid



Ausgrid sales?%2, They also strongly support increases
in Australia’s submarine fleet, which would of course be
used to help contain China?’.

Finally, the ultra-left parties and Trotskyite groupings
are all vehemently anti-Chinese. Trotskyite groups first
appeared in Australia in the 1930s. They remained small
and isolated though two early members went on to make
history. CIA-connected Laurie Short went on to defeat
the Communist leadership of the Federated [ronworkers
Association (as the union was then known) and estab-
lish a yellow, right-wing union in a key industry. John
Kerr later became the Governor-General of the country
and dismissed the government of Prime Minister Gough
Whitlam. From 1972-1975 it had a record of important
pro-people reform and foreign policy shifts, including
the early recognition of the People’s Republic of China.

Well-resourced Trotskyite groups began to appear in the
late 1960s. They attached themselves to the anti-Viet-
nam war protest movement. They had their greatest suc-
cess in recruiting among university students on the basis
of ultra-left political slogans and anti-Communism. The
consolidation of these groups was a setback from which
the left has not fully recovered. They distract many with
their seemingly ‘“radical” activities and publications
but, most importantly, take positions very helpful to
imperialism.

Trotskyite groups backed the dismemberment of
Yugoslavia. They supported a NATO-imposed “no-fly
zone” over Libya in that country’s dying days. Today
they support the opposition to President Assad in Syria,
claiming that the US puppet “Free Syrian Army” is large-
ly a progressive force. They support “independence” for
Tibet and maintain campaigns of disinformation from a
phoney “left” perspective regarding the recent history of
China.

One group, the Socialist Alliance, attacks the economic
course pursued by China while supporting essentially
identical changes in the Socialist Republic of Vietnam.
One former leader of a Trotskyite group was in Beijing
and participated in the anti-government disturbances of
June 1989. The effect of all of this meddling is to di-
vide and confuse the left of our country at the same time
as it is receiving heavy blows from the political right
that dominates in state and federal governments and the
media.

25www.afr.com/business/energy/electricity/nick-xenophon-demands-more-
clarity-before-ausgrid-sale-to-chinese-firm-20160718-gg8m45

26www.adelaidenow.com.au/news/south-australia/nick-xenophon-vows-
election-brawl-over-selloff-of-skidmans-sa-cattle-empire-to-china/news-
story/aff2acb23468e24994dc688e99799¢39?nk=bcf10f63e4bac2c452a6652
bdefb5bdc-1473418153

27www.abc.net.au/news/2015-09-15/nick-xenophon-writes-to-malcolm-
turnbull-on-sa-submarines/6776498

From big to small, far right-wing to ultra-left and eve-
rywhere in between, every party in Australian politics,
except for one, is opposed to the Chinese government
and the Peoples’ Republic of China.

What is to be done?

The evidence presented to us by history and by current
events reaffirms a basic truth: the United States, as the
chief imperialist nation, is fundamentally opposed to the
peaceful rise of Socialist China and the continued exist-
ence of the Communist Party of China. The imperialists
are not interested in mutual benefit and they cannot be
defeated militarily. So what is to be done?

One proven moderating influence on the policy of impe-
rialist countries is mass political campaigns by progres-
sive domestic political forces.

When Australia was locked into the carnage of the First
World War by its subservience to British Imperialism,
popular forces successfully rallied to defeat the fed-
eral government’s plan to impose conscription. In the
lead-up to the Second World War, Australia was sell-
ing pig iron to Japan that was used to make weapons to
slaughter the Chinese people?®. Ted Roach, a Communist
Party of Australia member and union leader, led water-
side workers in refusing to load war materials on ships
destined for Japan®. Other waterside workers followed
suit and Australian shipments of war material to Japan
dropped. This is an early example of a common trend in
Australian union history; Communist-lead unions fight-
ing for social justice.

The US-led invasion of Vietnam, which Australian
soldiers took part in, was ultimately defeated substan-
tially by the resistance of the people of Vietnam, and by
the peace movement in the imperialist countries. The
Liberal government, which had held office for 22 years,
was defeated by mass opposition to Australia’s role in
the Vietnam War. Upon winning the election, the new
Whitlam labour government withdrew Australian forces
from Vietnam. This new government, which took of-
fice in a climate of Communist-led labour unions and
successful public campaigns for social justice causes,
finally recognised the Peoples’ Republic of China.

More recently, Communist Party of Australia members
joined other peace activists to form a united front against
the South Australian government’s plans to turn this
state into a centre of weapons production. This united
front successfully shut down the Asia Pacific Defence
Security Expo in 2008, deeply embarrassing the govern-
ment who had widely publicised the event. Party cadres

28asslh.org.au/hummer/vol-3-no-2/dalfram-pig-iron/

29workinglife.org.au/2013/11/22/the-wharfies-who-stopped-pig-iron-bob/



are now at the core of a new movement to prevent South
Australia from becoming a nuclear waste dump site,
and by extension, opposing the expansion of the nuclear
industry.

There is a growing resentment among working
Australians today about the export of their jobs and
their replacement domestically by migrant workers.
Australian workers are also angered by the actions of
Chinese companies such as Yuanda, which imported
deadly asbestos building materials, exposing them in the
process. These are legitimate concerns but they are being
hijacked by right-wing forces and turned into a racist
criticism of China and Chinese people. Among the very
few forces standing against the racist line is the CFMEU
(the union which covers building workers), which has a
history of Communist leadership and whose leadership
still includes a number of Communist Party members.

Progressive social forces and groupings including the
Communist Party of Australia have forced Australian
governments to curtail specific reactionary policies in
the past and is working now in the peace, environment
and labour movements to build popular support for pro-
gressive positions.

Helping others to help oneself

The major weakness of the imperialist countries is inter-
nal. Real life experience has proved that united action
by the working masses can force policy changes, even
if they don’t change the nature of those states. However,
these forces need to be led by a party with a firm political
stance in favour of Socialism and the Socialist countries;

otherwise they will succumb to ideological confusion or
infiltration by the rest of the Australian political spec-
trum which is firmly anti-Communist.

So, what should China do to minimise the threat of the
imperialist countries? The Chinese government and the
Communist Party of China should focus on strengthen-
ing Communist parties in the imperialist countries.

These parties have been weakened by the retreat of
Socialism since the *90s and the collapse of the Socialist
World. Vital support from the Soviet Union disappeared
and the class enemy has grown bolder. These Communist
parties have the potential to be more effective defend-
ers of peace and solidarity with the People’s Republic
of China but they need a critical mass of support before
they can do this.

The Chinese government and CPC could consider the
following:

* Host cadre training schools and invite Communists from
abroad to attend. These schools should teach cadres both
Marxist-Leninist theory and practical political skills such
as secure communications and how to avoid arrest.

* Host technical training in graphic design, video editing,
social media, public speaking, accounting, printing,
photography and other basic skills required for political
action.

* Provide materials tailored to the individual country’s
situation that argues the Chinese case on foreign affairs
issues.

Communist Parties are the strongest and most reliable
voices for defending China’s interests. They are the only
force that will willingly lead people onto the streets to
shut down the aggressive policy of imperialist countries



against China. Despite their small size, they have already
achieved much more than their numbers would suggest.
A small commitment from a Chinese perspective would
make a big difference by helping to create suitable cir-
cumstances for China’s peaceful rise.

Is doing nothing
an alternative?

The idea of showing such support to Communist parties
in the capitalist world is not a new or outrageous one.
Socialist countries have historically provided vital aid
to the struggles of peoples around the world against the
class enemy. China itself provided much needed aid to
struggles in Korea, Vietnam, Algeria, the Philippines and
a large number of African countries. Despite this glori-
ous tradition of Marxist-Leninist internationalism, mod-
ern Chinese scholars and officials appear to be shocked
by the suggestion that the CPC should give assistance to
foreign Communist parties.

The first and perhaps most common objection to sup-
porting the Communist parties of other countries is that
this would constitute interference in their internal af-
fairs or in the affairs of foreign countries. This is a mis-
guided view. China’s purchasing of large quantities of
Australian commodities has an enormous effect on the
Australian economy and follow-on effects on Australian
politics. Chinese officials have denounced the actions of
the Australian government, an action which is considered
to be interference in internal affairs when US officials do
the same to their Chinese counterparts. While imperialist
countries spend hundreds of millions of dollars funding
anti-Communist agents, organisations and action within
China, how can Chinese comrades continue to be afraid
of offending the imperialists?

Itis incorrect to view support as interference in the affairs
of foreign parties. Training, education and financial sup-
port does not necessitate hegemonic relations between
parties, nor does it even imply a one-way relationship
of giving. The cooperation suggested by this paper is in
fact one of mutual benefit. Foreign Communist parties
receive an essential boost, helping them build to a criti-
cal mass where they can become major political play-
ers in their home countries. The CPC gains powerful,
valuable allies in the capitalist world who will put strong
pressure on the governments of the imperialist world to
moderate their anti-Chinese policy.

Other naysayers complain that supporting fraternal
Communist parties will be seen as provocative, adding
fuel to the propaganda assault by imperialist countries
against China. A great Australian Communist once said
that we can’t expect the enemy to ever have a good word
for us. It does not matter what the Communist Party or

the Peoples’ Government does, it will always be the tar-
get of lies, vitriol and rumour. So it is pointless to try
and appease the propaganda apparatus of the enemy; it
will not be appeased until the destruction of socialism
in China and the enslavement of the Chinese people to
international capital. Instead of appeasement, we need to
assertively fight back and use all methods at our disposal
to win the ideological battle.

A similar claim is that Communist parties will appear
compromised if it becomes known they accept money
from the CPC. This is similarly naive. It is generally
assumed in the West that local Communist parties are
merely puppets of larger Communist parties, such as the
former Communist Party of the Soviet Union. One of the
authors of this paper met with a very knowledgeable ex-
pert on Chinese politics and when the topic of the lack of
cooperation between the CPC and the Communist Party
of Australia was raised he was shocked that we don’t
receive training and other support!

Finally, more realistic observers may comment that
China should support foreign forces but they should only
choose parties that are already strong in each country.
They may suggest political donations to the Australian
Labor Party or Liberal Party as these are the two big-
gest parties in the country. This would be a good idea
if these parties weren’t already deeply wedded to the
ruling class of Australia and know which interests they
serve. Both parties, while in government, give honeyed
speeches about the value of the Australia-China rela-
tionship but their policy shows their real agenda. As has
been demonstrated in the previous section, both parties
have entangled Australia ever deeper in the US alliance,
use “human rights” to attack China and hypocritically
support the decisions of international bodies to raise ten-
sions in the region.

Instead of attempting to influence parties that are already
well paid to oppose China’s rise, it is much more valua-
ble to help China’s real friends to become more success-
ful. As they grow in strength, their influence grows and
their ability to defend China’s sovereignty and socialist
development is heightened.



Several “degrees” to be grasped
in the deepening of reform

Feng Daojie

Associate Professor at School of Marxism, Shandong University of Finance and Economics

Reform is fundamentally determined by basic contradic-
tions in a socialist society. In this sense, reform is the
direct driving force and runs through development in a
socialist society. The purpose of reform is, in essence,
to achieve self-development and improvement of the
socialist system, instead of changing its fundamental
character or destroying it. In deepening reform, we must
profoundly and soberly comprehend China’s historical
tradition and conditions, know the laws of social devel-
opment, enhance top-level design and overall planning
from the historical height of the overall situation of the
socialist cause and the great undertaking of the rejuve-
nation of the Chinese nation, and grasp the “degrees”
of comprehensively deepening reform. “Degree” is here
taken to mean the critical point between the upper and
lower limits of existence and development of things. A
thing can exist and develop if it is maintained within the
scope of “degree” between upper and lower limits, or
otherwise it will undergo qualitative changes. In com-
prehensively deepening reform, we must grasp several
crucial “degrees”, which are of vital significance for
present and future reform and development as well as
for the whole cause of socialism.

I. We should allow

private ownership but not
privatisation and must
guarantee the principal status
of the public economy.

The huge gap resulting from primary distribution of
non-public economy easily leads to polarisation of the
rich and the poor and sharp social contradictions; while
venality, the nature of capital, easily causes the breed-
ing and spread of various social evils, such as fraud and
the existence of counterfeit and inferior products, as well
as unsustainable development at the cost of resources
and the environment. The income gap between general
employees and employers in a private business is legal
polarisation. In a society with private ownership, the
control of the means of production provides the condi-
tions and possibility of exploitation. The development of
human history from slave society to capitalist society has
fully proven that a social system based on an economy of
private ownership must correspond to a society featuring

exploitation of man by man, where a minority of people
are rich and a majority of people are poor; besides, the
exploitative nature of private ownership has reached its
zenith in capitalist societies, when not only people of
their own countries but also people all over the world
are exploited. Marx profoundly revealed the essence and
inner contradictions of capitalism and pointed out that
“capital comes dripping from head to foot, from every
pore, with blood and dirt”. The Communist Manifesto
indicates that private ownership is the root of all evils.
Communists can summarise their own theory as elimi-
nation of private ownership. Fundamental defects of pri-
vate ownership that must exist and cannot be overcome
by it, include exploitation, unfairness, polarisation of the
rich and the poor and conflict with socialised mass pro-
duction determine its fate of ultimate demise'.

In this paper, “Privitisation” is taken to have two levels
of meaning: firstly, making use of public power to seek
personal gains and turning public assets and resources
into private ones by various means such as embezzling
public property and abusing power; secondly, allow-
ing non-public economy to play a leading and principal
role in the national economy by encouraging and sup-
porting the non-public economy, and suppressing, im-
peding and undermining the development of the public
economy, so that the public economy, especially the
state-owned sector, loses its control over economic and
social development. At present, we should soberly un-
derstand various theses such as “inefficiency of public
economy”’, “unclear property rights”, “monopoly of
state-owned economy” and the ulterior purpose of at-
tempts by some interest groups at home and abroad to
embezzle public property and abuse power by privatis-
ing state-owned enterprises thus destroying the social-
ist economic base. In important industries and sectors
concerning national interest and people’s livelihood, the
economic lifeline of the country and national security, it
is clear that public economy should play a principal role
and the state-owned economy should control lifelines of
the national economy. Whether the economic lifeline of
the country can rest with the Party and the people is key
to the survival or extinction of the Party and the coun-
try. If the economic lifeline of the country is controlled
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by individuals and private consortiums or even by for-
eign capital, China will move toward the extremity of
thorough privatisation and “the Communist Party” will
be renamed “the Privatisation Party”, which would be
equivalent to destroying the Great Wall or digging our
own graves; if this were the case, not only would the
Party and the government have to take orders from
these consortiums and foreign capital, but the Chinese
nation and the Chinese people would suffer disastrous
consequences. The abandonment of the public economy
equals the abandonment of socialism and changes the so-
cialist nature of our country and society. This is a crucial
issue of principle, which allows for no ambiguity?. On
June 5, 2015, the 13th meeting of the Central Leading
Group for Comprehensively Deepening Reforms delib-
erated and passed the Several Opinions on Adherence
to the Leadership of the CPC and Reinforcement of
CPC Construction in Efforts to Deepen Reform of State-
owned Enterprises and Opinions on Strengthening
and Improving Supervision of State-owned Assets in
Enterprises to Prevent Loss of State-owned Assets,
which established clear principles for the CPC on the
management of state-owned enterprises.

Il. We should implement
market economy but not
allow marketisation and must
guarantee the socialist nature
of the market economy.

Planning and market, as means of economic regulation,
each have their own advantages and strengths. Neither a
totally planned economy nor laissez-faire market econo-
my is good. Under the circumstances of socialised mass
production and the existence of complicated economic
relationships, a market economy has stronger adaptabil-
ity, more significant advantages and higher efficiency.
Following the law of value and making use of price
mechanisms, competition mechanisms and supply-de-
mand mechanisms can help effectively regulate surplus
and deficiency, increase efficiency and vitality of eco-
nomic operations, and satisfy diverse social demands.

However, markets are not almighty and cannot be “dei-
fied”. Markets have defects such as being spontaneous
and blind, and the laissez-faire market economy lacks
integrity, regulation and morals easily causing various
problems, including vicious competition, short-term
behaviours, moral deficiency, economic instability, the
existence of counterfeit and inferior products, soaring
prices, environmental pollution and resource exhaustion,
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“Only Socialism can save Ching,
Only Socialism can develop China.”

further aggravating selfishness and extreme development
of fetishism, causing people to suffer a loss of belief,
values confusion and to become selfish and indifferent.
It also fills people’s minds with individualism, hedon-
ism, money worship and extreme egoism, turning them
into slaves of material, carnal and sensual desires, bring-
ing about serious consequences for human society and
nature. Markets cannot solve the problems of those who
are old, weak, ill and disabled and “malfunction” when
addressing different public problems. China has had no
lack of rich people since ancient times, but the Chinese
nation has great wisdom and has realised early the ad-
verse effects of markets on economic and social devel-
opment, and thus sticks to a “restraining commerce”
policy using governmental regulation. We have pro-
foundly experienced the consequences of markets lack-
ing supervision and regulation and the adverse effects of
markets on social development and public morality from
resulting phenomena such as “ruthless garlic”, “check-
ing ginger”, “mad beans”, “arrogant apples”, “zombie
meat” and “laughing at poverty but not prostitution”?.

“Marketisation”, means to “deify” markets, implement
an allegedly “pure” market economy, hold that markets,
guided by the “invisible hand”, can automatically main-
tain economic balance without government intervention
and advocate non-intervention in free competition of

3 Each of these terms relates to a specific scandal in Chinese society, for
example: “Arrogant apples” refers to the “organic” apples sold in layers of
packaging for 100 yuan ($20) each. “Zombie meat” refers to meat that is
sold in supermarkets despite having spent years in a freezer.



the market. Markets follow the law of the jungle which
advocates preying on the weak, so non-intervention in
markets is equivalent to letting the strong grow stronger
while the weak become weaker. Such a seemingly equal
and free market is in essence a means and tool to pro-
tect the interests of large capital, strong market players
and the capitalist class and capitalist system, providing
protection and support for developed countries and large
capital to plunder and exploit working people and the
developing countries at will.

lll. We should carry out reform
of the political system but not
engage in bureaucratisation
or granting privileges, and
must guarantee the essential
requirement of people being
the masters of the country.

Socialism cannot be built solely on the foundation of a
public economy. The economic base of public economy
and the superstructure of people’s democratic dictator-
ship supplement each other, forming an organic unity
and an integral whole. Without sound socialist public
economy, there is no material base for people’s demo-
cratic dictatorship; without a sound superstructure
of people’s democratic dictatorship, concentration of
power and bureaucratism easily occur in the organism
of public economy, together with abuse of power and
embezzlement of public property, turning public owner-
ship into “official ownership” and public economy into
“cadre economy”.

Improvement and development of socialism mean build-
ing socialism not only at a material level, but also at cor-
responding political, spiritual, ideological and cultural
levels. It is not easy to establish public ownership and
achieve a with private ownership, let alone stick to so-
cialist ideals and beliefs, establish a sound socialist
superstructure of people’s democratic dictatorship and
achieve a break with the private ownership mentality. If
the socialist superstructure of people’s democratic dicta-
torship suitable for the economic base of public owner-
ship cannot be built, problems such as public servants
becoming lords and masters, bureaucratic cadres and
privilege-oriented development of cadres, and the deg-
radation and deterioration of the Party and state power
cannot be addressed. Privilege and corruption, occur-
ring as a result of a lack of supervision by the masses,
will lead to degradation and deterioration of the Party’s
leading group which will evolve into a decayed bureau-
cratic bloc, divorced from the people, losing popular
support and eventually causing the death of the country

and Party. The history of tremendous changes in Eastern
Europe has provided some lessons. Therefore, without
democracy, there is no socialism or socialist modernisa-
tion. People’s democracy is the life of socialism.

The biggest difference of socialist democracy from
capitalist one is that, based on socialist public owner-
ship, it belongs to most people and is characterised by
consistency between political procedures and the nature
of the state. It features coordination between the eco-
nomic base and superstructure; it is extensive and real
democracy that the broad working masses are entitled
to. Capitalist democracy, based on private ownership of
the means of production, is procedural democracy sup-
posedly of “the minority subordinated to the majority”
and attempts to cover the essence of the capitalist class
in aid of exploiting and oppressing working people in a
well-developed form. Deng Xiaoping stressed again and
again that reform of the political system must adhere to
the direction of socialism and proceed from China’s re-
ality. “We must not apply indiscriminately democracy
as presented by the West, Western separation of three
branches or capitalist system; we should carry out so-
cialist democracy.”

IV. We should carry out
opening-up but not allow
dependency or comprador
status, and must guarantee
independence, sovereignty
and the interests of national
development.

Opening to the outside world is a basic national policy
that has long been adhered to, and China has now formed
an all-dimensional, multi-layered and wide-ranging
opening pattern. However, we should correctly handle
the relationship between opening-up and independence
and self-reliance. Independence and self-reliance are the
basis for opening-up while opening-up aims at strength-
ening independence and self-reliance. In opening-up,
efforts must be made to protect our political, economic,
cultural, environmental, ecological and ideological safe-
ty, maintain our sovereignty independence and territorial
integrity, and strengthen independence and self-reliance
while seeking mutual benefit and win-win results with
international partners. An important goal of opening-up
and absorption of the achievements of human civilisa-
tion is to give full play to socialist superiority and con-
struct a socialism that is superior to capitalism.
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Deng Xiaoping regularly emphasised that the invigora-
tion of the national economy and opening to the outside
world were carried out under the principle of adherence
to socialism. We implement the opening-up policy and
absorb something beneficial from capitalist societies
for the purpose of providing a supplement to the de-
velopment of productive forces in a socialist society?>.
China’s modern history has repeatedly proven that it is
impossible for China to take the capitalist road which, if
taken forcibly, would be an abyss set by dependent and
bureaucratic comprador capitalism, as not only would
the efforts of numerous revolutionary martyrs have been
in vain, but the Chinese nation and the Chinese people
would be caught in an unprecedented disaster. How to
improve the ability to prevent and resolve various risks
and practically maintain all types of national security in
the course of opening-up is a major task before the Party
and people of all nationalities across the country.

V. We should carry out
diversified distribution but not
allow polarisation, and must

grasp the “degree” of wealth
gap.

Polarisation and the huge wealth gap are issues threaten-
ing social security, stability, fairness and justice. They
are the cause of difficult social problems that China must
confront in order to overcome the “middle-income trap”.
In order to realise common prosperity, in addition to the
problem of how to release and develop the productive
forces and of increasing social material wealth, in terms
of productive relations, there is also the problem of elim-
inating exploitation and removing polarisation to allow

productive forces. This cannot be solved unless we ad-
here to the principal status of socialist public ownership
and distribution according to work®. Deng Xiaoping
wrote that the principal status of public economy and
common prosperity are fundamental socialist principles
we must adhere to. The principal status of public econ-
omy is the material base for common prosperity while
common prosperity is the development goal and value
orientation of public economy. Talking about common
prosperity without the public economy holding primary
status, is impossible. A public economy that stresses
public ownership unilaterally without paying attention
to common prosperity is abnormal.

VI. We should deepen

the reform but not allow
wholesale westernisation, and
must grasp the “degree” of
invigorating reform.

The policy of reform and opening-up will lead to a pow-
erful nation. In the face of new circumstances and tasks,
we must spare no efforts to solve a series of prominent
contradictions and problems and constantly promote
self-improvement and development of the socialist sys-
tem with Chinese characteristics through comprehen-
sive deepening of reform. Comprehensively deepening
reform should take promoting social fairness and justice
and increasing people’s wellbeing as the starting point
and ultimate objective. Further emancipate the mind’,
release and development social productive forces, and
liberate and enhance social vitality. We should invigor-
ate the reform, instead of being distracted from it.

all the people to enjoy the fruits of development of social
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7 “Emancipate the mind” is a phrase originally used by Mao Zedong and later

by Deng Xiaoping meaning to cast away doctrinarism. It is often coupled
with the phrase “seek truth from facts”.



Away with all pests, revisited:

Ecological agriculture as policy will
strengthen Marxism and promote
ecological civilisation

Wadi'h Halabi

Economics Commission, Communist Party USA and
Center for Marxist Education, Massachusetts, USA

Summary: An ecological civilisation is one of the out-
standing goals of the Communist Party of China. As the
CPC has pointed out, achieving it requires a comprehen-
sive, Marxist approach to meet human needs.

Ecological agriculture, which was developed and largely
implemented in Cuba in the 1990s, will be one of the
pillars of an ecological civilisation. Its approach is sci-
entific and comprehensive. By contrast, capitalist agri-
cultural methods worsen the exploitation of both people
and nature; they are not sustainable.

Cooperation between Cuba and China on agro-ecology
can help strengthen both, and the international working
class. Agro-ecology can protect against the very real
threats from imperialism, which uses food as a weapon.
This is because agro-ecology promotes food self-suffi-
ciency, including food production in cities, and socially
and environmentally sustainable practices.

Key words: Ecological civilisation; Communist Party
of China; Marxism; agro-ecology; Cuba-China coopera-
tion; exploitation of people and nature; Richard Levins

The Communist Manifesto suggests a few measures
that the working class should take after seizing power.
Perhaps surprisingly, “improvement of the soil” is on the
list, along with “gradual abolition of the distinction be-
tween town and country”!. Both are necessary because of
exploitation. The Communist movement has also com-
mitted to overcoming the opposition between intellec-
tual and manual labor, which also reflects exploitation.

Exploitation arose with adoption of agriculture and the
development of storable surpluses 10,000 years ago.
Classes formed, and the state (organised class repres-
sion) emerged.

A few homes were luxurious

Even in early agricultural settlements, a minority of
housing was more luxurious than most. Here are the
incipient classes, and the division of labor that accom-
panied their rise.

As Marxism clarified, the state arose to enforce exploita-
tion. Since the actual producers were not about to give
up the surplus voluntarily, organised repression also de-
veloped to enforce the exploiting classes’ appropriation
of the surplus: the birth of the state. States took many
forms, in all cases the producers were up against the
exploiters.?

Marked social inequality developed, including between
men and women and parents and children. Before ag-
riculture’s rise, there was approximate social equality
between men and women, such as in hunting-gathering
societies, according to scientific evidence®.

Communists do not idealise hunting-gathering. But we
do not lose sight that agriculture gave birth to sustained
social inequalities between men and women, and be-
tween parents and children, inequalities born of relations
of exploitation.

Indeed, an entire “culture of exploitation” gradually de-
veloped after the adoption of agriculture. This included
religions, idealist philosophies and value systems that
obscured or justified exploitation, while promoting “co-
operation” of the exploited with the exploiters.*

The “culture of exploitation” extended to institutions.
Even schools came to reflect exploitation by largely
separating intellectual learning from life, including
production.



The “culture of exploitation”
extends to nature!

The “culture of exploitation” extended to nature, which
the propertied classes treated as their private property —
and garbage dumps! Scientists have even found geologi-
cal evidence of unsustainable environmental practices in
agriculture’s early days.’

Today, capitalist agriculture accounts for more than 40%
of all damage to nature — not just the climate-disrupting
pollution, but also the poisoning of rivers, soil, surface
air, the oceans, and life in those environments.

A recent study, for example, found that agricultural
emissions account for “more than half” of urban air pol-
lution in the US, and an even greater portion in Europe,
China and the Russian Federation. Research indicates
that deadly air pollution in cities forms when gases from
synthetic fertilisers and animal waste combine with
emissions from vehicles and industry.°

Ecological agriculture can
reduce the poisoning of the
environment

Ecological agriculture can cut the general poisoning of
the environment significantly, and relatively quickly. It
was developed by Marxists and the Communist Party
of Cuba, and largely implemented in a decade, in the
1990s.” With conscious effort, it can also reduce forms
of human exploitation, such as the inequality between
men and women or between intellectual and manual
labor.

Ecological agriculture takes a systems-approach to food
production consistent with ecology. It reduces or elimi-
nates use of synthetic fertilisers and pesticides, in favour
of fungi, bacteria, ants, and other natural approaches. In
time, this leads to increased yields compared to capital-
ist agriculture. Furthermore, agro-ecology’s methods are
sustainable.

State control ofthe land is essential. This is in part because
agro-ecology requires that land use be a shifting mosaic.
Significant land must be devoted to forest, which acts as
a reservoir of the micro-organisms, insects, wildlife and
other natural resources essential to agro-ecology. Who is
going to pay the farmer whose land is devoted to forest?
Ecological considerations may also require considerable
change in what is produced from year to year, or decade
to decade. State support is essential for that, too.

¢
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Capitalist countries are
incapable of implementing
agro-ecology

Private land ownership is one of the many reasons
why capitalist countries are incapable of implement-
ing agro-ecology. Deepening poverty is another.® Only
states where the working class holds power, such as
China, Vietnam and Cuba today, can achieve large-scale
progress in agro-ecology.

And even progress in those states is limited. Why?
Because the capitalist class still rules in most of the
world; its accelerating destruction of humanity’s social
and environmental foundations threatens all.

Cuba’s achievements in agro-ecology are remarkable.
Yet it still imports a considerable portion of its food
needs, mostly industrially-produced. Global factors are
a major reason.



State-supported cooperatives
and agro-ecology

A communist society, in a sense, will be one big co-
operative, standing atop an advanced technical, cul-
tural and social base. State-supported cooperatives can
be a “school”, one of the steps towards an ecological
civilisation.

Before Lenin died, he became a strong advocate of state-
supported cooperatives, basing his appreciation in part
on Alexander Chayanov’s important studies.” Soviet
planners believed the development of cooperatives re-
quired at least four steps. (Various pressures prevented
them from implementing the steps.)

First is cooperation in purchasing, where the advantages
to an individual producer are evident — the cost in time
and money is lower, and little trust is required as the
goods purchased need not be paid for until delivered.
The second step involves cooperation in obtaining cred-
it, and the advantages should also be evident. The third
step requires greater trust, as a farmer or producer de-
livers goods to the cooperative. The benefits are higher
prices and, again reduced cost in time, but the farmer
must generally await sale before being paid. The final
step is cooperation in production — collectives. Skipping
steps can be counter-productive, as we need to find a
balance between individual incentives, social incentives,
markets, state support, and so on.

Cuban studies show that ecological agriculture will
result in higher (and sustainable) physical yields than
capitalist agriculture, but may require greater unit labor
time. But agro-ecology can be a school in quality of time
vs. quantity. Some of this writer’s favorite time in the
labor movement and at work has involved doing repeti-
tive tasks, such as preparing mailings of literature, or as-
sembly work, in an unpressured, social setting. By con-
trast, the extremely pressured conditions of manual labor
under capitalism are deadly to mind and body, even if
unit productivity is higher.

State-supported cooperatives can also be a conscious
step towards reducing traces of exploitation, for example
by integrating learning with production and enjoyment
of life, and the organisation of labor (as opposed to divi-
sion of labor) to minimise the inequalities between men
and women or parents and children.

Agro-towns

Agro-towns were briefly discussed in early Soviet his-
tory, but never implemented. Agro-towns are designed
to combine food production with the industrial and cul-
tural facilities of a city. Properly planned, they can be
consistent with agro-ecology. They would immensely
reduce the costs associated with industrial food produc-
tion, including transport, packaging and storage, and the
resulting waste.

Today, probably only the states formed by socialist revo-
lutions can experiment with agro-towns. For the future,
however, agro-towns may prove immensely important to
address the many national questions in capitalist coun-
tries. How?

Since the 1960s, well over one billion people have been
pushed off the land and into slums. The overwhelming
majority of these were peasants from oppressed nations
and nationalities. Conditions in slums are unspeakable,
and most in slums dream of having ‘their own’ land as
the only imaginable security in life."

But necessary agricultural skills can be lost in just a few
years off the land. Agro-towns may be a way that the
working class can address bourgeois-democratic land
tasks while helping members of oppressed nations re-
build their lives.

Cuba-China cooperation can
protect both states against
imperialist threats

Today, cooperation in agro-ecology between Cuba
and China — and hopefully the three other existing
states formed by socialist revolutions — can protect
and strengthen these states, and workers and oppressed
worldwide. How?

Imperialism treats food as a weapon,; its threats are very
real. The Soviet experience in World War II should be
warning enough. Agro-ecology partially addresses that
threat by promoting self-sufficiency in food, and encour-
aging sustainable food production in cities.

There are many additional benefits. Air quality in China,
for example, could improve relatively quickly just
through reduction in the use of artificial fertilisers and



industrial livestock farming. As we have seen, agricul-
tural emissions account for more than half of air pollu-
tion in cities.

Human health, and the nutritional value of food, also
improves with reduction or elimination of artificial fer-
tilisers and pesticides, improvements in soil quality, and
reduced food waste.

Agro-ecology’s methods also cut the risk of the spread-
ing deadly pathogens associated with capitalist agricul-
tural methods, with their crowding of livestock, birds
and fish, and heavy use of antibiotics.!!

Conclusion

Capitalism is the biggest, deadliest pest in history.
Ecological agriculture will be a foundation of an eco-
logical civilisation that reverses the capitalist plague of
exploitation of people and nature.

Cooperation between China and Cuba on agro-ecology
can strengthen both, and the world working class, in the
face of the social, environmental and military threats
from capitalism.

Ideas expressed in this paper do not necessarily repre-
sent those of the CPUSA. This paper was prepared in
an individual capacity for the Seventh World Socialism
Forum, hosted by the World Socialism Research Center
of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, and the
China Center for Contemporary World Studies of the
International Department, Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China.

Special thanks to Miguel Angel Vales Garcia of the
Communist Party of Cuba, the Cuban Academy of
Sciences, and the Institute of Ecology and Systematics,
Havana; and to my wife and comrade Sandy Rosen and
other CPUSA comrades and friends, including Richard
Levins, Eric Brooks, Gary Hicks, and Al Sargis; and
to comrades in China, including Li Shenming, Chen
Shuoying, Wu Xiangdong, Li Jianhui, Song Tian, Chen
Shuoying, and Fan Yajie.

This paper is dedicated to Richard Levins, my teacher
and friend, who died in January 2016. He was one of the
architects of agro-ecology in Cuba, in theory and prac-
tice. His commitment to Marxism was complete, not just
in theory.

1. The Communist Manifesto. A footnote in the Chinese edition published in 1964 (and its
1972 English translation) informs us that the word “antithesis” (rather than “distinction”) was
used in the original German edition of 1848. Towns arose from exploitation of countryside.

2. Lenin’s State and Revolution remains an essential Marxist work explaining the rise of the
state, and identifying tasks to end all repression. State and Revolution helps us understand that
the US state apparatus antagonism fowards the Chinese state is a class antagonism; one of a
state of the exploifers towards a state of the exploited.

3. See, for example, “Sex equality can explain the unique social structure of hunter-gatherer
bands”, M.Dyble et al, Science 15 May 2015, and its references.

4. See "Birth of the Moralizing Gods”, Science 28 August 2015. Before agriculture,
“religion” was just magic associated with the sun, moon, stars and natural phenomena,

and did not incorporate social values. That changed with the rise of agriculture and large
settlements: religion now involved “moralizing” fo assure the subordination and cooperation
of the exploited. The authors of this insightful research (A.Norenzayan, J.Henrich and others)
ignore or downplay the rise of exploitation, weakening their work.

5. Geological evidence of agriculture’s unsustainable practices over centuries is presented in
Dirt: The Erosion of Civilizations by David R. Montgomery (2007).

6. “Significant atmospheric aerosol pollution [is] caused by world food cultivation”, S.Baver
et al, Geophysical Research Letters, April 2016. The study focused on near-surface urban

air quality, and does not consider the impact of deforestation also associated with capitalist
agricultural practices.

7. Richard Levins, “How Cuba is Going Ecological”, Capitalism, Nature, Socialism (2005).
This comprehensive arficle challenges the widespread but erroneous belief that Cuba adopted
ecological agriculture only as an emergency measure following counter-revolution in the Soviet
Union, Poland, etc. The article identifies the social and scientific foundations developed after the
working class fook power in Cuba in 1960 that made agro-ecology possible.

8. The deepening poverty in almost all capifalist countries since 1973 s a critical reason that
capitalism is incapable of halting social and environmental destruction. Capital’s top-down-only
rule, its periodic crises, the consequent inability to plan, and the weight of debt, are among
other reasons. A socialist revolution makes some progress possible. From W.Halabi, “Ten
Considerations: The Political Economy of Scientific Development in this Epoch”, published in
Chinese in the Economics Study of the Shanghai School, Viol.23 (2008)

9. See The Theory of Peasant Cooperatives by Alexander Chayanov (1921, English
translation 1991)

10. See Planet of Slums by Mike Davis (2006). There may now be nearly two billion people
living in slums, the overwhelming majority from oppressed nations and nafionalifies. About two-
thirds were farmers and peasants mainly displaced since the 1960s by the “green revolution”
capitalisation of the countryside and by wars.

11. Infectious diseases spread by industrial agriculture are examined in Rob Wallace's Big
Farms Make Big Flu, Monthly Review Press, 2016. The book makes a strong case against
industrial agriculture, but does not differentiate between capifalist countries and states formed
by socialist revolutions, such as China and Vietnam. Working class organisations, including our
unions, parties and states, can face the truth and correct errors; the exploiters cannot face the
truth.
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Introduction

After more than twenty years since the collapse of social-
ism in the Soviet Union, the South African Communist
Party (SACP) is one of the few socialist parties in the
world in an alliance with a ruling party (with similar
parties in the same situation in countries such as Brazil,
Venezuela and Nepal in recent years) or in power (e.g.
the Communist Party of China and the Communist Party
of Cuba). A number of ruling parties such as the Popular
Movement for the Liberation of Angola (MPLA) and
the Mozambique Liberation Front (FELIMO) offi-
cially changed their party ideologies in the 1990s from
Marxism-Leninism to Social Democracy. This contrasts
sharply with the 1970s and 1980s, when a significant
number of socialist parties were in power in countries
around the world. This evident retreat of socialism is
widely recognised to be a consequence of the changing
balance of forces internationally following the collapse
of socialism in the Soviet Union in the late 1980s.

In this paper we provide an historical analysis of (1)
the formation of the Communist Party of South Africa
(CPSA), (2) the historic relationship with the ruling
African National Congress (ANC); (3) the liberation
movement’s relationship with the Soviet Union and
People’s Republic of China (PRC); (4) the collapse of
socialism in the Soviet Union and how it affected social-
ism in South Africa; and (5) the history of the SACP
since 1994, including its growth in membership and re-
lationship with left-wing organisations around the world.

Formation of the Communist
Party of South Africa

Socialism has a long history in South Africa, and was
introduced to the region by the white miners from
Europe, North America and Australia who flocked to the
Witwatersrand after the discovery of gold in 1886. The
first twentieth-century socialist organisation in South
Africa was the Social Democratic Federation (SDF),

which was established in Cape Town in 1904. This was
followed by the formation of a Socialist Labour Party
(SLP) in Johannesburg in 1910. Meanwhile, in 1909
white workers established the South African Labour
Party (SALP). In 1913, the SALP affiliated to the Second
International, an organisation of socialist and labour
parties from several countries which had been formed
in Paris in 1889. In 1915, several leading members of
the SALP broke away following disagreement among
socialists about involvement in the First World War to
form the International Socialist League (ISL), together
with former members of the defunct Industrial Workers
of the World and the SLP. In 1919, links were established
between members of the ISL and a newly formed Cape
Town-based Industrial Socialist League.

The latter organisation constituted itself as the
Communist Party of South Africa in Cape Town and
Johannesburg in October 1920. But it was only after
several more months of discussions and breakaways
that the CPSA, the precursor to the SACP and the oldest
Communist party in Africa, was formed on the 30th July
1921. The new organisation was dominated by members
of the ISL, and immediately declared its adherence to
the Communist International and Marxist socialism. The
ISL’s dominance in the new Party, constituted from a
merger of the ISL, the Cape Town SDF, the Cape Town
Communist Party, the Cape Town Jewish Socialist
Society, Poalei Zion, and the Marxian Club of Durban,
and its early identification with Soviet Russia shaped the
course of the Communist Party’s subsequent history.

The historic relationship
with the ANC

The historic alliance between the CPSA/SACP and the
ANC has its roots in the ‘Native Republic thesis’ agreed
upon at the 6th Congress of the Third Communist
International (Comintern) in Moscow in 1928 and in-
corporated into the CPSA Programme in 1929. James la
Guma represented the CPSA at the Comintern Congress,



and returned to South Africa with the Comintern reso-
lution. The thesis was that the central feature of South
Africa as a British dominion of the colonial type was the
dispossession of the indigenous people of their land. The
main content of the revolution in South Africa therefore
was the restoration of the land to the indigenous people.
In the national liberation struggle the principal revolu-
tionary agent would be an alliance of the African peas-
ants and the proletariat. The immediate strategic task of
Communists in South Africa was the development of an
alliance between the Communist Party and the national
liberation movement, the ANC.

However, Gumede’s shift to the left was to lead ulti-
mately to his removal as President-General of the ANC,
and to drive a wedge between the CPSA and ANC that
was to last twenty years. In January 1930 the entire
National Executive Committee (NEC) of the ANC re-
signed because of his radical policies, and, after he made
a speech at the April 1930 national conference calling
for closer ties with the Soviet Union, he was defeated
by A.B. Seme in the elections for the President-General.
The defeat of Gumede by Seme ushered in two decades,
the entire 1930s and 1940s, during which there was sig-
nificant hostility towards the CPSA from leading figures
in the movement, ostensibly on the grounds of white
domination in leading Party structures and hostility to-
wards communism as a “foreign” ideology. The Party’s
militancy during the decade was a major factor behind
the decision of the Nationalist Party government to in-
troduce the Suppression of Communism Bill and set the
stage for the banning of the organisation after the pas-
sage of the Bill in 1950.

However, it was the threat of the banning of the CPSA
that was to revive the relationship between the Party and
the ANC. Among the first acts of support given to the
Party by the ANC at the time was the joint planning, to-
gether with the South African Indian Congress (SAIC),
of a “Freedom of Speech Convention” in Johannesburg
in March 1950. The Convention was aimed at registering
opposition to the Suppression of Communism Bill and
the banning of various CPSA leaders. Prior to the pas-
sage of the Bill, however, the CPSA disbanded. It was
replaced in 1953 by the Congress of Democrats (COD),
a white organisation constituted by leading figures in the
CPSA. It was at this time that the underground CPSA
changed its name to the South African Communist
Party. The alliance between the SACP and the ANC was
cemented in subsequent joint campaigns such as the
Defiance Campaign of 1952 and the Freedom Charter
Campaign in 1954-55. This alliance was formalised after
the adoption of the Freedom Charter by several organi-
sations, including the Congress of Democrats, and the
formation of the Congress Alliance by the ANC, COD,
SAIC and Coloured People’s Congress.

The liberation movement’s
relationship with

the Soviet Union and
People’s Republic of China

In April 1960, the ANC was banned in the wake of the
Sharpeville Massacre of 23 March in which 69 people
were killed by the apartheid police during a peaceful
anti-pass campaign. The mass arrests and detentions that
followed the declaration of a state of emergency during
March 1960 led to the departure for exile of several of
the leaders of the Congress Alliance, including many
who had been leaders of the banned underground SACP.
In the following year, several organisations took the de-
cision to turn to armed struggle. The SACP was among
the organisations of the Congress Alliance that permit-
ted its members to join the military wing of the ANC,
Umbkhonto we Sizwe (MK).

From the time of its formation in 1912 up until 1961,
the ANC had relatively very limited contacts with the
Soviet Union. Only a few prominent members of the
ANC were able to travel to the Soviet Union on short
visits to the country. On the other hand, the SACP had
a long-standing relationship with the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union (CPSU), and several of its promi-
nent members spent long periods of time studying in the
Soviet Union. This proved very useful following the de-
cision to seek assistance from the Soviet Union. Moses
Kotane and Yusuf Dadoo, the General Secretary and
Chairman of the SACP, respectively, visited the Soviet
Union in November 1961. In discussions with leading
officials of the CPSU they discussed the possibility of an
armed struggle in South Africa. The Soviets responded
by indicating neither their support for, nor their rejection
of armed struggle.

Kotane subsequently accompanied ANC Deputy
President Oliver Tambo on a trip to Moscow in April
1963, which eventually led to the establishment of regu-
lar relations between Moscow and the ANC. Kotane, as
ANC Treasurer-General, forwarded many requests to the



Soviet Union. The fact that they came from the SACP
general secretary without doubt gave them added impor-
tance in the eyes of the Soviets. Among the requests was
the provision of specialised training in guerrilla warfare
in the USSR for Umkhonto we Sizwe fighters and the
higher levels of the ANC and SACP leadership, includ-
ing Oliver Tambo, Moses Kotane, Joe Slovo, and Joe
Modise, which began in 1964. This was followed by
the provision of arms and ammunition to the liberation
movement by the Soviet Union.

In the early years of this period, the ANC-led alliance
had a close relationship with the Communist Party of
China (CPC) and the PRC. Indeed, the first six cad-
res to be sent abroad for military training from South
Africa were sent by the SACP to China in 1961. Andrew
Mlangeni, Joe Gqabi, Steven Naidoo, Patrick Mthembu,
Wilton Mkwayi and Raymond Mhlaba were provided
with military training at a Military Academy in Nanjing,
China, from October 1961. However, the relationship
between the ANC-led alliance and the PRC changed in
the early 1960s following a break in relations between
the CPSU and CPC.

Several cracks in the relationship between China and the
Soviet Union emerged in the late 1950s. The two social-
ist countries subsequently supported different liberation
movements of the same country, where they existed.
In Africa, this led to the division of national liberation
movements into two camps. The ANC-led alliance-in-
exile was subsequently supported by the Soviet Union.
Increasingly thereafter, the PRC provided support to the
other liberation movement, the Pan Africanist Congress
(PAC) of Azania.

The impact of the collapse
of socialism on the SACP

The eruption of popular uprisings in Eastern Europe in
August and September 1989, and the collapse of the
Berlin Wall in November that year were the key events
that preceded the collapse of the Soviet Union two years
later. These events had dramatic repercussions through-
out the communist world.

In South Africa, the SACP experienced a crisis soon after
its re-launch inside the country in 1990 when half the
Central Committee membership resigned quietly from
the Party in 1990. There was a perception among the
exile leadership and members of the SACP in particular
that the “Party would not be able to survive much beyond
the heroic struggle aura”, particularly under the circum-
stances of the collapse of the Soviet Union. However,
the Party continued to have a strong presence in the lead-
ership of the ANC. For instance, communists did well
in the elections for the National Executive Committee

at the ANC’s national conference in July 1991, though
proportionately they were less preponderant than they
were before the conference.

Perhaps one of the most significant effects of the col-
lapse of socialism in the Soviet Union on the SACP was
the ensuing crisis in confidence in the future of socialism
internationally among communists. Above all else, rev-
elations about ‘totalitarian or authoritarian tendencies’
in virtually all the Eastern European socialist countries
under Soviet influence raised questions among commu-
nists about their very support for the socialist idea.

In addition, the collapse of socialism in the Soviet
Union boosted the morale of those opposed to social-
ism in South Africa and internationally. SACP General
Secretary Chris Hani identified this sentiment in South
Africa in early 1992 when he stated that: “Our enemies”
morale was boosted by the collapse of socialism in the
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. Despite these chal-
lenges, Chris Hani maintained that socialism was still
relevant in South Africa and the world.

History of the SACP since 1994
and the future prospects for
socialism

In the years that followed its unbanning in February
1990, the SACP experienced a surge in membership. At
the time, “the SACP acquired the distinction of being the
world’s only growing communist party”. By 2015, the
SACP had 220,000 members. The SACP survived the
Soviet Union’s collapse because of its long commitment
to the ANC and its role in the armed struggle. However,
schisms in the Tripartite Alliance emerged sharply
during the Mandela era (1994-1999) when the ANC-
led government adopted the market-friendly Growth,
Employment and Redistribution (GEAR) framework.
Criticism of the neo-liberal framework emerged in the
SACP and COSATU, who were convinced that it would
be a stumbling block to the implementation of the ide-
als in the Freedom Charter and the Reconstruction and
Development Programme. The resulting strained rela-
tionship between the SACP and ANC led many to con-
clude that the Party subsequently played an increasingly
subordinate role within the Tripartite Alliance since then.

Nevertheless, the Party still has several leading figures
in the National Executive Committee of the ANC, while
both its General Secretary and Deputy Secretary General
serve in the Zuma cabinet. There are several other promi-
nent communists in the cabinet, including Thulas Nxesi,
while communists occupy important positions in the re-
gional leadership of the ANC as well as the provincial
governments.



In 2012, the SACP noted in its assessment of socialism
internationally that communist parties in some countries
have coalesced into broader formations or have all but
disappeared in others. For the SACP, the “ongoing global
structural capitalist crisis has deepened the reproduction
of inequality on a world scale”. These developments, the
SACP argues, “underline the critical importance of an
internationalist, anti-imperialist solidarity”’, among other
things.

What has the SACP
done in this regard?

In 2012, the Party asserted that it is working to forge fra-
ternal links with a wide diversity of communist, work-
ers’ and left political formations in the world, to share
perspectives, and to co-ordinate struggles around key
themes, among them — for climate and environmental
justice in the face of a destructive capitalist accumula-
tion process; for world peace against imperialist milita-
rism; in solidarity with the Cuban revolution against the
American blockade; and in solidarity with the Palestinian
people against Zionist aggression. The SACP also saw
its task, in the struggle against the barbarism of global
imperialism, as building the unity of the international
working class and the unity of workers with the great
mass of the urban and rural poor. The SACP asserts
strongly that: ‘An international struggle is required to
build a socialist world, a world based on human needs
and not private profits for a tiny minority.’

The SACP, Together with the Sudanese Communist
Party, initiated the African Left Networking Forum
(ALNEF), which was launched in Johannesburg in
August 2008. The Forum was established to build a
Marxist-Leninist network in Africa, and its first confer-
ence in Johannesburg in August 2010 attracted delegates
from several left-wing political parties and organisations.

The African Left Networking Forum presented an oppor-
tunity to foster greater international links, as indicated
by an invitation extended by the United Socialist Party
of Venezuela to ALNEF member organisations attending
the third meeting in 2011 to attend the 18th Sao Paulo
Forum that was held in July 2012 in Caracas, Venezuela.
The Sao Paulo Forum was created in 1990, when politi-
cal parties from Latin America and the Caribbean came
together by invitation of the Workers Party (PT Brazil)
to debate the post-fall of the Berlin Wall international
setting and the consequences of the neoliberal policies
that had been adopted by a majority of the region’s
governments.

One of the socialist parties the SACP identified as sig-
nificant in building international socialism was the
Communist Party of China (CPC). The CPC is the
longest ruling communist party, having been in power
since 1949. Added to this is China’s status as a global
economic power, and its growing influence in Africa
and elsewhere in the world. Relations with the Chinese
Communist Party had been restored soon after the 65th
Anniversary meeting of the SACP in London in 1986.

The SACP has a bilateral agreement with the Communist
Party of China, in terms of which the two parties ex-
change and alternate senior delegations on an annual
basis. In the period since the unbanning of the SACP
in 1990, several delegations of the SACP visited China.
Apart from official delegations, groups of experts are
brought together to hold discussions on issues of com-
mon interest. Teams of party cadres are exchanged on
study trips or fact-finding missions.

Conclusion

Socialism has had a presence in South Africa for more
than a hundred years. It continues to flourish! This is so
partially because of the SACP’s historical relationship
with the ruling African National Congress, as well as
the support for socialism held by many South Africans.
This relationship has its roots in the SACP’s early com-
mitment to non-racialism and its overwhelmingly black
membership at an early stage in the history of the Party.
The relationship was cemented with the adoption of the
“Native Republic thesis”, joint campaigns, the establish-
ment of the Congress Alliance, and the critical role the
SACP played in the armed struggle and the exile history
of the liberation movement.

However, in the early 1960s a split occurred in the in-
ternational socialist movement that led to the SACP’s
reliance on the Soviet Union for material and other sup-
port for the liberation struggle. Nevertheless, the Party
is recognised as one of the small number of Communist
parties in the world that continues to have a growing
membership. Its alliance with the ANC also provides the
Party with opportunities to influence both ANC and gov-
ernment policy. In addition, the SACP has been proac-
tive in establishing international linkages — including
with the Communist Party of China — that are necessary
in order for the struggle for socialism to succeed.



The task of our time
Speech to the 7th World Socialism Forum 2016

Michael Hooper

In 1949, just months before the founding of the Peoples’
Republic of China, Mao Zedong accurately identified
the basic attitude of Imperialism towards China. He said:
“The imperialists and their running dogs, the Chinese
reactionaries, will not resign themselves to defeat in this
land of China.” “Make trouble, fail, make trouble again,
fail again ... till their doom; that is the logic of the im-
perialists and all reactionaries the world over in dealing
with the people’s cause, and they will never go against
this logic. This is a Marxist law.”' Mao Zedong’s analy-
sis has been proven by over sixty years of US crimes
against the people of the world.

From their support of the corrupt Nationalist Party dur-
ing the Chinese Civil War, their prevention of Taiwan’s
reunification with China during the *50s, their bombing
of China during the Korean War and their continued sales
of weapons to Taiwan; US Imperialism has never been
afraid to provoke China or use military force against it.

Richard Nixon’s visit to China and the following, ap-
parent softening of US policy was not an abandonment
of hostility towards Chinese socialism. It was a new
strategy for its destruction. According to a Wall Street
Journal article: “Nixon engineered an ‘opening to China’
that promised to turn the communist country into a dip-
lomatic partner, one that would adopt America’s values
and maybe even its system of democracy.”?

Jiao Shixin of the Institute for China-American Studies
said that the strategic goal or intention behind the US
engagement strategy has been to shape China by bring-
ing it into an international system and international order
that is dominated by the US, and then pressure China to
conform to America’s vision for it.?

In other words, the goal of US Imperialism remained the
same: to destroy Socialism, the peoples’ government and
the Communist Party of China.

US Imperialism is dedicated to ensuring that no force in
the world, regardless of intentions, will ever be powerful
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enough to challenge the rule of Capital. In 1992, an inter-
nal Pentagon report was leaked to the New York Times.
The report stated: “America’s political and military mis-
sion in the post-cold-war era will be to insure that no
rival superpower is allowed to emerge” *. It advocated
the use of military force or other forms of coercion to
block any potential competitor. Today, that competitor
is China.

The military provocation and aggression of the past has
been combined with the “engagement” of the Nixon era
to form a powerful new anti-Chinese weapon, the use of
which the US justifies with the “China Threat Theory”.
It is now actively engaged in an anti-Chinese campaign
in the Pacific which involves provoking military con-
flict, encircling China with hostile powers and preparing
the peoples of the world for war through anti-Chinese
propaganda.

Former Chinese leader Hu Jintao demonstrated this situ-
ation clearly when he said: “America’s strategic eastward
movement has accelerated. It has strengthened its mili-
tary deployments in the Asia-Pacific region, strength-
ened the US-Japan military alliance, strengthened
strategic cooperation with India, inveigled Pakistan,
established a pro-American government in Afghanistan
and increased arms sales to Taiwan. They have extended
pressure points on us from the east, south and west ... the
core of American policy toward China is still to ‘engage
and contain.””

Hypocrisy is the theme of US policy, statements and
media coverage relating to China. When China an-
nounced it would establish an Air Defence Identification
Zone, the US and its allies protested loudly despite the
fact that the US, Australia and Japan all have such zones.
Shortly after its establishment, warplanes of the US,
Japan and South Korea all violated the Chinese ADIF.

When Vietnam and the Philippines engaged in land rec-
lamation on South China Sea islands, there was no com-
ment from the US. Obama called for an end to China’s
“Aggressive Action” when artillery was placed on
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Chinese islands, but he was silent when Vietnam did the
same thing.

At the Shangri-La Dialogue last year, US Defence
Secretary Ash Carter criticised China as the “source
of tension” and opposed further militarisation of the
region. He then went on to say that the US will invest
more in “platforms and capabilities”’, meaning weap-
ons, and bring those to Asia. So in effect, they are op-
posed to any militarisation besides their own! In fact,
according to the Wall Street Journal, Obama’s pivot to
Asia has brought: “Advanced American combat ships to
Singapore, Marines to Australia and military advisers
to the Philippines”®. Japan has also been encouraged to
abandon its peace constitution and re-arm.

Comrades, the imperialists have held the same goal since
1917, the destruction of the Socialist countries and the
re-enslavement of liberated peoples. There is no point
trying to convince US leaders that cooperating with a
rising China is mutually beneficial. As Li Ruihuan,
former Standing Committee Member of the CPC once
said: “The United States is very clear about our power.
It knows that China today is not a direct threat to the
United States ... they want to contain us ... It’s useless
for us to use a lot of words to refute their ‘China threat
theory’. The Americans won’t listen.””

So what can we do to defend Socialism in China? The an-
swer is to build the world socialist movement, strengthen
communist parties around the world and improve their
ability to form the core of a strong peace movement to
oppose imperialist policy.

Comrade Bob Briton has already spoken to us about this
and the successes of communist parties of the capital-
ist countries in forcing their governments to soften their
anti-people policies.

Instead, I want to give comrades a valuable history
lesson.

In 1940, Zhou Enlai wrote a letter to Georgi Dimitrov,
leader of the Third International. In his letter, Zhou Enlai
explained the difficult financial situation of the CPC, tell-
ing Dimitrov that they had a monthly deficit of $50,000
in propaganda and education expenses! Dimitrov wrote
to Stalin, suggesting that the money should be provided
because it was vital to support the Chinese propaganda,
party press and network of Party schools. Stalin person-
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ally authorised a payment of $300,000 '°. In 1940 alone,
Soviet generosity paid for 6 months of CPC political
work. Without this aid, Chinese party schools would
have stopped functioning, the party press would have
halted and propaganda would have slowed or been re-
duced in quality. Just imagine the horrible effect that
would have on party work at such a vital time!

Soviet Aid in the form of advisors, training and funding
helped communist parties all over the world to achieve
critical mass. With this boost, communist parties were
able to build enough domestic strength to become self-
supporting, to become significant political forces in their
own countries and in some cases to take political power
for themselves.

This historical lesson should be heeded by Chinese com-
rades. If you want to escape the US encirclement that
is threatening to choke the life out of China then you
should do everything in your power to help the com-
munist parties of the capitalist world. Help them reach
a critical mass so that they can stop their own govern-
ments from attacking China, and stop their fellow citi-
zens being brainwashed by anti-Chinese propaganda.

In 1939, Comrade Liu Shaoqi said: “The communist
ideal is beautiful, while the reality of the existing capital-
ist world is ugly. This is precisely why the overwhelm-
ing majority of the people demand the changing of that
reality and why it must be changed. In order to change
the world we must not divorce ourselves from reality,
disregard it or escape from it, nor must we surrender to
ugly reality. We must face reality squarely, study and
understand it, live and grow in it, fight against the ugly
reality and transform it, so that we can gradually realise
our ideal. Hence we members of the communist Party
must initiate and press ahead with our great communist
task of changing the world, beginning with our immedi-
ate surroundings, with the people immediately around
us and such work as we can immediately undertake.” !

Comrades, this is our situation today, these are the peo-
ple around us and supporting the communist parties of
the capitalist world in defence of China is something
each one of us can work for right now! Let’s do it!
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Contribution of the Portuguese
Communist Party to the 18th
International Meeting of Communist
and Workers’ Parties

The Portuguese Communist Party expresses its fra-
ternal greetings to the parties participating in the 18th
International Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties
and particularly to the Communist Party of Vietnam, re-
affirming its everlasting solidarity and friendship to the
heroic Vietnamese people and wishing the best success
to the CPV in the important tasks it is engaged in, in the
economic and social development of their homeland, to
answer the aspirations of the Vietnamese workers and
people, to build socialism.

The PCP participates in this International Meeting reaf-
firming its commitment to contribute to the strengthening
of the international communist and revolutionary move-
ment, its cooperation and internationalist solidarity, with
the conviction that it will contribute to the exchange of
information and experiences among our parties, for bet-
ter mutual understanding, for the development of our
common or convergent action for peace, for the rights of
the workers and peoples, for socialism — exchange and
action all the more important when the current interna-
tional situation is characterised by the structural crisis of
capitalism and the violent imperialist offensive.

In PCP’s view, the international situation remains
marked by the deepening of the structural crisis of capi-
talism and the continuation of a complex and contradic-
tory process of rearrangement of forces on a world scale,
a context where imperialism intensifies a violent and all-
round offensive which increasingly meets the resistance
and struggle of the workers and peoples in defence of
their rights and sovereignty and of States in defence of
their independence and development.

A situation where, among other expressions of the wors-
ening of the more negative traits of capitalism, stand out
the domination of financial and speculative capital on
the economy and the heightening of centralisation and
concentration of capital, monopolistic appropriation of
wealth and raw materials, exploitation, assault on social
rights, attack on freedoms, democratic rights and na-
tional sovereignty and independence, the liberalisation
of world trade as a tool for economic and political domi-
nation or the centralisation of power in supranational
bodies dominated by the major imperialist powers.

The world continues to face a cyclical crisis that started
in 2007/8. A crisis centred on the Triad (US, EU, Japan)
— where the situation is of stagnation or anaemic growth
—whose effects spread to the entire planet. A cyclical cri-
sis that is inseparable from a deeper reality, the structural
crisis of capitalism, reflected in the inability of the domi-
nant system to find solutions to overcome it. Determined
by big financial and speculative capital and without
tackling the real causes, the measures that are taken to
overcome the crisis only protract it and turn even more
violent the peak of the explosion of the next crisis.

Although, in the context of inter-imperialist concentra-
tion-rivalry, class concentration continues to dominate
against the workers and against the people, with the
deepening of the crisis the contradictions among the
great imperialist powers will tend to sharpen.

The complex and dangerous situation in Europe is the
consequence of the deepening structural crisis of capi-
talism and, simultaneously, of the development of the
European capitalist integration. The EU’s class nature —
an instrument of domination at the service of big capital
and of major powers in Europe, deeply contrary to the
rights, interests and aspirations of the peoples — intensi-
fies the contradictions around the class issue, the national
question and inter-imperialist rivalries. These contradic-
tions are present in recent and major developments such
as the referendum in Britain.

The response of big capital to the crisis in and of the
European Union is itself a deepening factor of these
contradictions. The fact that today the possibility of
deep reconfiguration, or end, of the euro and even of the
European Union is openly considered is an example of
these deepening contradictions.

Faced with the violent offensive against social, labour,
democratic and sovereign rights the peoples of Europe
increasingly look towards the European Union not as a
solution to their problems but as a problem. The mili-
tarist and securitarian drift, the deepening reactionary
character of the European Union policies — of which the
EU policy regarding the refugee humanitarian crisis is a
clear example — deepen further the imperialist character
of the European Union.



Big capital, the major powers and the forces that have
driven the capitalist integration process — right-wing and
social democracy — are now trying to launch a new leap
forward based on the idea of saving Europe from the
threat of the extreme right. But the question is exactly
the opposite. To save Europe from this and other dangers
passes by defeating the European Union.

The question posed to people, to communist parties and
other progressive forces in Europe, is how to deepen the
struggle leading to the defeat of the European capital-
ist integration. In our opinion the path to build another
Europe of workers and peoples, of sovereign states equal
in rights, of peace, progress and cooperation, depends on
the convergence of several factors that are interrelated:
the development of the workers’ and peoples’ strug-
gle defending their rights and sovereignty and political
awareness of the class nature of the European Union;
the affirmation of the right to sovereign economic de-
velopment; changing the correlation of forces in differ-
ent countries, including through the strengthening of the
communist and workers’ parties; the coordination and
cooperation of progressive and left forces, especially the
communists, based on a clear position of breaking with
the process of European capitalist integration, rejecting
illusions about the refounding and the so called democ-
ratisation of the European Union.

In view of the exploitative and oppressive offensive,
the class struggle sharpens and narrows the social base
of support for capitalism, adding to the struggle of the
working class and workers other classes and social strata
who fight to defend their specific interests.

In a situation where there are setbacks, but also signifi-
cant advances by the progressive and revolutionary forc-
es, the struggle of the workers and peoples is character-
ised by a persistent and determined resistance. Various
struggles are taking place all over the world. Struggles
for the right to work and other labour rights, trade union
rights, social rights, implementation of the social func-
tions of the State, like healthcare, education and Social
Security; struggles against the privatisation of strategic
sectors and in defence of public services, the right to
water, the conservation and sustainable use of natural re-
sources; fights for the right to land and food sovereignty
and safety; struggles against all types of exploitation and
discrimination; struggles in defence of freedoms, guar-
antees and democratic rights, against anti-communism,
against the rise of fascism; struggles in defence of na-
tional sovereignty, for democracy, against blackmail and
supranational impositions dictated by the interests of big
business and the major powers, against free trade and
services agreements.

Imperialism, particularly US imperialism — the great he-
gemonic power of the capitalist world — tries to counter
the decline of its relative economic weight by intensify-
ing exploitation, asserting its supremacy in economic re-
lations and sharpening its aggressive escalation, aiming
to destroy those who in one way or another resist it, like
forces and countries (and various articulations among
countries) which, affirming and defending their sover-
eignty and national independence, choose paths for their
development outside the hegemonic rule of imperialism,
in particular of US imperialism.



In this context, imperialism seeks to deny the right to
self-determination of the peoples and condemns several
countries to underdevelopment, is bent on disregard-
ing the principles of the United Nations Charter and of
International Law and under the umbrella of the UN,
promotes militarism and war, reinforces NATO and a
multitude of alliances and offensive military partner-
ships, intensifies the arms race and the installation of
new and sophisticated weapons, fosters terrorism, in-
cluding State terrorism, interference, destabilisation and
aggression against sovereign States, practically on every
continent, with the danger, and even the threat of an es-
calation and spreading of military conflicts around the
world of incalculable proportions.

The US, NATO and their allies are responsible for all
of today’s major military conflicts, with their offensive
constituting the great threat that the peoples face.

Expressions of the escalation of imperialist confronta-
tion include the wars of aggression in the Middle East
— as in Syria, Iraq, Yemen or the occupation of Palestine
by Israel — and in Central Asia; the destabilising of-
fensive in Latin America — as in Brazil, Venezuela and
other member countries of ALBA, including the block-
ade against Cuba; the processes of destabilisation and
re-colonisation in Africa; the advance of NATO towards
Eastern Europe and the instrumentalisation and fascissa-
tion of Ukraine, aimed at the Russian Federation; or the
growing militarisation in Asia and the Pacific promoted
by the US and Japan, aimed at China.

A reality that brings urgency to the strengthening of
solidarity with the victims of imperialist destabilisation
and war and to the struggle for peace, against militarism
and war, against NATO and the militarisation of the
European Union.

Imperialism’s aggressive offensive aimed at the sover-
eignty of the peoples and the independence of States ex-
tends and diversifies the forces that objectively converge
for the anti-imperialist struggle.

The international situation makes clear the interconnec-
tion between the defence of national sovereignty and
independence, the struggle for peace and the struggle
for social progress and emancipation, highlighting the
intrinsic relationship between the class issue and the na-
tional issue in the process of emancipation of the work-
ers and peoples.

In this context, the PCP considers of utmost importance
the strengthening, unity and increase in the capacity for
action of the international communist and revolutionary
movement. A goal that necessarily involves the strength-
ening of every Communist Party or other revolutionary
force — their connection with the masses and their nation-

al reality, their ability to define their program and tasks
— and the strengthening of solidarity and cooperation.

To this effect, the PCP is committed to the strengthening
of mutual solidarity and cooperation between commu-
nist parties, contributing to further debate, valorising at
every moment what favours unity in action and asserting
the communist identity, ideal and project, be it in the con-
text of their bilateral relations or in a multilateral frame-
work — like the process of the International Meetings of
Communist and Workers’ Parties IMCWP).

The PCP considers that what harms the strengthen-
ing of the communist movement is both the growth
of liquidationist and social democratising trends and
the dogmatic and sectarian concepts and practices
which, in the opinion of the PCP, do not contribute
to strengthen the communist movement and its unity
in action, bringing about factors of division, distanc-
ing and misunderstanding that hamper the necessary
progress in their internationalist solidarity, and their
relation with other progressive and left-wing forces.

Based on its own experience and the historical experi-
ence of the communist movement, the PCP considers es-
sential in the relationship between communist parties the
observance of principles, such as equal rights, independ-
ence, mutual respect, non-interference in internal affairs,
openness and mutual solidarity. Similarly, the PCP con-
siders that natural differences, and even divergences, in
the analysis of the international situation and the strat-
egy and tactics in the struggle for socialism, should not
preclude frank and fraternal discussion in order to exam-
ine common problems and approximation of positions,
and prevent the unity and intervening capacity of the
international communist and revolutionary movement,
including their cooperation, their common or convergent
action in the fight against the common enemy and for the
emancipation of workers and peoples.

To the PCP, these are teachings all the more important
and topical when the present international situation plac-
es such large and complex demands on the communist
parties and other revolutionary forces, and when they,
having differentiated paths and fighting in different con-
ditions, face different immediate tasks and are at differ-
ent stages of the struggle for socialism.

Similarly, the PCP considers that the communist and
revolutionary movement has a special responsibility
(and a unique experience and heritage) in the construc-
tion of social and political alliances, to hold back and
place under retreat imperialism’s offensive.

To the PCP, the current international situation poses
with particular urgency the need of approximation, the
strengthening of the ties of solidarity and the develop-
ment of cooperation among the communist parties and



other revolutionary forces — with the statement of their
own objectives and without diluting their identity — with
other forces of peace, patriotic, democratic, progressive
and anti-imperialist, contributing to the exchange of ex-
periences and for unity in action around immediate ob-
jectives of struggle corresponding to the defence of the
rights of workers and peoples.

Solidarity which does not mean, requires or is con-
ditioned to a total identification with the forces which
carry out resistance and struggle, not necessarily with
all the options and solutions that they take, but places
at the forefront the defence of principles and objectives,
namely the fundamental rights of the peoples, which is a
condition for the advance of the struggle towards social
and national emancipation.

In this context, particularly important is the strength-
ening of international broad-united bodies, such as the
World Peace Council (WPC), the World Federation of
Democratic Youth (WFDY), the Women’s International
Democratic Federation (WIDF), the World Federation of
Trade Unions (WFTU) and the International Federation
of Resistance Fighters (FIR), ensuring their broad-united
and anti-imperialist character.

At the European level, the PCP has been acting to bring
the communist parties and progressive forces closer
together, taking into account differences of situation,
reflection and proposal and respecting their independ-
ence, placing at the forefront the most heartfelt issues
of the workers and the peoples and the fight against
the European Union and for a Europe of cooperation
among sovereign States with equal rights, of progress
and peace. To this effect, the PCP has integrated the
Confederal Group of the European United Left/Nordic
Green Left (GUE/NGL) in the European Parliament, a
position it assumes on the basis of respect and safeguard
of its confederal nature, its own identity — alternative to
social democracy — and its independence in relation to
other spaces or structures — like the European Left Party,
a structure of a supranational and reformist nature.

Around the world, in a situation characterised by re-
sistance and gathering of forces, even in the toughest
conditions, the workers and the peoples resist and fight
for their rights, for freedom from oppression, including
national oppression, to achieve freedom, democracy, in
defence of national sovereignty and independence, for
justice and social progress, for democratic changes, anti-
monopolist and anti-imperialist changes, for socialism
— resistance and struggles, converging in the struggle
against imperialism, are interconnected in the same lib-
erated universal ideal and process.

To the PCP, the structural crisis of capitalism and the
violent offensive by imperialism brings the need to
strengthen a broad anti-imperialist front that holds back

imperialism’s offensive and opens the way for the con-
struction of a new international order, of peace, sover-
eignty and social progress. Similarly, reality shows the
need for a strong and vigorous international communist
and revolutionary movement and the existence of strong
communist and revolutionary parties that promote resist-
ance and struggle of the workers and peoples to defend
their rights, the advancement of social change and the
revolutionary overthrow of capitalism.

Portugal faces problems accumulated as a result of four
decades of right-wing policies and thirty years of capi-
talist integration in the EEC/EU, which PS, PSD and
CDS-PP implemented including: A policy at the service
of big business and of repealing the achievements of the
April revolution. A counter-revolutionary process which,
interlinked with the process of European capitalist inte-
gration, led the country into a situation of characteristics
typical of state monopoly capitalism, in a framework
in which the Portuguese State is increasingly sidelined
and dominated within the European Union, and broadly
by imperialism. A process which promoted economic
decline, increased exploitation, social regression, cul-
tural regression, perversion of the democratic regime, a
marked dependence that threatens national sovereignty
and independence and jeopardises the present and future
of the country.

The four and a half years of the previous PSD/CDS-PP
government and the enforcement of the “memorandum”
— an authentic pact of aggression — signed by PS, PSD
and CDS-PP with the European Union, the European
Central Bank and the International Monetary Fund,
were marked by an attack on the rights of the workers
and Portuguese people, enhancement of concentration
of wealth and the worsening of exploitation, social in-
equalities and impoverishment, by a severe economic
and social crisis, the deterioration of the democratic re-
gime and the reconfiguration of the State at the service
of monopoly capital.

The workers and the Portuguese people responded to
this violent attack with a persistent and intense strug-
gle — where the broad-united trade union movement, the
CGTP-IN, the great trade union central of the Portuguese
workers assumed a key role — against the right-wing pol-
icy and to defend their rights, interests and aspirations.

The October 4, 2015 legislative elections reflected the
condemnation of the PSD/CDS-PP government, ex-
pressing the political and social isolation determined
by the struggle of the masses and the desire to prevent
the continuation of its policy of worsening exploitation
and impoverishment, of deepening national decline and
dependence.

It was this demand for change that the PCP echoed by
taking the initiative, in the context of a new correlation



of forces resulting from the elections, to help cease the
destructive action of the PSD/CDS-PP government and
not squander the opportunity to respond to the problems
and pressing needs and achieve progress, albeit limited,
giving political expression to the struggle and the impor-
tant immediate claims of the workers and the Portuguese
people in defence of their rights and interests.

Although not fulfilling the essential goal of a rupture
with right-wing policy and the implementation of a pa-
triotic and left-wing policy, which the PCP advocates,
the new correlation of forces has resulted: not in the
constitution of a “left-wing government” but the for-
mation and coming into office of a minority PS gov-
ernment with its own program; not in the existence of
a parliamentary “left-wing majority”, but the existence
of a relationship of forces where PSD and CDS-PP are
in the minority, and at the same time, the parliamentary
groups of the PCP and PEV [parties that are part of the
Broad-united Democratic Coalition — CDU], influence
decisions and are crucial and indispensable for the res-
toration and achievement of rights and incomes; not in a
situation where the PCP is a supporting force to the gov-
ernment by means of any “agreement of parliamentary
incidence”, but a situation where, having contributed to
the government taking office, the PCP maintains full po-
litical freedom and independence, all the while guiding
its analysis and decisions based on what best serves the
interests of the workers, the people and the country.

A political solution, in which the PCP fully assumes its
independence and identity, reaffirms its Program and
project and holds as objectives its intervention to achieve
a rupture with the right-wing policy and a patriotic and
left-wing policy.

The new phase of political life in Portugal portrays the
contradictory context of the possibilities and limitations
that are inherent to it. On the one hand, the implementa-
tion of a set of advances, albeit limited, resulting from
the struggle of the workers and the people and the in-
tervention of the PCP expressed: in the interruption and
reversal of the continuation and intensification of the
PSD/CDS-PP government’s offensive; in the progress
achieved on a return of rights, wages and income; in wit-
nessing, even though circumstantially, the existence of a
course other than the one which the PSD/CDS-PP gov-
ernment and the European Union presented as inevitable
and as the one and only. On the other hand, the confirma-
tion of the limitations, of more crucial and indispensable
advances resulting from the PS government’s options of
submission to the policies, impositions and conditions
of the European Union and the interests of monopoly
capital.

Notwithstanding, the replacement of wages which were
cut and the 35-hour week in Public Administration, the

elimination of the surcharge on the income tax, the re-
placement of the holidays that were dropped, the revers-
al of the process of privatisation of public transport, the
increase in the national minimum wage, increased child
benefits and solidarity supplement for the elderly, the
cut in healthcare user fees, the protection of the family
residence resulting from tax foreclosures, the introduc-
tion of free school textbooks, the extra support for un-
employed workers, the cut in VAT in restaurant bills, are
examples of measures that meet important claims of the
struggle of the workers and the Portuguese people that
need to be consolidated and are necessary to continue to
go further in the defence, replacement and achievement
of rights, restoring hope and confidence that a better life
is possible.

The PCP does not ignore the complexity and demands of
the current phase of political life in Portugal and is fully
aware of its deep divergences with the PS, of the differ-
ent programmatic options of the PS, its path and its as-
sumed attitude of not breaking with external constraints,
whether in relation to the impositions of the Unions
European, of submission to the Euro or to the debt, or
not breaking with the interests of big business. These op-
tions of the PS remain in its government action, being
structural options associated to a right-wing policy.

The removal of PSD and CDS-PP corresponded not only
to the pressing need to stop their destructive work but
also to the legitimate expectations of the electoral defeat
of those parties portraying the defeat of their policy — a
policy that it is necessary to prevent from returning, ei-
ther by the hand of these parties or that of the PS.

The possibility now open, although in a limited way, to
address the most pressing problems and the need to en-
sure the continuity and consolidation of this path, face
not only the conditions and the constraints arising from
the process of European capitalist integration, but also
pressures and blackmail from big business.

Without denying the political significance of the current
situation in Portugal which shows that there can be an-
other course other than just more exploration, destruction
of rights and impoverishment, this situation also shows
the increasingly irreconcilable nature of the impositions
of the European Union and the Euro and a policy which
effectively answers the economic and social develop-
ment that the country needs.

The reaction of transnational capital centres is here is to
prove that, however feeble the affirmations of sovereign-
ty or questioning of their interests, they spare no means
to preserve their aims, and it is necessary to combat any
illusion about the possibility of consolidating a path
of affirmation of the right to a sovereign development
submitted to the impositions and rules of the European
Union.



The effective answer to the country’s problems contin-
ues to be affected by the suffocation of the burden of
public debt, by the constraints of the mechanisms and
blackmail of the Euro and the European Union, by the
succession of scandals in banking, which consume thou-
sands of millions of Euros of public funds, or the domi-
nation of monopoly groups of the national economy.

Notwithstanding the value and important significance of
the defeat of the PSD/CDS-PP government and the most
immediate projects of big business, made possible by the
persistent struggle of the workers and the people and the
action of the PCP, the reality of the country increasingly
shows the need and urgency of a break with the right-
wing policy, break with the power of monopoly capital
and with the limitations and constraints stemming from
the capitalist integration of the European Union and the
Euro and their instruments of domination.

The defence of all the positive measures meanwhile ob-
tained and the fight against all negative measures, aspects
and guidelines of the right-wing policy that still remain,
are part of the struggle for a break with the right-wing
policy and an alternative patriotic and left-wing policy
proposed by PCP.

A policy which, due to its patriotic dimension, inscribes
national sovereignty and independence as a central goal,
affirming the inalienable right of the Portuguese people
to decide their present and future and the prevalence of
this sovereign will on any and all constraints and exter-
nal impositions.

A left-wing policy that assumes a break with the right-
wing policy and inscribes the aim of valorisation of the
rights and incomes of the workers and people, raising
the living conditions of other anti-monopoly classes and
strata, the promotion of justice and social progress.

PCP’s immediate political proposal, with anti-monopo-
listic and anti-imperialist character, holds eight priority
aspects:

* the liberation of the country from submission to the
Euro and from the impositions and constraints of the
European Union which, with other expressions of a sov-
ereign foreign policy, of peace and cooperation, affirms a
free and sovereign Portugal,

the renegotiation of the public debt, in its terms, interest
and amounts, to ensure a debt service consistent with
public investment needs, development and creation of
jobs;

the valorisation of work and workers, based on full em-
ployment, on wage increases, shorter working hours, in
defence of work with rights, fight against unemployment
and precariousness and higher pensions and retirement
pays;

* the defence and promotion of domestic production and
of productive sectors, with the development of a policy

in defence of manufacturing and mining, agriculture and
fisheries, placing national resources to serve the people
and the country and reduce structural deficits;

* ensure public control of banking, return to the public
sector of strategic basic sectors of the economy, creating
a strong and dynamic State Business Sector, support to
micro, small and medium-sized enterprises and to the
cooperative sector;

* the guarantee of Public Administration and services to
serve the people and the country, valuing the National
Health Service as a general, universal and free service;
public schooling, free and of quality;

+ a public and universal Social Security system; the
defence of a fair fiscal policy to ease the tax burden on
the income of workers and the people and cut down the
scandalous favouring of big business;

+ the defence of the democratic regime and compliance
with the Constitution of the Portuguese Republic,
furthering rights, freedoms and guarantees, fight against
corruption and implementation of an independent judici-
ary accessible to all.

The materialisation of an alternative patriotic and left-
wing policy requires: the broadening of the organisation,
unity and struggle of the working class and workers; the
increasing intervention of all anti-monopoly classes,
strata and sectors, of all those affected by the right-wing
policy, of democrats and patriots interested in reversing
the course of national politics, in a large anti-monopolist
social front; the strengthening of the PCP and its politi-
cal and ideological, social and electoral influence.

The development of the mass struggle around concrete
objectives, for labour, social, economic and political
claims is a determining factor for enhancing social and
political awareness and extending the social front of
struggle to make a break with the right-wing policy and
for a patriotic and left-wing alternative.

A patriotic and left-wing policy based on the princi-
ples and values of the Constitution of the Portuguese
Republic and which falls within the PCP’s programme
“An Advanced Democracy — The values of the April
Revolution in the Future of Portugal”, would be a con-
stituent part of the construction of socialism.

It is in times of great political challenges in national and
international political life that the PCP holds its 20th
Congress this coming December 2nd, 3rd and 4th.

Aware of the complexity of the situation and the de-
mands it entails, the PCP sets as an essential aim its
organic strengthening, deepening its roots among the
workers and the people, its connection to the Portuguese
reality, articulating the struggle for immediate goals with
the struggle for its wider goals, reaffirming its commu-
nist identity and its revolutionary project.



Organic strengthening of the Party which, among other
important aspects, entails: strengthening of leadership
work; increasing the number of comrades with perma-
nent responsibilities; recruitment and integration of new
members; creation and promotion of company and work-
place cells; structuring of local organisations; develop-
ment work with the newer generations, with retirees,
pensioners and other strata and priority sectors; increas-
ing political initiative; improving propaganda work and
of the Party press; ensuring its financial independence.

A Party that assumes and affirms with its practice,
guidelines and concepts the essential characteristics of
its communist identity: a party of the working class and
of all workers, which upholds the interests of the anti-
monopoly classes and strata, free from the influence, in-
terests, ideology and policies of the forces of capital and
whose characteristics and concern is a close bond with
the working class, the workers and the people; a party
whose supreme goal is the construction of socialism and
communism, a society free from capitalist exploitation
and oppression; a party that has Marxism-Leninism as
its theoretical basis, a materialist and dialectical concept
as tool for analysis, a guide for action, critical and trans-
forming ideology; a party which has working principles
arising from the creative development of democratic
centralism, based on a deep internal democracy, a single
general guideline and a single central leadership; a patri-
otic and internationalist party.

The PCP, the party of anti-fascist resistance and the
April revolution, affirms itself as a force for action and
transformation, of hope and confidence, with its identity
and project, with a determined and decisive intervention,
always faithful to its internationalist duties, always at the
service of the workers, the people and the Portuguese
homeland.

In the times we live, 100 years after the October Socialist
Revolution and following the developments that took
place in the twentieth century, in which the capitalist
system, with its exploitative, oppressive, aggressive and
predatory nature, with the destructive and tragic conse-
quences it holds, undergoes structural crisis, it becomes
even clearer the importance and achievements of the
aims of this major event in the history of Humankind
and the affirmation of socialism as a requirement of the
present and of the future.

After millennia where societies in which the socio-eco-
nomic systems were based on the exploitation of people
by people, the October Revolution began a new era in
the history of Humankind, an era of transition from capi-
talism to socialism.

To mark this centennial we keep in mind the teachings
of the processes of building socialism in the Soviet
Union and other countries, the successes and defeats, the

setbacks and advances, the long struggle that preceded
it, as important experiences that enrich and enliven the
continuing struggle for socialism and communism. The
twentieth century was not the “death of communism”,
but the century in which communism was born as a new
and superior form of society.

The disappearance of the USSR and the defeats of so-
cialism in Eastern Europe had an undeniable and pro-
foundly negative impact on the world balance of forces,
on the social and political awareness of the masses and
in the development of the struggle for socialism. But
this fact does not change the fundamental content of
our time, or call into question the direction of historical
development. Capitalism has not changed its nature; its
revolutionary overthrow becomes a necessity.

The working class, the workers and the peoples, with
their unity, organisation and struggle, have in their hands
the success of the resistance to the current attack by big
business, imperialism, and the achievement of social and
national emancipation.

The PCP puts the aim before the Portuguese people of
building a socialist society, based on the reality and ex-
perience of the Portuguese Revolution, critically absorb-
ing the world revolutionary experience. In proposing
its programme “An advanced democracy — The April
values in the future of Portugal”, the PCP believes that
the realisation of this process of profound transforma-
tion and development of the Portuguese society is, in
itself, an integral part of building socialism in Portugal.
The struggle that the PCP undertakes for the defence,
restoration and achievement of rights, for a break with
the right-wing policy and the implementation of a pa-
triotic and left-wing policy begins with the struggle for
an advanced democracy, and it is part of the struggle for
socialism.

Socialism, by different paths and stages, affirms itself
as the goal of the struggle of peoples, as prospect and
future condition inseparable from the full liberation of
humanity.

It is with confidence that the PCP believes that, in a more
or less prolonged historical period, through the struggle
for social and national emancipation of the workers and
peoples, the replacement of capitalism by socialism, in
the twenty-first century, remains inscribed as a real pos-
sibility and as the most solid prospect of the evolution of
Humankind.

It is to this process of struggle and construction that the
Portuguese communists commit themselves with unwa-
vering determination.



Contribution of Tudeh Party of Iran
to the 18th International Meeting of
Communist and Workers’ Parties

“The struggle against US plans in the Middle East, the fight for a united
Peoples’ front for peace and an end to the threat of war, for genuine
sovereignty and for building a democratic and progressive alternativel”

Dear Comrades,

The Tudeh Party of Iran (TDI) would like to take this
opportunity to thank the fraternal Communist Party
of Vietnam and through them the leadership of the
People’s Republic of Vietnam, for facilitating the 18th
International Meeting of Communist and Workers’
Parties. We would like to take this opportunity to thank
all fraternal parties for extending internationalist solidar-
ity with the people of Iran in their complex struggle for
peace, democracy and social justice.

The 18th IMCWP is taking place at a very critical junc-
ture in contemporary history. The political develop-
ments in all corners of the world, from Latin America to
Eastern Europe and the borders of Russia; and from the
Middle East to South East Asia, indicate that the global
struggle for peace and progress is encountering massive
obstacles.

The United States and its allies in Europe are attempting
to block and reverse the forward march of the forces of
progress and human development and to reinforce the
economic and cultural hegemony of imperialism across
the globe.

Despite claims to the contrary, the economic and mon-
etary crisis that engulfed the world in 2008 still lingers
on. It is a fact that the capitalist system has been unable
to find a lasting resolution to this systemic crisis. The
impact of the crisis is felt in the very heart of Europe and
in Japan. Policy makers in key global capitalist institu-
tions have tried to shift its burden onto the shoulders of
workers and of poor and marginalised people. Inequality
has become endemic in capitalist countries. Inevitably
the danger of instability, terrorism and wars has become
more widespread.

Simultaneously, the Middle East is going through a
major crisis of war and destruction. The region has been
the focus of carefully orchestrated attempts by US-led
world imperialism to consolidate its hegemony and to

ensure unrivalled control of the flow of oil, the ability
to freely plunder the region’s resources and to exploit
its markets.

In relation to the Middle East, the US and its allies in
Europe and in the region have been able to dictate the
course of events there by orchestrating crises, wars and
conflict.

The dispute with the theocratic regime in Iran over its
nuclear technology programme and the regime’s direct
and covert encouragement of the forces of political Islam
in its different manifestations, as well as the exploiting
of disputes between neighbouring countries, have been
fully utilised by the US and EU and their allies to plunge
the region into an unending series of wars and conflicts.

Dear Comrades,

US strategy to maintain its hegemonic influence in this
oil, gas and mineral rich region during the last decade
has been focussed on the promotion and implementation
of the “New Middle East Plan”. At the core of the US
administration’s strategy has been the goal of advanc-
ing the “Project for the New American Century”: “to
promote American global leadership”. The implementa-
tion of this policy process in the Middle East is being
facilitated by a new breed of comprador bourgeoisie,
who have come to the fore since the turn of the century
by means of the most advanced and destructive forms of
social and environmental exploitation, i.e. the fusion of
neoliberal economics into a version of “political Islam”
that is practically acceptable to the US and its strategic
allies.

An example is the theocratic regime in Iran where po-
litical Islam is combined with neo-liberal anti working
people economic policies. The repressive theocratic re-
gime provides the coercive force necessary to crush the
workers’ movement, trample on human and democratic
rights and ban trade union organisations.



Despite massive global Islamophobic propaganda and
the real or perceived threat of “Islamic Terrorism”, US
strategists are unlikely to consider “political Islam” on
the whole to be a major strategic threat. In fact, on the
contrary, both historical and logical analysis has shown
a strong, intrinsic economic link between the objectives
of imperialism and “political Islam”. The strong ties be-
tween the US and Saudi Arabia, as the main financial
backer of forces such as ISIS in the region, is a good
example of this.

Inrecent years we have witnessed a meticulously planned
reorganisation of US military forces in the Middle East.
This process has accompanied the careful reconfigura-
tion of US policy towards “multi-lateral containment”,
encompassing the key players of the Middle East — the
Islamic Republic of Iran (IRI), Turkey, Saudi Arabia,
Egypt and even, to some degree, Israel. The US policy-
shift in the Middle East simultaneously counters and
supports the regional contradictions in relation to each
key player. The US is relying on its hegemonic position
in order to exploit the internal tension and contradictions
between the aforementioned countries by means of the
so-called “carrot and stick” approach to its diplomacy.
This has already resulted in even sharper sectarian divi-
sions and setbacks for the forces advocating peace and
progress in the region and increased the risk of further
military conflict in the region. The situation in Syria is a
case in point.

The destructive policies of US imperialism and local re-
action has plunged Syria, Iraq and Yemen into the flames
of internal strife, terror and foreign interference. Libya
has been reduced to a place in which tribal warlords vie
for power and Islamic terror rules. These are all the by-
products of the attempt by US-led world imperialism to
consolidate its hegemony and to plunder and exploit the
region.

The TPI is extremely concerned that the conflict in Syria
will develop into a large-scale military conflict envel-
oping the region. From the outset of the crisis in Syria,
we have stated that this conflict has no military solution
and hence we have advocated a negotiated settlement in
Syria respecting the sovereignty of the country and op-
posing every manifestation of foreign direct or indirect
interference. The TPI has called for the immediate return
of all key players in this crisis to negotiation based on
the provisions of the UN Charter. There must be no place
for any terrorist organisation at the table. The future of
Syria and its government should be decided freely by the
Syrian people and the removal of the Bashar al-Assad
government should not be a pre-condition for an end to
violence and a lasting peace.

Dear Comrades,

The economic and social data proves that the ruling dic-
tatorship in Iran serves the interests of the big mercantile
and bureaucratic bourgeoisie. While the facade of the
power structure of the theocratic regime includes organs
of “government” led by the president, a parliament and
the judiciary, the reality is that all key instruments of
power and decision-making are tightly controlled by the
Supreme Religious Leader. The Iranian people have no
say in the governance of our country.

The “revolutionary guards”, and their paramilitary wing,
the “Basij”, play a significant role in Iran’s economy and
this is a major source of internal factional conflicts and
competition within the regime’s ruling elites. The “revo-
lutionary guards” leaders report to and are appointed by
Ali Khamenei, as the commander of the armed forces.

Iran has been engulfed in a deep and widening socio-
economic crisis. The effect of more than two decades
of neoliberal-oriented economic restructuring combined
with the harsh paralysing sanctions imposed by the US
and EU has ruined the economic production system. The
sanctions benefitted the “revolutionary guards” leader-
ship, bazaar merchants, speculators and profiteers who
have used the situation to quadruple the prices of goods,
commodities and smuggled products. This has resulted
in the huge concentration of private wealth, mass un-
employment and structural poverty. The concentration
of private capital in Iran is broadly in the spheres of
parasitic and non value-added activities such as finance,
importation and property.

It is important to note that, during the past three years,
the unique feature of the negotiations between the US
and Iran, sanctioned by Iran’s supreme religious leader,
has been that the IRI has had to negotiate and compro-
mise from a weak bargaining position. The top level and
highly confidential meetings during the past five years
between the US and the IRI have covered a wide spec-
trum of issues beyond Iran’s nuclear industry. The main
objective of the IRI negotiators has been to alleviate the
deadly pressure of US financial sanctions in order to pre-
vent the collapse of the economy and resultant political
crisis and ensure the perpetuation of the ruling theocratic
regime. The US, using its strong bargaining position, has
been able to force the IRI to accept aspects of the US’
“New Plan for the Middle East”.

The process and the speed of the easing of the economic
sanctions against Iran post the 5+1 nuclear agreement
was largely dictated by the US, therefore the US and its
imperialist allies have again been able to secure impor-
tant critical leverage allowing them to dictate the path
of the economic restructuring of Iran. This in turn has
and will continue to strengthen the position of specific
sections of the bourgeoisie in Iran so that their power,



and indeed survival, is directly dependent on deepening
economic ties with the global financial capital system.

President Hassan Rouhani and factions supporting
him — in particular the influential forces around former
president Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani — are among the
important political representatives of the above-men-
tioned sections of the bourgeoisie which are seeking to
strengthen ties with imperialist economic circles.

Iran’s low technology and unproductive economy is
wholly reliant on the export of crude oil and import of
most goods. Thus the link to the global financial system
is vital for Islamic Iran’s economic revival.

The most likely scenario as a condition of the real reduc-
tion of economic sanctions by the US is that Iran’s future
economic recovery is made to depend on the intensifica-
tion of neoliberal restructuring and a strong linkage to
global financial capitalism.

The Tudeh Party of Iran believes the above mentioned
scenario for economic growth and its linkage to US in-
fluence in shaping our country’s future balance of power
is against our national interests and will lead to the plun-
dering of our country’s human and natural resources. Our
analysis shows that the outcome of this scenario will be
the perpetuation of the dictatorship and oppression. We
have already seen that during the last three years, for the
duration of Hassan Rouhani’s presidency, the suppres-
sion of the democratic rights of the working people has
continued. Iran’s working class is denied the opportunity
to organise in order to challenge the neoliberal diktats of
global capitalism.

The Tudeh Party of Iran believes that there is an impor-
tant link between Iran’s internal situation and key devel-
opments in the Middle East and especially in respect of
how the Islamic Republic of Iran is being incorporated
into US policy in the region, i.e. the “New Middle East
Plan”. This process may not follow a linear path but
rather may involve twists and turns, but it is difficult to
see how the IRI can escape from being sucked into the
vortex of the US new plan for the Middle East which
provides the lifeline for the perpetuation of the ruling
regime in Iran.

Therefore our party’s overall objectives are interrelated
and these can be summarised as:

* Protection of Iran’s national sovereignty,

¢ Formation of a united front for transition from dictator-
ship into democracy,

* Collaboration with the progressive forces in the region
for speedy peace and security.

Dear Comrades,

To achieve these goals our party has drawn upon all of
its resources in order to mobilise the widest spectrum of
popular forces who at present suffer the consequences of
the regime’s bankrupt policies. Even according to offi-
cial government statistics the economy is stagnant, Iran’s
national industry is declining fast, millions of people
are living below the regime’s defined poverty line, over
three million people are unemployed (in some provinces
this comprises more than 60% of the population) and
there is rampant corruption and growing inflation.

The Tudeh Party of Iran works closely with the move-
ment for progressive and effective reforms in the country
and believes that there is a growing consensus that un-
less all democratic and freedom-loving forces work to-
gether we will not be able to push the dictatorial regime
into retreat. We are conscious that the best cover for a
Party, such as ours, that is banned and working under
the most difficult conditions, with membership outlawed
and carrying a heavy prison sentence, is to be part of the
mass movement and able to influence the direction of the
struggle. In short, some of our key analysis and views
are reflected in the slogans of the peoples’ movement to
end the dictatorship in Iran. That is the strength of the
work done by our comrades in the country and in exile
and why the Iranian leadership is seriously concerned
about the influence of the Party.

Since the attempt by the clerical regime in Iran to elimi-
nate the party of the Iranian working class thirty years
ago, we have rebuilt it into an effective force for pro-
gressive change in Iran. The Tudeh Party of Iran today
is leading the struggle for a united front of all progres-
sive, national democratic and anti-imperialist forces in
the country fighting to achieve the above mentioned
goals and traverse the path for fundamental progressive
change. In this vital struggle the consistent solidarity of
the working class and communist movement interna-
tionally has been and will remain crucial.

We are confident that the final victory belongs to the
Iranian working people.

Thank you.
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People vs. Profit: Volume 2: The United States & the World
Paper back — 442 pages by Victor Perlo  $25

This volume deals with the reaction of Washington to developments all over the
globe. America’s position as the strongest and richest imperialist nation, advancing
and protecting the worldwide operations of the multinational giants, is traced and
documented. The content provide a review of US foreign policy, the forces that
propelled it, over the last half of the 20th Century: the arrogant military mayhem:;
the role of oil; the disregard for international treaties and for the national integrity
of small nations; the influx of US business interests, protected by US troops, all
over the world; the manic hostility towards socialist countries. [From introduction
of the book by Ellen Perlo.]

ABC Series: Classes and the Class Struggle?
Paper back — 263 pages by A Yermakova & V Ratnikov ~ $10

How often have you heard it said that the class struggle is dead, that the way
forward is for workers to cooperate with employers? The book defines classes,
deals with the origin and evolution of class, peculiarities of class struggle in
modern times, the role of the class struggle, its various forms and moves on to the
question of socialism and classless society.

Against Fascism and War  $20
Paper back - 125 pages by George Dimitrov

Against Fascism and War, contains the famous report to the 7th World Congress of
the Communist International, 1935 by George Dimitrov and a 1936 speech on The
People’s Front. There is a foreword by James West from the Communist Party USA
giving a historical background to the great Bulgarian Communist leader who was
elected as General Secretary of the International.

Lenin T-shirt $25

Available in red or gray

Shop@CPA

email: shop@cpa.org.au phone: 02 9699 8844

postal: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills NSW 2010

All prices include postage & packaging (p&p) within Australia.
Make all cheques and postal orders out to “CPA”. For credit cards provide name-of-card-holder,
card-type, card-number, and expiry-date. Minimum credit card payment is $20.



“Despair is typical of those who do not

understand the causes of evil, see no way out,
and are incapable of struggle.” - Lenin

So Now (T's

You BeT¥ s
Lone As THe ! ke

Communist Parly of Australia

Contaci:

Street/Postal: 74 Buckingham Street,
Surry Hills, NSW 2010, Australia

Phone: +61 2 9699 8844 Fax: +61 2 9699 9833

Email: cpa@cpa.org.au Web site: www.cpa.org.au



