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[Text] The editorial "Principled, Consistent and Well-Considered Policy" refers
to the dimportant decision taken in the Soviet Union towards the end of the

1982 and outlines the plans for 1983 year, proceeding from the tasks set by

the regular Plenary Meeting of the CPSU Central Committee in November 1982.

It demanded the intensification of production, the raising of the efficiency

of the national economy. The Plenary Meeting stresses that the chief

methods to be used are improvement of economic management, planning, and of the
economic mechanism; creation of the best possible economic and organizational
conditions for stimulating high labor productivity, initiative. The article
emphasizes that there exist extensive reserves in the country's national
economy. They must be drawn forth by the acceleration of scientific and technical
progress. The article speaks about the development of socialist democracy in
the broad sense of the word. - The 60th anniversary of the USSR is an additional
proof of the triumph of Soviet democracy. '

The strengthening of the socialist community remains the principal concern of the
CPSU. All the plans advanced by the community of socialist states are plans
of peace and creative endeavour.

As far as SoViet foreign policy is concerned it has been and will remain as
determined by the decisions of the 24th, 25th and 26th Congresses of the CPSU.

The November Plenary Meeting of the Central Committee of the CPSU in line with
the Peace Programme adopted by the 24th, 25th and 26th Congresses once again
stresses that humanity cannot endlessly accept the arms race and wars if it
does not want to jeopardize its own future. Ju. Tomilin's article "Curbing of
Nuclear Threat is an Urgent Task' explains why the problem of eliminating the
nuclear threat is of paramount importance, why it is necessary to search ways
for genuine disarmament and prevention of nuclear war. Such was the central
theme at the 37th Session of the UN General Assembly and the Second UN General
Assembly Special Session on Disarmament. The author believes that the urgent
measures contributing to the solution of this problem might be the renunciation
by the nuclear powers of the use of nuclear weapons, the complete and universal
banning of nuclear weapons tests, the freezing of nuclear arsenals. The
instrumentation of all these measures would prepare favorable conditions for a




-

- radical solution of the nuclear problem--a gradual limitation of nuclear

weapons up to and including their complete abolition. The author believes that
new Soviet initiatives for an "Immediate cessation and prohibition of nuclear
weapons tests" and "Elimination of the threat of nuclear war and safe
development of nuclear energy" are extremely timely. Their pressing aim is to
prevent the spreading of nuclear weapons throughout the world. The author

also speaks about some resolutions adopted by the 37th Session on the initiative
of the socialist and non-aligned countries.

I. Ivanov in his article "Conception of "Poor" and "Rich" Countries: Origin,
Nature, Purposefulness" presents an analytical review of the concept,
dividing the contemporary world into "rich" and "poor" nations. Picturing
it as inconsistent even statistically the author warns about the political
and social findings which may be misleading for the national liberation
movement, the struggle for the economic decolonization and international
diplomacy. The author points out that any social analyses have to be based
on a class approach no matter is the question under review of national or
international origin.

The target of I. Lebedev and E. Khesin in the article "The Commonwealth--
Essence, Problems, Prospects" is to figure out the actual role of the
Commonwealth, its recent evolution, internal and external factors of its further
development.

Commencing with the structural and organizational particulars of the ‘Commonwealth,
its composition and the mechanism of operation the authors examine in

succession on the role of the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and New

Zealand as well as their relationship with the developing countries.

The increasing economic and political influence of the U.S.A., the West

European integration contributed to the erosion of the British domination within
the Commonwealth, leading to the desintegration of the British invisible empire
undermined by the breakdown of the colonial system. Nevertheless, the position
of the British capital in certain Commonwealth nations is rather strong: the
United Kingdom's direct investments in the Commonwealth sphere account for the
2/3 of its total bulk. Great Britain also preserves the control over the
Commonwealth nations in the military matters and in the field of mass media.

Canada, Australia and New Zealand, which pretend the regional leadership, try to
use the Commonwealth relationship to strengthen their influence in the
developing world.

The long existence and the evolution of the Commonwealth witness that the
Commonwealth responds to the intentions of the industrial capitalist countries—-
primarily of the United Kingdom--to secure their international weight. Besides.
that there is a vast group of the developing countries interested to obtain
advantages from the economic and technological assistance received through the
Commonwealth channels and to achieve the political goals using the Commonwealth
relations.




A. Dynkin in the article "Reagonomics" and Contradictions of Scientific and
Technological Progress" goes on with the analysis of the reaganomics' impact

on various aspects of the U.S. econoimy. On the basis of abundant data the
author observes the actual deterioration of domestic and foreign economic
environment affecting the R & D dynamism namely the arrest of the productivity
growth and increasing technological challenges on behalf of Japan and

Western Europe. Along with these negative processes there have been the related
unfavorable trends in the very field of R & D. The reduction of public
financing of R & D carried out by industry led to the shifts from radical
breakthroughs to improvements and imitations connected with the profit criteria
of the private R & D activity.

The Amercian state produced a series of moves to offset those negative
evolutions by conventional means of the state monopoly regulation in the late
70's. The Republican administration formulated the new program of the economic
revitalization which envisaged the prevalence of the market mechanism as the
main tool to spur the industrial innovation and drastic increase of military
and space R & D is proclaimed as national technological priority. Market
considerations supported by the taxation and depreciation government techniques
are to determine the R & D priorities in the resting range of applied

sciences affecting crucially basic research.

According to the "supply-side economics' doctrines the prescribed regulatory
mechanism brings about certain positive effect in the short run but its long-
term prospects promise new impediments to the scientific and technological
progress.

T. Karyagina and V. Khlynov in the article "State Policy in the Field of Labor
Relations in Japan" give evidence to the fact that the state regulation of
employment, wages and trade unions' activity has represented one of the most
significant components of the overall socio-economic policy of Japan during the
postwar period. The governmental moves to manage labor relations, namely
certain legislative measures, the introduction of special plans and programs,
targetted to resolve the acute problems within the labor relationship, are
actually of a propagandist character. The undertaken measures are aimed to
divert the Japanese working class struggle.

The state attempts to govern labor problems are in fact reduced to the
elimination of the economically disadvantageous elements of the labor relations
system. These measures are directed to secure the political and ideological
advantages which are specific for the Japanese state monopoly capitalism.

These particulars of the Japanese socio-economic system comprise the lifetime
employment practices, specific remuneration system in industry, the company
organizational structure of the unions..

Due to the class character of the modern Japanese society dnd subsequently the
class orientation of the state labor policy the latter is only an alleviation
tool to ease social tension, to smooth the imminent contradictions between
capital and labor, a means for temporary and palliative resolution of the
capitalist antagonisms.




Numerous articles, dedicated to the criticism of the contemporary monetary
postulates, focus essentially on the internal conditions of the capitalist
reproduction. I.Filatochev in the article "Monetarist Theories of the Open
Economy" dwells upon the fundamental Neoclassical principles underlying the
modern state monopoly regulation operating in the internationalized economic

} environment.

The author investigates the main theoretical approaches of monetarism aimed to
manage the balance of payments problems. These approaches are thoroughly
distinguished from those of the Keynesian receipts of the supranational
regulation. ’

The most important trends of the "open economy" monetarist views comprise
primarily the floating rates system which is regarded to be, so to say, the
self-tuning market mechanism of the p;o.b. adjustment in various countries.
Besides the idea of the floating rates there are also the concept of global
monetarism and the theory of capital assets. The analytical comparison

of the three mentioned trends helps the marxist estimation of their essence
and the revelation of their inner contradictions.

The main emphasis is placed on the practical recommendations stemming from the
monetarist theories which account for the exterior conditions of the economic
advance. The author takes the example of the U.S. foreign economic policy.
Armed with the monetarist precriptions the latter has recently inflicted
considerable losses on the American economy itself, as well as on the economic
development of the other imperialist states. The monetarist expectations

that the self-regulation would bring about the long awaited world balance have
failed. '

COPYRIGHT: Izdatel'stvo "Pravda'. '"Mirovaya ekonomika i mezhdunarodnyye
otnosheniya". 1983,
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EDITORIAL DISCUSSES ECONOMIC, FOREIGN POLICIES

Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNOSHENIYA in Russian No 1,
Jan 83 pp 3-11

[Editorial: "A High-Minded, Consistent and Considered Policy"]

[Excerpts] ZLooking back at the path that has been covered and weighing their
possibilities in proprietorial manner, Soviet people cannot fail to discern big
potential; its commissioning could stimulate our progressive advance and

spread it along a broader and more priority front. For a number of reasons,
some of which were connected with the complication of the international
situation, certain--and important, moreover—-targets of the first 2 years of
the 5-year plan were underfulfilled. :

Although labor productivity in industry--the main indicator of the efficiency
of the economy--increased 2 percent in 1981, such a rate cannot satisfy us.
The problems of the association of the raw material and processing sectors

and output's material consumption, the problems of transport and others, which
are not being solved quickly enough, are also causing concern. The task of

an acceleration of agricultural production and development of the agrarian-
industrial complex and on this basis of the Food Program-adopted by the CPSU
Central Committee May (1982) Plenum is of an urgent nature.

Evaluating available potential, the November Plenum outlined an acceleration
of the rate of development of the economy and an increase in the absolute
increase in national income, industrial and agricultural products and retail
commodity turnover. In its decree the plenum oriented us toward the maximum
use of available potential for an improvement in economic activity, an
acceleration of scientific-technical progress, a growth of labor productivity
at all levels of the national economy and an increase in the production and

a rise in the quality of products.

Particular attention was paid to problems of capital comstruction in all
sectors of the national economy and strict observance of the expenditure norms
of fuel, raw material, metal and other materials and financial and labor
resources. Central significance was attached to a further refinement of
planning and management of the economy and the style and methods of management.

Proceeding from the recommendations of the plenum, the session passed the Law
on the State Plan of the USSR's Economic and Social Development in 1983, which




provided, inter alia, for a growth of national income used for consumption

and accumulation of 3.3 percent (compared with 2 percent in 1980), industrial
output of 3.2 percent (correspondingly 2.8 percent) and labor productivity

in industry of 2.9 percent (2 percent). Making concern for Soviet man, his work
and social conditions and his spiritual growth the cornerstone, the party

and government have planned the preferential growth of group "B" sectors and

an increase in consumer goods production. Real income per capita will continue
to grow.

It is perfectly obvious that it is a question of taut targets which, furthermore,
have to be met with a comparatively smaller increase in materlal expenditure
and labor resources. ’

The question arises of the levers and means which are designed to provide
organizationally for the fulfillment of the upgraded plan quotas. These means
and methods were specifically indicated in the CPSU Central Committee decree.
"...Importance," this document says, "should be attached to the strengthening
of state, labor and performance discipline in each field of production and in
all spheres of management, an increase in organization and professionalism in
work, the extensive development of socialist competition in industry, '
agriculture, construction, transport and in other sectors of the national
economy, the fuller use of intensive factors of economic development and
available potential, economies in all types of resources, an improvement in
qualitative indicators and achievement of the highest end results with the least
expenditure. We must persistently introduce in production the achievements of
science, technology and progressive experience. And ensure strict supervision
of the fulfillment of adopted decisions." '

An important role in realization of the outlined plan indicators is assigned
foreign economic relations. Their intensiveness should be raised appreciably,
and, furthermore, paramount significance is attached to the extension and
intensification of cooperation with the socialist countries.

The party poses conc1u31vely the question of the creation of conditions—-
economic and organizational--which would stimulate high-performance, productlve
labor, initiative and enterprise. Under socialism there is none of the greed
for gain typical of capitalism, nor should there be. Observance of the highest,
nationwide interests is a law of socialist management. This means that the
workers of socialist production should be oriented not only toward plan
indicators and the assignments and directives of the center. All of them, at
all levels, should be characterized by energy, initiative and the spirit of
social enterprise which has nothing in common with a narrowly pragmatic
attitude and ownership aspirations and which constitutes an inalienable
appurtenance of the mature socialist society.

Importance in this plane is attached to the plenum's formulation of the question
of the broadening of the independence of the associations and enterprises and
kolkhozes and sovkhozes. The Council of Ministers and the Gosplan were given
instructions concerning the development of practical measures for tackling

this urgent task. At the same time, however, it is perfectly obvious that such
steps rule out haste and rashness, not to mention spontaneity and haphazardness.
Circumspection, the organization, where necessary, of an experiment and a




strictly weighed approach which also includes a comprehensive consideration
of the experience of the fraternal countries should be the preliminary
condition of such measures and their . .prerequisite, = The decisive criterion
here also is an increase in the.responsibility of each for the satisfaction of
nationwide interests and concern for benefits for all.

Truly far-reaching and largely qualitatively new tasks ‘confront the Soviet
economy in the sphere of the introduction of new equipment, the stimulation of
scientific-technical progress, development of the fuel-energy complex,
economies in and the jealous use of material resources, realization of the Food
Program and development of the agrarian-industrial complex.

There are no nor can there be any ready prescriptions for the solution of all
these questions and others connected with them put on the agenda by the ongoing
development of our economy and society and their unswerving advance toward

the great communist goals. :

At the same time, operating profoundly in accordance with invigorating Leninist
tradition, the party has been able at its recent fora to distinguish the main,
central element which has to be seized to ensure emphatic change. People, the
workers of the socialist society, are this element and this determining and
principal factor. It is to them that the party and.the Soviet Parliament appeal
for a redoubling and tripling of creative efforts for the ‘solution of national
economic problems at all levels and at every place of work. This appeal has
evoked a warm response in the hearts of all Soviet people.

A central place in the struggle for the fulfillment and overfulfillment of the
plan quotas is occupied by socialist competition. The party sees its further,
rapid development as a most important ‘condition of the assertiveness. of the
working people's masses and the development of the creative initiative of
millions. Competition achieves its greatest success where the useful
jnitiatives of some labor collectives win the timely and practical support of
others and where the continuous buildup and qualitative development of this
success is ensured. The fruitfulness of competition depends to a very great
extent on an ability to concentrate efforts in the central areas of national
economic activity. Such today are primarily an acceleration of technical
progress, an increase in product quality and the better, higher organization

of labor. It is in these areas that the party calls for the concentration of
the main attention of the collectives and the enlistment in the solution of the
urgent problems here of workers with a creative bent who are capable of '
decisively overcoming the inertia of outmoded methods of the organization of
labor. ’

Socialism and peace are indivisible. This truth was again demonstrated as
distinctly as could be by the fora of our party and state which have been held
since the death of L.I. Brezhnev. Promotion to the forefront of tasks connected
with an upsurge of the economy and an. improvement in the people's well-being

is evidence of the profoundly peace-loving nature of the Soviet state.

It is natur31; theréfdre, that the fora which have Been'held‘have primarily
wholly and fully confirmed the peace strategy formulated by the 24th-26th




CPSU congresses and the Peace Program for the 1980's put forward by the 26th
congress and supplemented by a set of new initiatives. They confirmed as
invariable goals of Soviet foreign policy the securing of lasting peace and
defense of the peoples' rights to independence and social progress.

The November Plenum again proclaimed as our party's primary concern a further
strengthening of the socialist community, regarding its unity as a guarantee
of successes in all spheres. The facts show that in the recent past the
friendship and cooperation of the fraternal countries have become deeper

and more effective and have been reflected in the joint accomplishment of
production, transport, power engineering, scientific-technical and other
tasks. They have precisely coordinated a common policy in the international
arena aimed at the consolidation of peace and security and the preservation
and extension of the relaxation of international tension.

The imperialist "crusaders" against the socialist world, numerous disciples

of direct and indirect interference in the affairs of the socialist countries
for the purpose of "softening' the popular system there and provocateurs of
all shades and hues have recently been forced to acknowledge increasingly often
the futility of their efforts aimed at undermining the socialist community and
poisoning the atmosphere in relations between socialist states. Events are
prompting the bourgeois press on the one hand to gloomily note the increase in
conflicts and tension in the Western camp--from "trade wars' through
increasingly serious political confrontations of the three centers of
interimperialist rivalry-—and, on the other, to record, against their will,
the continuously strengthening cohesion of the socialist countries.

The CPSU and the Soviet state are unswervingly maintaining course toward an
improvement in relations with all the socialist countries, proceeding from the
fact that good will, respect for one another's legitimate interests and common
concern for the interests of socialism and peace should create a basis for
accord even in instances where for this reason or the other the necessary level
of mutual understanding has still not been secured. This policy is fully
justifying itself. The plenum, in particular, evaluated positively the dialogue
which has begun in Soviet-Chinese relations. It would, of course, be
inappropriate to belittle the difficulties standing in the way of a normalization
of and improvement in relations between China and the USSR. But at the same
time the hopelessness of the gamble of imperialist policy, partlcularly
American and Japanese, on Sino-Soviet disagreements becoming a kind of eternal
institution is perfectly obvious. Soviet people are convinced today, as they
have always been convinced, that the future belongs to normal relations between
the USSR and the PRC and friendship between the Soviet and Chinese peoples.

Taking Lenin's instructions as a basis, our foreign policy consistently supports
the struggle of the peoples for national liberation and is comprehensively
assisting the young states which have cast off the yoke of colonialism and
which are resisting the neocolonialist tricks of the imperialists, which are
aimed at pulling the developing states into the orbit of influence of world
capitalism and integrating them in its economic and also political system.

As Yu.V. Andropoﬁ emphasized at the Noﬁember Plenum, solidarity with the states
which have liberated themselves from colonial oppression and with the peoples

10




defending their independence was and remains a fundamental principle of Soviet
foreign policy.  The USSR attaches importance to the nonaligned movement,
which performs a big and growing positive role in international affairs. The
diverse relations which our country maintains with many of these states are to
the benefit of both sides and international stability.  This is attested as
graphically as can be by the example of the USSR's relations with great India,
whose friendly nature was emphasized once again duringI. Gandhi's recent

visit to the Soviet Union.

The Sov1et country, together with its allies, expresses readiness to cooperate
in name of peace and the good of the peoples with all states, regardless of
their social systems. The pronounced successes in the USSR's relations with
many West European countries convincingly indicate the fruitfulness of such
cooperation and dialogue. The CPSU Central Committee plenum emphasized a
readiness to further develop relations with the capitalist states in the
channel of the ongoing development of detente.

The Pharisees of bourgeois propaganda and certain Western politicians also have
attempted to construct various speculative forecasts concerning allegedly
impending changes in Soviet foreign policy and expressed hypocritical
"misgivings" in connection with the fact that the USSR is allegedly prepared to
depart from the policy of detente in international relationms.

- Such "analysts" were answered with exhaustive fullness and clarity in Yu.V.
Andropov's speech at the November Plenum: ''You have only to think of how many
attempts have been made in recent years to ascribe to the Soviet Union every
conceivable sinister intention and to portray our policy as aggressive and

a threat to the security of now one, now another state. But now, it turns
out, the alarm is being sounded about the fact that this policy might change.
Its preservation is seen as an important prerequisite of peace and tranquillity
in the international arena. It should be said conclusively: Soviet foreign
policy was and remains such as it was determined by the decisions of the 24th,
25th and 26th congresses of our party....As a matter of fact, there is nothing
for us to rescind: we have not imposed sanctions against anyone, we have not
abandoned treaties and agreements we have signed and have not broken off
negotiations which have been started."

What was said strikes home, as they say, to certain leaders of the capitalist
world, who are distinguished by unpredictability of behavior and who are
treacherously flouting both the standards of international law and their own,
voluntary adopted commitments, if only to acquire "freedom" in respect of an
acceleration of the race in nuclear superarms and an unchecked spurring of
international tension, which has already reached dangerous proportions.

Of course, the Soviet Union and its allies--the socialist community countries-—-
cannot overléok the facts of the imperialists' buildup of their military
arsenals. They have to pay due attention to defense. The USSR Supreme Soviet
session deemed it expedient to maintain Soviet military spending in 1983 at

the absolute 1982 level, although, of course, it would be preferable to
reassign if only some of these resources to the peaceful sectors of the economy,
where there is a very great need for expanded investment. TUnfortunately, such
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an opportunity is at the present time lacking. It is ruled out by the
imperialist policy of arms race with the candidly proclaimed purpose of
securing military superiority and at the same time achieving the "economic
exhaustion" of the socialist and other peace-loving states.

The fact that certain Western newspapers, including the London TIMES, have
attempted to present Soviet leaders' pronouncements on the need to strengthen
the USSR's defense capability as evidence of the Soviet Union's intention to
build up its arms at all costs attracts the attention. Such deliberate shifting
of the accents is tantamount to a juggling bordering on direct falsification.
The Soviet Union, like its allies, is indeed concerned for its defense
capability, but this is an enforced policy, and the socialist states would like
nothing better than to devote all their forces and resources to the solution

of problems connected with the development of the peaceful economy.

V.I. Lenin called disarmament the ideal of socialism. The entire strategy of
the CPSU and the Soviet state in the international arena amounts to making
this ideal a reality and realizing it in practice.

It is not fortuitous that the Soviet proposals and initiatives are at the
center of the world public's attention. Their realism is generally recognized.
Take, for example, the problem of strategic nuclear arms of the USSR and the
United States. The Soviet Union advocates these weapons and their arsenals
being, for a start, frozen at the present level, which would create favorable
conditions for negotiations, and subsequently for the conclusion of an
agreement on a mutual reduction in such weapons. :

The idea of nuclear freeze in its specific application to strategic weapons is
meeting with understanding everywhere in the world both among the broad masses
and politicians belonging to the ruling echelons of many capitalist countries.
The adoption of such an approach would immediately suffuse the negotiations
currently under way with hope-instilling content, putting an end to the
abnormal situation where discussion via a number of diplomatic channels is
lagging markedly in its fruitfulness behind the rate of the creation of new
military equipment. '

It has to be recognized that the policy of the U.S. Administration on the eve
and at the outset of 1983 also continues with respect to the majority of
international problems-—-and the decisive ones, including the problem of
fettering the arms race, at that--to be distinguished by the same bellicose
negativism., '

On the one hand Washington officials served up a more than distinctive "New
Year's present" for the people of their own country and the international
community, announcing at the end of 1982 the President's decision to produce
100 new MX ballistic nuclear missiles intended for use as a first-strike
weapon and requesting Congress for $26.4 billion for this purpose. The
President and his advisers threatened here to recall the American delegation
from the Geneva talks--in other words, to again break off a most important
negotiating channel--if Congress refused the administration the appropriation
of this sum.
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On the other hand, high American politicians, including the President,
secretary of state and secretary of defense, have hastened to make it frankly
understood that whatever the policy of the Soviet Union, this will not deflect
the United States from implementation of a single one of the gigantic arms
buildup programs which it has adopted--both conventional and nuclear. In

other words, Washington intends to continue the policy of accelerating the arms
race under any circumstances, come what may. '

In this case we cannot regard as anything other than as cheap camouflage the
"linkage strategy" with which U.S. leaders are continuing to operate in the
international arena, particularly within the Soviet-American dialogue _
framework. The entire provocative and long exposed "wisdom" of such actions
amounts to making demands for unilateral concessions from the USSR which are
unacceptable and compatible neither with its role in the world nor its

interests and dignity. When, however, such demands are rejected--and they are
based only on being rejected--the situation which arises is ‘used for "hardening"
American policy, the adding of new twists to the arms race spiral-and various
anti-Soviet and antisocialist diversions.
Such a policy is being manifested particularly graphically in Washington's
approach to the most important problems of disarmament, on which Soviet-

American negotiations are currently being conducted--both in respect of strategic
arms and. intermediate-range weapons in Europe. An agreement here is
inconceivable other than on the basis of equal security and nondisruption of

the approximate balance which has evolved.

Of course, international practice also knows of unilateral steps taken by a
state in the way of good will and proceeding from a desire to set a positive
example and relieve the tension. The Soviet Union's unilateral commitments
concerning no first use of nuclear weapons, the imposition of a moratorium on
the further deployment of Soviet intermediate-range missiles within the
western regions of the USSR and the withdrawal of 1,000 tanks and the

_.corresponding personnel with its armament from the GDR are just such measures.

But, naturally, to be successful unilateral measures need support and
reciprocity. The fact that to date not one of such Soviet actions has
received an adequate response from the Western side cannot be considered
promising. In addition, the present American leadership has adopted this
method with the sign reversed, as it were: it persistently advocates unilateral
disarmament, but not its own but that of its negotiating partmer. This and
only this is the meaning of the promoted and paraded "zero" option model of

a solution of the problem of intermediate-range missiles in Europe, according
to which the West is to preserve such missiles (American forward basing and
British and French missiles), while it is proposed that the Soviet Union
liquidate them. :

Such tactics can only be aimed at naive people. But the Soviet leaders are not
among these. There are also increasingly few of them among various circles of
the West and politicians and public figures and also of the so-called "silent
majority," which the propaganda machine of the military-industrial complex

and inveterate militarists have been accustomed to manipulating.
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The so-called "secondary level” of world politics, which imperialist
strategists have until now preferred either not to notice or ignore in this
way or the other, also reveals itself in unusual strength and relief here.

This is the multimillion-strong people's masses, which have emerged in the
forefront of politics on an unprecedented scale to defend peace and champion
the most important and decisive right of the man of our era--the right to life.

"The broadest people's masses of all continents and all countries, including
West Europe, Japan and the United States itself," Yu.V. Andropov emphasizes,
"are struggling for peace. This movement, which unites people of the most
diverse social position and different beliefs, arose from a natural sense of
self-preservation and the burning need of our time--to.prevent a nuclear
catastrophe. Only political fools or deliberate deceivers can declare the
mass antiwar movement of our day the 'hand of Moscow' and the intrigues of the
communists. Such a broad universal coalition as that which is today opposed to
the nuclear threat is probably unprecedented in man's history." Even the most
bellicose imperialist politicians are incapable today of adopting an ostrich
posture in respect of the antiwar forces.’

The peace policy being pursued by the USSR and its friends in the international
arena. is at the same time one of profound historical optimism. As its
fundamental foundation, it is based on objective factors, the might and
effectiveness of which are growing continuously. It is this which fills the
peoples with confidence that, despite the intrigues of its imperialist
gravediggers, the policy of detente not only is not receding into the past

but is being firmly established anew in the present and will win the future.

In our era peace can and must conquer andtriumph for the good of all states

and all peoples--large and small.

Such is a categorical imperative, such are the cherished aspirations of mankind.

COPYRIGHT: Izdatel'stvo "Pravda". "Miroﬁaya ekonomika i mezhdunarodnyye
otnosheniya'. 1983,

8850
CSO: 1816/6
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LACK OF U.S. RESPONSE TO SOVIET DISARMAMENT PROPOSALS CRITICIZED

Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNOSHENIYA in Russian No 1,
Jan 83 pp 12-21

[Article by Yu. Tomilin: "Curbing the Nuclear Threat--Priority Task']
[Text] - : 1

The CPSU Central Committee November (1982) Plenum emphasized particularly that
ensuring lasting peace and defense of the peoples' rights to independence

and social progress constitute invariable goals of the Soviet Union's foreign
policy and that in the struggle for these goals the leadership of the CPSU and
the Soviet state will operate in a high-minded, consistent and considered manner.
"We believe," Yu.V. Andropov, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee,
said in his speech at the plenum, '"that the difficulties and tension which
characterize today's international situation can and must be overcome. Man
cannot be reconciled indefinitely to the arms race and wars if he does not wish
to put his future at risk."

A paramount place in tackling the task of preventing a world war is occupied by
the problem of removing the nuclear threat and curbing the nuclear arms race.
This problem was the focus of the work of the UN General Assembly'37th Session.
The main attention was also paid to it by the UN General Assembly Second '
Special Disarmament Session in New York in the summer of 1982. Various

aspects of this problem are being examined in the Geneva Disarmament Committee.
The antiwar movement, which has assumed unprecedented proportions recently, is
demanding the removal of the nuclear threat. :

The nuclear powers' renunciation of first use of nuclear weapons, a total and
universal ban on tests thereof and a nuclear arms freeze are urgent measures
which could contribute most effectively to the solution of the problem
determining the fate of mankind and its very existence. Implementation of these
measures would prepare favorable conditions for a radical solution of the
nuclear problem--a gradual reduction in nuclear armaments, as far :as their
complete elimination. '

In the present complex international situation particular urgency is attached

to the new Soviet initiatives.put forward at the UN General Assembly 37th
Session--"An Immediate Halt to and the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons Tests"
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and "Multiplying Efforts To Remove the Threat of Nuclear War and Ensure the
Safe Development of Nuclear Power'. The main goal is to deflect the nuclear
threat from the world and ensure security and the use of the atom for
peaceful purposes. .

" The whole number of resolutions adopted by the session on the initiative of the

socialist and nonaligned states also serves this task.

Making an emphatic spurt ahead in curbing the.arms race--such is the goal

of the draft resolution "Banning the Development and Production of New Types
of Weapon of Mass Destruction and New Systems. of Such Weapons" submitted by.
27 socialist and nonaligned countries. The document proposes that the Geneva
Disarmament Committee be requested to activate negotiations with the aid of
experts for the preparation of a draft corresponding all-embracing agreement
and also possible agreements pertaining to individual types of weapon of

mass destruction. It is recommended that the UN General Assembly call on the

permanent members of the Security Council and also other militarily important

states to make--as a first step toward the conclusion of an all-embracing
agreement--similar declarations concerning a renunciation of the creation of
new types of weapon of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons.

‘Considering the importance of a limitation of and a halt to the qualitative

improvement of arms, the Belorussian SSR delegation proposed on behalf of

the 10 socialist community countries a draft resolution providing for a

renunciation of the use of new discoveries and scientific~technical
achievements for military purposes. B

The draft resolution "Nonuse of Nuclear Weapons and Prevention of Nuclear War"
submitted by the GDR and Cuba emphasizes that the declaration made by .the
Soviet Union on no first use of nuclear weapons is "an important step on the
way to a diminution of the threat of nuclear war." On behalf of a group of
socialist states the Bulgarian delegation submitted the proposal "Conclusion
of an International Convention on Strengthening the Security of States Which
Do Not Possess Nuclear Weapons and Against the Use or Threat of Nuclear
Weapons''. :

A document approved by the General Assembly drawn up by the GDR and certain
other socialist states is imbued with profound concern in connection with the
continuation and expansion of the production of neutron weapons. The adopted .
resolution emphasizes the need for an immediate start to negotiations for

the purpose of concluding a convention banning the production, stockpiling,
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons and contains an appeal to the UN
General Assembly for inclusion of the corresponding paragraph on the
preliminary agenda of the next session. -

Since the time of the appearance of atomic weapons questions of the limitation
of nuclear arms and their reduction.and liquidation have been central to the
general set of disarmament problems. However, they have assumed . unprecedented
seriousness today. A manifest tilt toward greater reliance on force and its
flagrant use has appeared in U.S. policy in the last 3-4 years. By way of the
accelerated creation of increasingly sophisticated types of nuclear arms the
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United States is.endeavoring to secure for itself military superiority over
the Soviet Union. The Pentagon plans,'inter'alia,'in'the”current decade
alone to increase by a factor of no less than 1.5 its strategic offensive
forces' p0351b111t1es in the delivery of nuclear warheads in a single launch/
flight. The accuracy of the delivery vehicles and the feature of surprise
are being increased. considerably. Attempts at the military use of space are
being stepped up sharply.

At the end of November 1982 the U.S. Administration took a dangerous new step
along the path of jacking up the strategic arms race and preparation for a
nuclear war. President R. Reagan informed Congress of-his decision to deploy
100 new MX intercontinental ballistic nuclear missiles, which the Pentagon
regards as a "first-strike weapon" and which the President himself described
in one of his speeches as a means of achieving the United States'
"indisputable military superiority' over.the USSR and ‘as an instrument
creating the prerequisites for ensuring victory for the United States in any,
including nuclear, conflict. Implementation of the MX program--and
Washington cannot help but know this--is contrary to a central provision of
the SALT I and SALT II treaties: the undertaking not to create additional.
stationary launch installations for intercontinental missiles. Nor is there
any doubt that such a step would not contribute to progress at the Soviet-
American negotiations in Geneva.

In reply to questions of a TASS correspondent published on 7 December 1982,
Marshal of the Soviet Union D.F. Ustinov, minister of defense of the USSR,
emphasized as clearly as could be that "the planned deployment of MX missiles
on U.S. territory and intermediate-range missiles in West Europe is
Washington's program to ‘do away with the military balance which now exists

and achieve superiority over the USSR on a global and regional scale.”

"If the White House," D.F. Ustinov continued, "contrary to commonsense and
flouting the will of the peoples to peace, challenges us and proceeds with the
deployment of the MX missiles, a new ICBM of the same class and in no way
inferior to the MX missile will be deployed in the Soviet Union in response."”

In pursuing a militarist policy U.S. ruling circles are counterposing themselves
to the entire international ‘community inasmuch .as they are attempting to

achieve their goals at the expense of the security of others, to the detriment
of the legitimiate interests of their allies included. Washlngton s avowedly
militarist, imperialist policy is being sharply criticized throughout' the world
and in the United States itself. The prominent U.S. politician, TU.S.

Democratic Senator E. Kennedy, for example, has termed it a pollcy of "nuclear
adventurism".

The USSR counterposes to the policy of madness and blackmail a peace-loving
line dictated by a profound awareness of its duty and responsibility for the
preservation and consolidation of peace. In the atmosphere of nuclear threat,
which has increased sharply as a result of the U.S actions,.exceptional
significance is attached to the Soviet Union's commitment not ‘to be the first
to use nuclear weapons, which was proclaimed‘in'L.I;'Bfezhnev'svmesSage'to,the
UN General Assembly Second Special Disarmament Session -and which took effect
-immediately, the moment it was made public from the high tribune of the United
Nations, that is, on 15 June 1982. If the other nuclear powers were to assume
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such a clear and precise commitment, this would in .practice be tantamount to

a banning of nuclear weapons altogether, which the overwhelming majority

- of countries advocates. In taking this .step the Soviet Union proceeded

from the incontrovertible fact that nuclear war, having begun, could signify

the annihilation of human civilization and, perhaps, the end of life on earth
itself.

Back in the fall of 1981 the UN General Assembly 36th Session adopted on the
Soviet Union's initiative a resolution declaring first use of nuclear weapons
the most heinous crime against mankind. Thus the USSR's decision was a
‘logical continuation and development of its consistent foreign policy course
and its military policdy,.which is based on a defensive doctrine. This act

of Soviet diplomacy is not simply a declaration, ‘as our country's enemies
irresponsibly claim. It entails.practical steps in the military sphere.

USSR Defense Minister D.F. Ustinov, member.of the CPSU Central Committee
Politburo, gave the following explanation of the ‘Soviet initiative in an article
in PRAVDA on 12 July 1982: "This means that in the training of the armed )
forces even greater attention will now be paid to the tasks of preventing the
growth of a military conflict into a nuclear conflict and that these tasks,

in all their diversity, are becoming an indispensable part of our military
activity. Every specialist in any way conversant with military issues
understands that this erects an even tighter framework in the training of
troops and staff, determination of the composition of the armaments and in

the organization of even stricter monitoring ruling out the unsanctioned launch
of nuclear weapons from tactical to strategic.”

Justifying their refusal to follow the Soviet Union's example and undertake mnot
‘to be the first to use nuclear weapons, the United States and its allies refer
‘to some "superiority" of the Soviet Union and the other Warsaw. Pact states

in conventional arms and armed forces. The West clutches at every step here

at individual indicators in terms of which the socialist countries many indeed
have a certain preponderance and completely ignores the NATO countries‘
advantages in other indicators or in other types of conventional arms.

-Thus the Atlantic headquarters speak of the Warsaw Pact's superiority in the
number of divisions, citing figures on all actual divisions, but not on those
that are combat-ready. At the same time it is well known that only combat-
ready divisions can be used for military operations without additional
mobilization measures. In Europe counterposed to the 89 combat-ready NATO
divisions are 78 such Warsaw Pact divisions. Furthermore, it is essential to
take account of the differences in the numerical composition of the NATO

and Warsaw Pact divisions. The strength of an American division is 16,000-
19,000 and of the West German more than 20,000 men, while a Warsaw Pact
division has a maximum of 11,000 men. Thus if one makes an elementary
arithmetical calculation, it becomes clear that NATO has almost twice as many
combat-ready divisions as the Warsaw Pact.

As far as the total number of army d1v131ons is concerned the preponderance
here really is on the side of the USSR. However, it is ‘essential to take into
consideration here the. geographical and strategic position of the Soviet Union,
which is forced to provide for its defense capability both in Europe and in
Asia: the total length of the USSR's state border is approximately 67,000
kilometers, of which 20,000 kilometers are land.
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Yet another method of Western propaganda consists of manipulating figures in
connection with the number of tanks at the disposal of the NATO countries.

The leaders of the United States and its partners count only the tanks
which are under the jurisdiction of the joint command of.the bloc's armed
forces in Europe (allegedly less than 12,000 altogether). But in fact the
armies of the NATO countries have more than 16,000 tanks. In addition,
approximately 1,500 American tanks.and 6,500 tanks of West European countries
are concentrated at depots in Europe. As a reésult the North Atlantic bloc
countries are only slightly inferior. to the Warsaw Pact countries in the number
of tanks (24,000 and 25,000 respectively). However, this. small advantage is more
than offset by the West's superiority in antitank weapons. As U.S. Secretary
of Defense A. [sic] Schlesinger wrote in a report to Congress: "Modern
antitank weapons deployed in sufficient numbers compensate for the Warsaw
Pact's superiority in the number of tanks. In this connection we do not
consider it necessary to have an equal number of tanks with the Soviet Unlon.

Further, the West's militarist circles are "sounding the alarm" in connection
with the fact that the Warsaw Pact countries are outstripping NATO in
tactical aircraft. However, they remain silent, as a rule, about the fact
that the NATO side has superiority in helicopters and also bomb load.

On the eve of the opening of the UN General Assembly Second Special
Disarmament Session the leaders of the NATO countries formulated at a session
of the bloc's council in Bonn "a solemn collective commitment" worded thus:
"None of our arms will ever be used other tham in the course of a retaliatory
strike." This maneuver was clearly thought up to counterbalance the proposal
of the USSR and the Warsaw Pact states concerning the commitment not to be
the first to use nuclear weapons. The attention is attracted.primarily by the
condition contained in the NATO formula--"other than in the course of a
retaliatory strike". Surely no aggressor, even the most brazen, would begin
aggression without having presented it as a "retaliatory strike.” A recent
example--Israel's piractical attack on Lebanon, which was presented as a
"retaliatory strike" against the PIO.

Let us turn, flnally, ‘to the m111tary—p011t1ca1 doctrines of the present U.S.
Administration. A prominent place among them is occupied by the so-called
"disarming nuclear strike" concept, that is, a strike which the United States
may inflict first on the other side allegedly to prevent some hypothetlcal
attack against it. Consequently, this "dlsarmlng nuclear strike" is also,
according to NATO concepts, "retaliatory". In other words, the above-
mentioned formula advanced by the leaders of NATO states at their Bonn meeting
in no way prevents aggression with any type of arms.

As we can see, thereferences to Warsaw Pact superlorlty in- conventlonal armed
forces and arms do not withstand criticism. Furthermore, it is worth
recalling that the Western powers have rejected the Soviet proposal for the
conclusion by all the states which participate in the.All-European Conference

of a treaty on mno first use against one another both of nuclear and conventional
arms. Further, the Soviet Union has presented an initiative on the signing

of a world treaty on the nonuse of force in international relations which
would provide for a renunciation of the use of armed forces using all kinds

of weapons. Here, as distinct from the Bonn formula, the Soviet draft treaty
leaves no loopholes which could serve as a cover for aggression. . It says:
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"No considerations may be used to justify the threat of force or its use in
. violation of the commitments ensuing from this treaty" (article 1, clause 3).

11

In the general set of measures to prevent a nuclear catastrophe an important
place is occupied by the task of a complete and general halt to nuclear
weapons tests.

" As is known, test explosions are conducted for the purpose of honing existing
‘types of nuclear weapons, verifying the effectiveness of stockpiles thereof
and ascertaining the combat effect of new models thereof. ‘As a result of the
explosions data necessary for the creation of new types of nuclear weapon

are obtained also., TFor this reason a halt to tests thereof would limit to a
considerable extent both the qualitative and quantitative buildup of nuclear
arsenals and would be an important measure for reducing. the nuclear threat.
Such a step.would strengthen the practice.of nonproliferation inasmuch as it
would deprive the nonnuclear states endeavoring to possess nuclear weapons of
the opportunity of conducting tests, which serve as an essential component in
the process of their creation. It should also be noted that such tests cause
contamination of man's environment with radioactive fallout.

The Moscow Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, Space and
Under Water, which was concluded in 1963, was an important measure in nuclear
arms limitation. The treaty erected a certain barrier in the way of the

further improvement of nuclear weapons, particularly their most powerful

types, which are usually tested in the atmosphere. It limited the opportunities
of the nonnuclear states subscribing to the treaty in respect of the creation
of nuclear explosive devices and also contributed. to a halt to the
contamination of the atmosphere and the entire environment with dangerous
radioactive substances.

‘However, the Moscow Treaty practically left outside of the framework of the ban
underground nuclear tests. In accordance with article 1, all explosions are
prohibited if they cause "radioactive fallout beyond the territorial borders

of the state under whose jurisdiction or control such an explosion is conducted."
This means that only an extremely negligible number of underground nuclear
explosions is banned. As a rule, the latter do not entail radioactive fallout
on the earth's surface and, even less, beyond the confines of the state
conducting them. :

Two nuclear powers--China and France--do not subscribe to this treaty. The need
for the conclusion of an agreement which would ban all nuclear weapons tests

by all states is for this reason perfectly understandable. More than 40
resolutions have been passed by the UN General Assembly with the demand for a
halt to such tests. The question of their prohibition has been examined in the
Disarmament Committee since the first day of its activity in 1962 and since

1968 it has invariably occupied the main place on its agenda.

For the first time since the conclusion of the Moscow Treaty the prospects of
a solution of the problem were discerned in 1974: the Treaty Limiting
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Underground Nuclear Weapons Tests was signed between the USSR and the United
States; -according to this, . the parties undertook, .as of 31 March 1976, to
prohibit, to prevent and mnot to carry out any underground tests of nuclear
weapons with a yield of more than 150 kilotons anywhere under their
jurisdiction and control. In addition, they reached an -accord on limiting
underground tests which remain outside of the ban to a minimum number. Finally,
the USSR and the United States agreed to continue negotiations in order to
fully solve the problem of preventing all underground tests. The treaty
contains an article providing for the conclusion of a special agreement which
would regulate peaceful nuclear explosions. This agreement was signed by the
top leaders of the USSR and the United States in 1976. ‘However, through the
fault of the United States neither the treaty nor the agreement have yet been
ratified.

In September 1975 the Soviet Union submitted for the General Assembly's
examination a draft treaty on a total and general ban on nuclear weapons
tests and proposed negotiations on concordance thereon. . But the Western
nuclear powers blocked the USSR's proposal, thus frustrating the start of
negotiations. As a pretext Washington and London used the issue of
surveillance, asserting that without obligatory on-site verification it is
impossible to distinguish between seismic phenomena of natural origin

' (earthquakes) and seismic phenomena caused by underground nuclear explosions
and that, consequently, states' observance of their commitments in respect
of the banning of nuclear weapons tests could not be monitored.

Continuing the search for mutually acceptable accords, in September 1976 the

" Soviet Union proposed, as a compromise, solution of the surveillance problem
on the basis of "a voluntary framework in the adoption of a decision on on-site
ascertainment of the corresponding circumstances and at the same time all
parties to the treaty would have confidence that the commitments. would be
fulfilled." In accordance with this, on 22 November 1976 the Soviet Union
submitted at the UN General Assembly session a supplement to the article

on surveillance contained in the draft treaty which it had presented earlier.

The flexibility and constructive nature of the Soviet position and the constant
efforts which the USSR has made along appropriate international organization
lines were supported by the overwhelming majority of the participants therein
and played an important part in the preparation and start of negotiations on
banning nuclear weapons tests. The United States was forced to finally consent
to negotiations on the formulation of a treaty.

Such negotiations between the USSR and the United States began in the summer
of 1977. They were joined shortly after by Great Britain also.  'In the course
of the negotiations it had been possible to agree by 1980. on..the text of a
future treaty. Only a few technical questions remained open. The Western
press, American included, predicted that the signing of the treaty was near.
However, the United States unilaterally suspended the negotiations.

Shortly after its assumption of officé_the R. Reagan administration declared

that before determining its approach it had to '"carefully study the problem"
This lasted over a year. Finally, the White House announced that it believes
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A

the ‘conclusion of a treaty completely prohibiting nuclear weapons tests
"inopportune' and that the question of testing can .be settled only in
connection with.a reduction in nuclear arsenals. At the same time, -however,
the United States rejected.the Soviet Union's proposal for a halt to the
production of nuclear weapons and a reduction in the stockpiles. thereof, as
far as their complete liquidation. Thus whereas earlier Washington impeded
the negotiations on banning nuclear weapons tests with reference to the
manifestly exaggerated monitoring difficulties, the no less artificial linkage
with nuclear disarmament has now been added to them, which has blocked further
progress. :

In the. summer of 1982 the U.S. President's order on the nonresumption of the
Soviet-American-British negotiations on the total and general prohibition of
‘nuclear weapons which he had suspended became known. Another decision of the
U.S. Administration was made public in parallel with this—-nonratification of
the Soviet-American treaties limiting underground nuclear weapons tests and on
underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, which were signed in
1974 and 1976.

Washington's actions were an open challenge ‘to all states and peoples _
struggling to prevent nuclear war and strengthen.peace and international security.
Furthermore, the United States' rejection of negotiations on prohibiting nuclear
weapons tests is contrary to the provisions of the Moscow Treaty, which

proclaimed the resolve to continue negotiations for the'purpose_of,ending'for

all timé all test . explosions of nuclear weapons, and also.the Nuclear Nonproliferation
Treaty, which stipulates the commitment of the parties (the United States

included) to conduct negotiations on effective measures to halt the nuclear

arms race in the immediate future (article 6). :

Undoubtedly, behind the said actions of the White House is the. intention to
continue a wide-ranging program of nuclear weapons tests without a limit on

the yiéld of the warheads being tested. This was candidly acknowledged by

E. Rostow, director of the U.S Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, in his
speech on 13 May 1982 in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee: . '"Considering...
the need to create new weapons systems and their modernization... we will. for

a long time yet have to conduct tests and possibly, what is more, tests even

of weapons whose yield exceeds the established 150-kiloton limit."

It may be added to this that nuclear weapons tests, which check out the combat
readiness and reliability of the nuclear stockpiles, are of particular
significance for the creation of weapons designed for a nuclear first strike..
Whatever such a strike may be called--"disarming," "precautionary,” "preventive"
and so forth--the essence remains‘the same: it is a question of thé use of
nuclear weapons for aggressive purposes. Attention has been drawn to this
aspect in the American scientific press also. Thus an article by T. Caldwell

in the BULLETIN OF SCIENTISTS journal observed: . "Leaders of states intending

to attack first should have absolute confidence in the reliability of their

weapons."

According to data adduced in the American press,.the United States is noticeably
increasing the number of nuclear weapons tests which it is conducting. ‘For
example, in the first 6 months of 1982 there were 1.5 times more test _
explosions at the American test range in Nevada than in the same period of 1981!
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There is a corresponding growth in the -appropriations for these purposes.
The U.S. Department of Energy (from whose.budget such measures are financed)
requested for 1983 for nuclear weapons tests twice as much as was spent for
the same purposes in 1980._ :

Washington's inconsisterncy and "zigzags" in the question of testing.has been .
sharply criticized in the Disarmament Committee, at the General Assembly
Second Special Disarmament Session and at. other international fora. Even the
delegations of a number of countries allied with the United States mnot only
have not approved Washington's position but also, as. was the case at the
Second Special Session, manifestly attempted to dissociate themselves from it,
emphasizing their adherence to the idea of a ban on nuclear weapons tests

and the independent significance of this measure. This was stated by, inter
alia, then FRG Chancellor H. Schmidt, Canadian Prime Minister P. Trudeau and
a number of other Western leaders.

In the Geneva Disarmament Committee the United States was forced to consent

to the formation of a working group on the question of nuclear tests. The
point is that such groups are usually set.up in the committee for conducting
negotiations for the purpose of drawing.up.the text of some draft agreement or
other. The American representatives, however, attempted to confine the group's
tasks to a study of monitoring questions which "could arise in the future."
The calculation was manifestly that the Soviet Union, which is calling for

the speediest conclusion of a treaty on the total and general prohibition of
nuclear weapons tests, would block the creation of a group with such a vague
mandate and that it would incur responsibility for the deadlock.

This method, however, was unsuccessful. The working group was formed. The
Soviet delegation declared here that in the course of the work -each delegation
has the right to broach any aspect of the total and general prohibition of
nuclear weapons tests and also emphasized that the discussion of questions of
surveillance should not be used to delay the formulation of an agreement as a
whole.

The group's work during the committee's summer (1982) session afforded an
opportunity for exposing the negativist approach of the R. Reagan administration,
which is frustrating the adoption of any measures in the arms limitation sphere.

CIIT

The new Soviet initiative "An Immediate Halt to and Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons Tests,' which was proposed for examination by the UN General Assembly
37th Session, is designed to accelerate the elaboration and signing of a
treaty on the total and general prohibition of nuclear weapons tests and put
the negotiations on this question in the Disarmament Committee on a practical
footing. The Soviet Union has presented the Assembly with the detailed
"Basic Provisions of a Treaty on the Total and General Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons Tests". This document also takes -account of the considerations and
wishes expressed by many states, on questions of surveillance included.

The Soviet proposél provides for the prohibitioh.of all test explosions of

nuclear weapons in any sphere--the atmosphere and beyond, including space,
underwater and underground. As far as peaceful nuclear explosions are

23




concerned, .the question of .which shouldbe. examined immediately after the

treaty has come into force, a moratorium on .them should be declared right up

until agreement.on the procedure thereof.. The treaty proposed by the Soviet
| Union would take effect following the depositing .of instruments of
ratification by 20.countries, including the governments of all the permanent
Security Council members, that is, all the nuclear states. It.is specified
here that the participating states could agree on the validation of the
treaty for a limited agreed period with the participation of three
permanent Security Council members also--the USSR, United States and Britain.

The Soviet draft pays great attention to. questions of monitoring observance of
the treaty. The proposed verification system:is based. on a combination of
national-technical monitoring facilities and.international means such as
‘consultations and cooperation, the exchange of seismic data between the parties
‘to the treaty and use of the procedure of the submittal of complaints to

the Security Council.  Finally, the possibility of on-site inspections on a
. voluntary basis is provided for also. In accordance with the Soviet proposal,
it is assumed.that any two or more participating states could, in view of
special interest or special circumstances, withnmtual.consent,'come to an
arrangement concerning additional measures facilitating the monitoring of
observance of the treaty.

For the purpose of the creation of more favorable conditions for the.
formulation of a treaty on the total and general prohibition of nuclear weapons
tests the Soviet Union proposed at the UN General :Assembly 37th Session that
states possessing nuclear weapons declare a moratorium on:all nuclear explosions,
peaceful included, as of a date to be agreed between them. Such a moratorium
would remain in effect until the conclusion of the treaty itself.

Presenting the draft basic provisions.of the treaty, Foreign Minister A.A.
Gromyko, member of the CPSU Central Committee Politburo, highlighted two
essential aspects: "First, the Soviet Union is ready any day to ratify--on

a mutual basis~-the treaties limiting underground nuclear weapons tests and on
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes which have been concluded with the
United States. Second, we advocate resumption of the tripartité negotiations
between the USSR, United States and Britain.”

The new Soviet initiative was greeted with great interest by the participants
in the session. As the results of a vote in the UN General Assembly First
Committee on 24 November showed, an absolute majority of states supported
the Soviet initiative, which paves the way for the prevention of nuclear
catastrophe. Some 98 countries voted for the draft resolution "An Tmmediate
Halt to and Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons Tests" proposed by the. Soviet Union.
Only the United States, Britain, France and China opposed this constructive
measure. The resolution contains an appeal to all states possessing nuclear
weapons 'mot to conduct, by way of a display of good will and for the creation
of the conditions most conducive to the formulation of a treaty on the total
and general prohibition of nuclear weapons tests, as of a date agreed
between then and until the conclusion of the said tredty, any nuclear explosions,
- making the appropriate declarations on this score in good time."
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Another proposal put forward by the Soviet Union at the 37th Session--
"Multiplying Efforts To Remove the Threat of Nuclear War and Ensure the Safe
Development of Nuclear Power''--is also in the plane of .the struggle for a _
lessening of the nuclear danger. The Soviet Union proposed that the General
Assembly declare the destruction of peaceful nuclear facilities with the use of
conventional weapons tantamount to an attack on them with nuclear weapons.

Such acts would thereby be put on the same footing as the -actions which the
United Nations has already categorized as a most heinous crime against mankind.

The particular importance of the Soviet Union's formulation. of this'question is

determined by the fact that the accelerated development of nuclear power
engineering is under way and an increasingly large number of nonmilitary nuclear
factilities, primarily power-engineering, is being created 1n a number of
countries. This process is inevitable and is caused by man's growing need for
energy sources. At the same time the dange of the deliberate destruction—-—
even with conventional weapons--of nuclear power stations and research reactors
and other such installations (it is fitting to recall here Israel's barbaric
action against Iraq) cannot be ignored. Such actions-could entail the

discharge and dispersion of a huge quantity of radioactive substances, which
would lead to fatal consequences for the populatlon commensurate with the damage
from nuclear explosions. According to specialists' calculations, the
consequences of the destruction of a large nuclear power station are comparable
to the radioactive contamination which could occur 'as a result of the

explosion of a 1 megaton nuclear bomb. For this reason the need to ensure the
safe development of nuclear power engineering is inseparably connected with

the task of preventing the unleashing of nuclear war.

The Soviet ideas and initiatives are an organic continuation and development

of the consistent efforts being made by the Soviet Union for realization of the
Peace Program for the 1980's approved by the 26th CPSU Congress. They serve
as incontrovertible evidence that all the Soviet Union's actions in. the
international arena are inspired by a profound belief in the need for and
possibility of the salvation of present and future generations from the
disasters of war.

COPYRIGHT: Izdatel'stvo "Pravda". "Miroﬁaya ekonomika i mezhdunarodnyye
otnosheniya”. 1983,

8850
CSO: 1816/6
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CATEGORIZATION OF STATES SIMPLY AS RICH OR POOR CRITICIZED

Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNOSHENIYA in Russian No 1,
Jan 83 pp 22-31

[I. Ivanov article: "The Concept of 'Poor' and 'Rich’ Countries: Sources,
Essence, Thrust"; capitalized words in boldface in original]

[Text] Such concepts as "poor" and "rich" countries have been encountered
quite frequently in the press and the lexicon of international conferences
recently. [These provisional terms orignally arose as purely journalistic
cliches. However, attempts are nowbeing made to elevate them (as, equally,
the. "rich North-poor South" equivalents of these terms) ‘to the level of some
universal criterion of the division of the world and key concepts of a systems
theory of international relations, within whose framework the "poor" countries'’
"opposition" to the "rich" is presented as the basic contradiction of the

- modern era.

For Marxist scholars ownership relations have always been fundamental in the
sphere of social, including interstate, relations. It is these relations
which predetermine the division of the modern world into two opposite
socioeconomic ‘systems, to which, as to poles, the countries which are as yet
at the transitional stage of their social development and choosing their paths
are bound in the process of differentiation. However, Marxism takes as the
criterion here not the comparative SIZE but the RELATIONS OF OWNERSHIP and the
- mode of production, the exponents of which are not STATES in themselves but
the ruling CLASSES therein.

While holding to.this viewpoint and championing it Marxism-Leninism at the

same time has never overlooked any other theories interpreting questions of
ownership or based on them and has made its evaluation of them. The "poor™

and "rich" countries theory is also obviously in need of such .an evaluation since
it is now being presented as a version of a kind of ideological-political
platform for the national liberation movement.

I

"All theories are sound," V.I. Lenin wrote, "IF they correspond to objective
reality,"l_that is, are capable of adequately explaining the world and
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indicating the paths of changes therein. ‘However, the concept of "poor" and
"rich" countries reveals its flaws even in this, its first ‘cognitive-
analytical functiom. » _ oL

Indeed, its adherents take as the basis not the CLASS but primarily the
STATE-NATIONAI, criterion of an evaluation and distribution of wealth, after
which its main yardstick proves to be only the average statistical per capita
GNP. Effecting a convincing demarcation of the world, even bipolar, on this
basis is practically impossible since then, for example, the first 15 "rich"
countries (and, presumably, the main political antipodes of the "poor") are,
according to UN statistics; the United Arab Emirates ($19,380), Qatar
($14,856), Kuwait ($13,202), Brunei ($11,866), ‘Switzerland ($13 338), Denmark
($11,183) , Sweden ($10,956), the FRG ($10 430), ‘Norway- ($10, 034) ‘Belgium

' ($9,825), the United States ($9, 756), Bermuda ($8, 621), ‘Canada ($8,701),

Samoa ($8,000) and Libya ($7, 267).2 1t is not difficult to see that this

list, first, includes alternately developing and developed capitalist
countries, that is, it ‘does not have its own sociopolitical character .even

from the standpoints of the above-mentioned theory, and, what 'is most -important,
the absolute majority of the former metropolitan centers to which the -emérgent
states' just demands are primarily addressed remains beyond its range.

Nor is it possible to outline in this way certain indicators of the community
of the developing world as a basis for its unity of action.. At the end of
the 1970's 60 "poor" countries, of which this world presumably is to consist,
had a per capita GNP of over 81, 000, 41 from $500 ‘to $1,000 and 56 less than
$500. 1In 32 countries here this.level was above the.average world level and
in 6 was the median level for developed capltallst ‘countries, and, the reverse,

" 31 countries with an average per capita GNP of $187 were put by the United

Nations in the least-developed category. The paradoxes of the shift of the
problem of wealth and poverty from the social to the abstract-statistical
plane do not end here. Thus 18 oil-exporting- countries, which are indisputably
considered relatively "rich" among their "poor" brothers (%1, 270), prove to
be, with this approach, poorer than the 6 countries which are the principal
exporters of finished products ($1,749), although it is these latter which
account for the bulk of the increased "oil bill". Finally, the United Nations
distinguishes from the total mass of developing countries a further 45 states
($227) which suffered the most from the crisis of the 1970's. As a result
these entire motley statistics are useful rather for illustrating the
processes of the DIFFERENTIATION of the emergent countries, ‘but by no means
that which is common which connects them today.

Such overlapping of wealth" and "poverty" instead of their delineation is.
methodologically easily explicable. It is rooted in the fact that the above=
mentioned national-state criterion may at best reflect the influence on the -
hierarchy of income of INTERNATIONAL PRODUCTION RELATIONS, which K. Marx
specially characterized merely as "SECONDARY AND TERTIARY and altogether
DERIVATIVE, TRANSFERRED nonprimary. production relat10ns,"3 ‘but excludes from
the analysis the PRIMARY relations, that is, the. production relations of the
classes. Yet substitution in. social statistics and in real life of the precise
basis concept of "class" with the superstructural category of "country"
engenders extremely far-reaching consequences for the second and most important--
practical--function of this theory and its claims to the role of compass in the _

- movement for which it is proposed.
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II

To begin with the fact that such a substitution cancels out the basic

contradiction of capitalism and:.the final revolutionary goals.of the working
people's movement. When national-state .interests are put in place of class
interests, the class struggle, according to the ‘logic of. the theory, should

- in general recede to a secondary position and yield its place to a kind of

"national consensus" of all strata of the population in the name of success

in interstate competition. Accordingly, there is a denial of the need for
dinternal revolutionary transformations of the social system of certain countries
since what is considered of most importance for the movement is its national-
state outer covering, and the world revolutionary process itself is reduced

to a struggle for the right to remain in the camp of the "rich" or, on the
contrary, pull out from the category of "poor" countries. In short, the
fundamental appeal for the liberation of labor is essentially (for the

umpteenth time) replaced by the "enrich yourselves" slogan.

The history of both the workers and national liberation movements provides

sufficient examples of national isolation disrupting a common international
action front, counterposing certain of their detachments to one another and
becoming a nutrient medium for national egoism, chauvinism; militarism,

. bellicose religious—ethnic ideology and international conflict.: Only the

ruling, exploiter classes derive any benefits here. Italian imperialism
for example, made much noise'(for the purpose of justifying aggressive
endeavors) about its ' poverty "The cause of the bourgeoisie,” V.I..Lenin
wrote about this tactic, "is fighting for pr1v11eges and advantages for its
national capital and cheating... the common people.’ '4  Tor this. reason it is
not fortuitous that the slogans of diluting the progressive forces "in

terms of national apartments" have been subjected by Marxists to fundamental

comprehensive criticism since the founding of the I International.

Under current conditions in the DEVELOPED capitalist countries this nationally
isolated approach to the question of wealth and its, essentially, - -
fetishization is directly associated with the state-monopoly approach. . "National
consensus in the name of the preservation of and increase in this fetish is
already leading here to the artificial counterposing of the interests of the
working people and the needs and requirements of the developing countries, to the
increased exploitation of the working class in the name of success. in
interimperialist competition and the penetration in: the workers movement of

the ideological metastases of the military-industrial complex. Graphic examples
of this are provided if only by the opportunlst act1v1ty of the AFL-CIO in the
United States. :

In addltlon, the attention of the workers movement here is distracted from the
cardinal class question: how is this available "Wealth" dlstrlbuted within the
country? Yet even a cursory -analysis shows that the "rich," in the
classification of this concept, countries.are in fact polarlzed in a property
respect and that blatant wealth and unconcealed poverty. are lodged within the
framework of a single national—staté’outEr'covering here.-

For example, in the. Unlted States the. proportlon of .the populatlon living
below the official poverty line increased from 12 percent in 1972 to 15 percent

28




in~1981,aand'30vpercent,of.negroes,»AO percent of families with children under
. 18 years of age and 50 .percent.of. families headed by women lived under these
conditions. In addition, R. Reagan's recent tax .reform {again presented as

a "patriotic measure'") involves additional income of $15,000 per annum for
persons with an income of $80,000 and more and a'less of $240 per annum for
persons with an income of $10,000 and less.3 In the FRG only 1.7 percent own
70 .percent of the country's production capital. Only 1 percent of Britain's
population owns 24 percent .of personal .wealth (as much as the "lower" 90
percent of the population) and 2 percent own 70 percent of all shares and 65
percent of all land. In France the "upper" 10 percent of families receive a
nine times higher income than the "lower" 10 percent. .The "lower" 20 percent

- of Japanese families have less than half. as much income as the average for the
country, while the "upper" 20 percent have.twice as much. Tn Italy the "upper"
10 percent of families control 27 percent of the national income, whereas the

. "lower" 10 percent control only 2 percent. The same proportien.of income as
the "lower" 40 percent of the population is obtained by 2.5 percent of families
- of Holland and 5 percent in Sweden and Norway. In Spain 1 percent of:families
receives 22 percent of national income (or as much as the "lower" half of the
country's families) and the "upper" 10 percent of families of Denmark receive
55 percent of the income, while the "lower" 90 percent receive only.45 percent.
In Australia 0.1 percent of the population owns 39.percent of public property,
in Switzerland 3.3 percent and 35 percent respectively and-so forth.

Such is the social panorama of the "rich” countries, if looked at from a class
viewpoint. It .is clear that the working people here can hardly "enrich
themselvés," despiteé the overall level of development and economic growth.

. "National wealth" in these countries is, entirely in accordance with K. Marx's
well-known evaluation, "by its very nature identical with public poverty,"7
not to mention unemployment, which K. Marx also defined ‘as 'a product of the
accumulation or development of wealth on a capitalist basis."8 It is for this
reason that such a development model, contrary to the wish of the authors of
the theory in question, cannot be a reference point for the emergent
countries, as the camp of their enemies cannot be outlined here merely by state
borders. : ' o :

Things are somewhat more complex concerning the "national unity" slogan in the
developing countries. In the majority of cases here it did. actually occur in
the course of national liberation revolutions. In the transitional-type
economy, given the developing countries' unequal position in the world capitalist
economy, it could also group around itself comparatively vast strata of the
population. However, in this case the "poor" countries theory in its
national-state arrangement looks here rather to the past than to the future of
this movement, although being fntended for it primarily. Nor can "poverty" in
the developing world be measured merely as an abstract-statistical all-national
aggregate indicator for it conceals even more striking dimensions of social
inequality than in the developed capitalist countries with their precisely
polarized class structure even. '

Thus the "upper" 5 percent of families appropriate 33 percent of the GNP in
El Salvador, 34 percent in Sierra Leone, 36 percent in Bolivia and Senegal,
40 percent in Colombia, 48 percent in Peru, 50 percent in Honduras and so_
forth. 1In these -same countries the "lower" 40 percent have 12 percent,
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10 percent, 13 percent, 10 percent, 7 percent, 9 percent and 7 percent of the
income respectively.9 A general and rapid process of the decomposition of the
traditional social structures with the separation of the local bourgeoisie

or "prebourgeoisie". (which forms a bloc with the class-bureaucratic elite)

and the transition of the absolute majority of the patriarchal population
affected by these transformations to the ranks of the modern Lumpenproletariat
is occurring behind the facade of 'national-state singularities". It is
obvious here that proportionate to this decomposition and polarization the
interests of the ruling groups and remaining exploited strata of the national
states even in the foreign economic sphere preserve increasingly few common
elements for neither independence in itself nor the economic growth that has
been achieved in the developing countries where capitalist relations have been
established have led to a radical improvement in the position of the working
people, for whom there has merely been a change (and even this not always) in
their exploiters. Indeed, the increase in national income here settles more
than anywhere else in the hands of the ruling elite, and, furthermore, the
comparatively. richer a given country's or territory's resources or the more
rapidly it develops, the more and not less this striking polarization becomes.

For example, in South Korea, which many experts put among the "new industrial
countries," the "upper" 20 percent of families appropriated in 1970 some .
45 percent and in 1976 some 45.5 percent of GNP, whereas the "lower" 40 percent
appropriated 18 percent and 16.9 percent. On Taiwan these proportions from
1960 through 1972 changed from 61.5 percent to 66.6 percent and 12.5 and 7
percent respectively. The same also applies to many oil-exporting countries.10
In the estimation of the well-known Argentine economist R. (Prebish), income -
in the capitalist-oriented developing countries is redistributed at best between
the elite and middle, intermediate strate of the population.ll: :

Such is a social microscopic section of the societies of "poor" countries, which
thus appear by no means as something socially homogeneous but incorporate all
classes and stratar-from the minimonopoly bourgeoise which has already arisen in
places through the Lumpenproletariat and patriarchal communities. It is clear
that under these specific conditions the "enrich yourselves" slogan, even in its
foreign economic formulation, many as such suit only the national bourgeoisie..
But even it in this case will be driven by no means by national and all-state
interests but primarily by its own egoism and "envy and. thirst for leveling"12
with the haute capital of the former metropolis. A convincing example of this

"is provided by the policy of a number of oil-exporting countries with

bourgeois-theocratic regimes. Having increased total surplus petrodollar assets
from $19 billion in'1978 to $100 billion in 1980, they placed a considerable
proportion of them not at home and not in other developing countries but in
Western banks, consenting thereby to a union and merger with international
finance capital. Thus of the 50 leading Arab banks, 12 have their headquarters
in foreign states, and, in turn, 60 of the West's leading banks own sizable
stock portfolios in them.13

Thus the localbourgeoisie, even while acting as. the "leader" of the nation or,
more precisely, holding political power therein, is increasingly proving
incapable of ensuring the genuine and universal development of its national
states and completing their economic decolonization and acts more and more in
the "North-South" dialogue (which in the eyes of the authors of the theory
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appears as the principal field of struggle of the enslaved; oppressed and
exploited peoples against foreign oppression and exploitation),from its own
narrow-class positions and less and less from national positions. '

In the light of what has been said the proposition of the division of the world
into "rich" and "poor" nations by no means appears as a reflection of actual
reality and some progressive approach pointing the way to the elimination of
inequality and injustice in international relations and the solution of world
crises and problems in the interests of the peoples. "After all, it is not_
along meridians and parallels that the borders of wealth and poverty run

today," USSR Foreign Minister A.A. Gromyko emphasized, addressing the UN

General Assembly 32d Session. '"This depends on how, by whom and to what purpose
the natural resources of each country are used and on a broad set of economic,
social and political factors."l# In other words, in its modern formulation this
proposition practically denies the need for the growth of national liberation
revolutions into national-democratic and socialist revolutions and the
transition of the emergent countries to the path of a socialist orientation.

ITI

The bipolar demarcation of the modern world in terms of national wealth is
further distinguished, besides the demonstrated objective groundlessness, by
the fact that it does not in practice raise the fundamental question of the
qualitative and social status of this wealth and how specifically it has been
gained. As a result without any justification both imperialist and socialist
states are mechanically included in the "rich North" category, account not
being taken of the fundamental differences in their socioeconomic systems and
nature and character of their mutual relations with the emergent countries.

It is not difficult to see that at least three fundamentally important
circumstances are canceled out here. First, this artificially constricts the
bounds of the socialist system merely to the limits of the zone of its '
industrially developed states, although in fact it is a world system and also
incorporates, in the socialist community included, a number of former colonial
and dependent states, and a further group of such states has now opted for a
socialist orientation and the path of socialist development. According to the
logic of the authors of the theory, these two groups of states must, obviously,
stand in the dialogue of "poor" and "rich" nations on different sides of. the
barricades, which is quite absurd for then they also would have to be divided
into exploiters and exploited.

Second, the fact that the entire wealth of the socialist society has been created
by the labor and only by the labor of its peoples, whereas according to the

logic of the mechanical inclusion of the socialist countries in the "rich North,"
it should also have been accumulated thanks to the exploitation of the "poor"
nations, is glossed over.

Third and finally, such a division of the modern world conceals the fact that
there now exist in it not only two systems of ownership but also two. opposite
types of mutual relations with the developing states. . This is indicated

sufficiently convincingly by the very policy pursued by the socialist states
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in questions of trade and development, which is in this sphere the complete
opposite of the policy of the imperialist powers, in respect of such a most
important initiative of the developing countries as the "new international
economic order" program included.

It is well known that in recent years Western diplomacy has been doing everything
to emasculate the basic provisions of this program, and it is most recently,
furthermore, that its position has become the most rigid, under the influence

of the "hardline" policy of the R. Reagan administration. For example,

M. Rashish, U.S. undersecretary of state for economic affairs, made it directly
understood in an interview with the NEW YORK TIMES that the United States is
endeavoring to prevent the formulation of standards of equal trade-economic
relations between the industrially developed states and the developing countries.
On the pretext of a crisis in the markets of the United States, West Europe

and Japan protectionist barriers are being erected. against exports of the young
states and the interest rates are being inflated for credit, in which the
privileged part is being reduced. Approximately 280 nontariff barriers alone
have been erected in this sphere, average interest rate on credit increased

from 4 percent to more than 10 percent from 1965 through 1982, the term of
repayment has been shortened from 20 years to 14 years and the privileged part
of credit has been reduced from 40 percent to 7 percent. "We should lose no
more time," former U.S. Secretary of State A. Haig snapped in response to the
demands of the young states at the General Assembly 36th session, "on

fruitless work and unrealistic demands."

0f course, our concept of the nature of the reorganization of international
economic relations is also different from that presented in the "new .
international economic order" concept. From the standpoints of its class and
historical experience socialist diplomacy draws the attention of the authors
of this program to the inconsistency and contradictoriness of a number of its
provisions, including the insufficient linkage of the processes of development
and detente, the lack of backup for the foreign economic reforms with internal
transformations and the limitation of the demands of the program merely to the
developing countries' interests proper, whereas all the flows of world trade
in which discrimination, diktat and so forth are preserved are in need of
reorganization. However, the Soviet Union, a special Soviet Government
statement on the reorganization of international economic relations pointed out,
"adopts an understanding attitude toward this broad program of measures
reflecting the urgent and long-term interests of the developing countries and
supports its fundamental thrust."15 '

The position of the socialist countries also on specific aspects.of the new
international economic order has been formulated as a constructive and allied
one, as distinct from the obstructionist Western position. Thus the socialist
countries advocate unconditional recognition of the developing states'
sovereignty over their resources and economic activity, whereas the West
advocates an infringement thereof in the interests of the international
monopolies. In the sphere of raw materials trade the socialist community is
ready to conduct negotiations on a normalization of markets in all basic
commodities of interest to the young states, whereas the Western countries are
prepared for this merely in respect of individual, selective commodities, mainly
those in respect of which the transnationalcorporations have lost control over _
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price-forming. In the trade in finished products the consistent growth of
imports from the young states to the CEMA countries is counterposed to the
protectionist policy of the West, while back in 1965 the USSR canceled all dues
on such imports. To the Western corporations' practice of enticing
specialists of the developing countries the socialist countries counterpose
their extensive training, which has already been extended to approximately
1.25 million persons. As far as our participation in rendering the emergent
states assistance in surmounting their economic backwardness is concerned,

the Soviet Union does not less but more than any developed capitalist country.
In the sphere of rendering technical assistance the volume thereof in the USSR
alone increased in the 10th Five-Year Plan by a factor of more than 1.7 with
the practical preservation of the degree of favorable terms, as distinct from
the decline therein in the share of government resources and the tightening

of the conditions of their transfer from the capitalist to the developing -
countries. Finally, meeting the wishes of the developing countries half-way,
back in 1980 the socialist states consented in principle to the participation
in "global negotiation" in the United Nations on the basic problems of the
"hew international economic order". At the meeting in Cancun in October 1981
the West promised to do the same. However, according to U.S. Assistant
Secretary of State R. Hormats, "what kind of negotiations these should be and -
what their mandate and procedure--none of this is yet clear,"16 and, besides,
voices are being heard in the West advocating that these negotiations be held
outside of the UN framework.

It was precisely with the support of the socialist countries that the developing
states achieved most significant UN decisions on their problems--the Charter

of States' Economic Rights and Duties, a series of anticolonial resolutions, the
condemnation of the apartheid.regime, the Collection of Principles of Economic
Relations and, finally, approval of the '"new international economic order”
program itself. Characterizing the USSR's foreign policy course, Yu.V.
Andropov, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, emphasized that
"solidarity with states liberated from national oppression. and defending their
independence was and remains a fundamental principle of Soviet foreign policy."17

The absurdity of the identification of the fundamentally different socialist and
jmperialist policies in the sphere of trade and development is now frankly
acknowledged by many authoritative scholars and politicians of both the
developing countries and the Western countries themselves. Thus contrasting
technical assistance to the developing countries on the part of the East and on
the part of the West, the Brandt Commission report, which has received

extensive publicity, noted specially that the assistance of the socialist
countries goes on development of the public sector and also the sectors of
industry which are insufficiently financed from other sources and is payed back,
furthermore, not in foreign currency, which is in short supply, but supplies

of national commodities. "East Europe may frequently propose (to the developing
countries—-I.I.) long-term trade agreements," the authors of the report
continue, "and its support has often ensured their emergence from no-alernative
dependence, both military and industrial, on the Western powers,"18 While the
entire rhetoric of the Western powers on development issues has been of "little
more than symbolic significance"l9 for the young states, many of them 'have
achieved certain successes in this respect to a large extent thanks to the
assistance of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries."” Indian
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professor K. Dutta pointed out. "Without this assistance India, which has the
potential conditions for economic development, would not have reached the
present frontiers in economic progress,"zo - Finally, the American economist

R. Hansen specially stipulates in his book "Beyond the North=South Stalemate"
that the term "North" therein is employed to denote consisely the totality of
"industrial noncommunist countries".Zl ‘

However, in the modern world other voices can also be heard.
v

It is more or less explicable when attempts at an enlarged and politicized
interpretation of the "wealth" and "poverty" of states emanate from the
developing countries with their transitional, multiple-production-mode
structure, which inevitably engenders the amorphousness and variance of
ideology, the more so in that these concepts do not as a whole there go
beyond the confines of the spontaneous slogans of their collective economic
diplomacy. However, it is extremely significant that appeals for. the
elevation of these geographical concepts. to the level of world development
categories are now coming not so much from the "poor" countries themselves as
from other sources, including the camp of bourgeois political economy and
political science and the headquarters of the transnational corporations even.

The American political scientist H. Rowan sees the axis of all international
political life precisely in the "hostile opposition" of these countries.22 :
B. Ward directly includes the "bloc of. socialist countries” in the "rich North".23
"The future challenge to mankind," A. van Damm, director of the Dutch SPS
International transnational corporation, emphasizes, "is no longer the
confrontation between East and West but between North and South."24

Nor is the part of the concept in question which hypertrophies national-state
criteria of the demarcation. of the world to the detriment of class criteria
forgotten. A supporter proves to be J. Kirkpatrick, U.S. permanent
representative in the United Nations, who sees the class struggle currently
precisely in the form of a movement of '"a multitude of poor countries against
some rich countries". This alone puts one on one's ideological guard and
forces one to ponder, as V.I. Lenin taught, cui bono. After all, appeals are
even being heard inviting the socialist countries into a single camp with the
imperialist countries. Thus the FINANCIAL TIMES suggest that for the "Soviet
bloc" the developing countries are by no means "such a natural ally," while

the British economist R. (Ports) directly prophesies that in the long term "the
East will have interests which concur more with those of the North than the
South and will thus prove to be an ally of the West in the solution of the main
economic problems.'?25 '

It is not difficult to see that all these generalizations and appeals are aimed
at distorting the role of socialism in world development, absolving the
imperialist powers of responsibility for an entire era of colonial plunder,
sowing discord between socialism and the national liberation movement,
disconnecting these two allied streams of the anti-imperialist struggle and,
finally, resuscitating the theory of the "convergence" of socialism and
capitalism, on this occasion in the face of the demands of the developing
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countries. It is for this reason that '"we will never accept, either in

theory or in practice," A.A. Gromyko emphasized, "the false concept of the
division of the world into 'poor' and 'rich' countries, which puts on a single
footing the socialist and certain other states, which have taken 'a very

great deal of wealth from the countries under the colonial yoke." 6

This is the genesis of the theory in question, which passed from ideologically
amorphous to class-definite, bourgeois hands and has been brought by them to a
logical conclusion. It again corroborates V.I. Lenin's prophetic words

that after October '"the mutual relations of the peoples and the entire world
system of states will be determined by the struggle of a small group of
imperialist nations against the soviet movement and soviet states headed by
Soviet Russia. If we lose sight of this (as in this case, say—-I.I1.), we will
not be able to formulate correctly a single national or colonial question, even
if it is a question of a most remote corner of the world."27 This genesis is
also suggested by conclusions which it would not be unfitting were they to be
drawn by the supporters of the "poor" and "rich" countries theory also,
whether spontaneous or pretending to ideological leadership therein.

The first is that the very movement for economic decolonization, the emergent
countries' new. place in world economics and politics and, finally, for
surmounting poverty and backwardness must, in order to be successful, be
primarily anti-imperialist for its enemy is not the amorphous "rich North"
but."...an alliance of imperialists of all countries, one which is. natural and
inevitable for the defense of capital, which knows no fatherland....'"28

Second, for this reason, this very struggle against the cosmopolitanized enemy
also should not be a national-state struggle but only an international struggle.
In it "...it is necessary to think NOT of just one's own nation but to put
ABOVE IT the interests of all and their universal freedom and equality" and
"...to struggle AGAINST petty—natibnal narrow-mindedness, exclusiveness and
isolation and for consideration of the whole and universal and subordination of
private interests to common interests."29 '

This movement, further, can only be democratic and popular, but cutting off any
chance fellow travelers, even if they pretend to leadership therein. At the

same time that same popular nature and the fact that the most diverse strata

are involved in it demand particular attention to the conclusiveness, consistency
and historical progressive character of its programs and slogans in order

"...not to lose history in these zigzags and deviations and to preserve the
general prospect..."30 As far as Marxists and revolutionary democrats are
concerned, this prospect consists of "investing," without abandoning the struggle
for current goals, "...every topic of the day... with the INSEPARABLE CONNECTION
with fundamental goals" and patiently dispelling in the masses, particularly

the nonproletarian masses, '"the philistine-national illusions concerning... the
quality of the nations under capitalism'3l with which their mnational bourgeoisie
aspires to leave the emergent countries.

And in this sense it is not the confrontation between "rich" and "poor" countries
which may ultimately eliminate inequality and injustice in international relations
but only the domination in these relations of the class principle for it is
precisely "the existing ownership relations which bring about some peoples'
exploitation of others," whereas "together with the antagonism of the classes
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within nations the hostile relations of nations between one another. fall away
also."32 These lines from the “Communist PartyManifesto" still serve as the
key in the policy of the communist and workers parties in such a -complex and
contradictory sphere as the contemporary movement for economic. decolonization
and as its ideological arsenal. "No program or model" here, K. (Kannapin),

a research scholar from the GDR emphasizes, "pretending to influence the
progressive direction of world development has a chance of being realized if
it fails to take account of the contradictions of the SOCIAL SYSTEMS (our
emphasis--I.I.) in the approach to the solution of international problems."33

The Soviet Union is ready to facilitate and is in practice facilitating the

development of the emergent countries. The policy of consolidating cooperation

with these countries and the alliance of world socialism with the national
liberation movement was confirmed anew by the 26th CPSU Congress. Any far-
fetched and artificial demarcation linessplitting this alliance, whether they

are drawn in the developing world itself or beyond, can ultimately play into the

hands only of the common enemy--imperialism.
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