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THE STUDY OF NEW PHENOMENA IN THE DEVELOPMENT oF THE COUNTRIES

OFSOUTHEASTASIA' B

[F‘ollowing is & translation of an arbicle 'by MilintiJe _
Popovich in Nasha Stvarnost (Our Reality), No L, Belgrad,
1960, pp 417-%29/ o _

A single enalysis cemmot hope to amswer all questions which -
arise in commection with the social development of Southeast Asia.
Let it suffice here to pose problems snd formulate certain methods of
analysis which will be more adequate than the ones to which we Europeans
have been accustomed to almost spontaneously employ. This will require -:
a certain change in our inherited, iraccurate concepts of these countries
which will enable us to formulate methodic and logical working hypotheses
to study-this section of the modexn world. Certain misunderstandings - -
and divergent points of view are, of course, inevitsble in such a discus-
sion, and may even 1ncrease es the ‘problem is studied in detail.

Problems in studying the social order of undeveloped
o , countries.---. : v L

The study of the methods of social development 1n undeveloped
or underdeveloped countries is both -an important and a complex prdblem.
This is especially true, T should say, in the case of the countries of
Southeastern and Eastern Asia. Here we encounter new, unknown forms of
society and social movements which simply do not f£it the concepts and
categories which we have created when dealing with social developments
in Burope. - In studying these countries we must chenge our concepts con-
cerning the growth of society and the laws of evolution of society in
general, and especially concerning the means by which & modern society
moves in the directlon of socialism. - This is perfectly natural, as world
development and the inclusion of these great and important sections of
the world in the world-collective, no longer as the colonies of yesterday
but as independent units, must of necessity create new concepts in our .
minds, otherwise ‘our understanding will be inaccurate and incomplete. .
This does not imply that we are to sbandon the basic methods for studying
societies which we have inherited from Marx, Engels and Lenin; on the .
contrary, only by employing those methods shall we be able to reach
scientific conclusions as related to these countries,. providing, of
course that we are capable of original .and scientific method, meanmhile
dealing with actual social realities and not the ideas that we have
hitherto pre-formulated.
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.1 ‘It -is especially important to remember that we are dealing here
with a section of the world which has hed a very different historical
development than Europe. Whereas European society has developed along
more or less clearly discernible lines of social formation from slavery
through feudal, ‘capitalistic, and now socialistic society, in many
Asiatic countries such clearly discernible socilal developments have
never existed, nor have the pheses from one formation to the next been
clearly expressed. In the European sense there has been no change in the
social formation of these countries, bence, neither in the development
of society nor in the growth. ‘of : idees ‘bave relationships "and categories
been differentiated in the seme thanner ag in Burope, . although we are
accustomed to believe that developments in those ‘countries approximate
those in Europe.

The production of goods in several Asiatic countries (China and
India) made its appearance at sbout the same time as in the Mediter-
ranean civilization of Antiquity. In the dlatter society goods were
produced by slave ldbor. Upod this.sociéty there arcse the state whicl-
provided a foundation for democracy and the expression of .free scientific
théught (within the framework of ‘the:¥uling class, of course).. Due to
{ts" internal, unsolvable: contradictions, ralds of the barbarians,. etc. y
this society collapsed and European feudalism arose from the ruins, '
later'to be succeeded 'by capitalism, with a gradual transformation to
Hodern socialism. sl ‘

The social structure of the countries of Southeast Asia s where ».
more than two thousand years ago the production of goods also appeared,
did not collapse, but has-continued ‘to exist. ' Capitalism; however,
and the capitalistic social structure did not cowme into being here.
Means of production never developed to the extent of becoming a decisive
factor in-sociel life upon which a ‘gtdate could be: founded with free
dembcyatic functions, even- among ‘the‘ruling clesses, and- there arose on”
these mea"ﬁs 'of production ‘various kinde of despotism. -y

“‘Because capital: and capitalistic production methods were the
products -0of Europe; they wére "intyoduced from without. into the:lands of
Southeast Asia -in the forms o6f '‘imperialism and ¢olonialism, :In-a. certain
serigé, as Fegards social "dévelopmert, ‘the countries.of ‘Southeast -
Asia Have thus staghated, ‘or, “more - -exactly put, Kave not’developed at the
same. “rate ‘or"'with the intemal qualitative ¢hanges 'in secial relation-»i'-ii.
éHips d8 has Eiiropean society. Beceuse, ‘in my opinion, the’ results. of:-
this ‘are exceedingly important; it is:essential to study the -causes of
this Historical developmént if we wish to establish the nature of the
social relationships which these- ‘couritries: have inherited- and under -which
these’ ‘péoples still live. ‘Certain ‘of Ma‘rx's ‘basic theéories on this will
be enlightening. We mist esteblish what it was that replaced capitalism 2
during the period of: colonial oppression, exploitation, ahd connection
with thé metropélises, and ‘only on the basis of such study cen we fofm:
opinions and draw conclusions regarding the present and future trends and‘
manners- of these countries' developments. e 2 o -

-
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Tumediately evident ‘is the fact that in many of these countries
various social formations, renging from the most archaic to the most
highly-developed, modern capitalistic, and even government-~capitelistic,
exist side by side. These archeic ‘soclal formations are not simply
un‘mportant vestiges of the past which are found in backwoods parts of
the country; they are widespread and have ‘a very .definite effect on the.
contemporary governments, economic’structures,’and'governmenteeconomic.‘
policies..’They also influence the “superstructure: social consciousness,
ways of though; and freduéﬁtly‘SCientific thought is to be found alongside
mythological phylosophic and religious concepts, even in the seame person.

It is for reasons such as these that the ideological framework in
which contemporary movements and socisl trends manifest themselves is
difficult for us Europeans to grasp and demands that we analyse as .
concretely as possible the social~prdce68es*andvtheir‘expressions in
ideas and thoughts in these countries. - S P

Accumulation'asAfhe main problem’ of society.

I shall proceed upon what seems to me to. be the most adequate -
assumption: that the basic problém in tundeveloped countries of Southeast
Asie is that of accumulation.. At first glance this is cleer and under-
~ standsble, and I have formulated it'in this manner (rather than as-a
problem of economic development) because the problem of accumulation asg
I understand it, and as I shall attempt to explain, is greater than the
problem of economic development understood as the percentage of national
income to be used for development. Actuelly, this problem should not he
regarded as a purely quantitative one, but an economic one and, I should
say, a technocratic approach to the problem. - Certain European. and -
American economists, going on the basis of. powerful countries (those with
highly-developed industries, capital, and capitalistic organizations,
where the problem of the transformation to state-capitalism is inherent
and where ‘the main problem of cconomic development is to ascertain the
extent of accumulatidn'gxpedient'tb'maintain’so~called temporary stability
as an economic control), are always inclined to treat the problems of
accumulation and‘econOMic*deVelopment in the above manner and within
rerrow economic and technological limits. Actually, their concepts -are
limited to the following:  accumulation 1s an exclusive function of -
capital; the countries of Southern Asia heve insufficient -capital to -

develop, which means that they must borrow in order to circulate private
capital and must eventually ‘strengthen certain government control measures,
and that in order to cbtain capital from those countries which bhave it

& "favorsble climate" must be brought about, etc. R R
~In the countries of Southedastern Asia capital is but poorly ...
developed as is the capitalistic production of goods (which is not- the
main means of production).  On the other hand, in these countries the .
problem of accumulation is basically a social one in a much broader

sense, i.e. it is a problem of creating the most expedient form of -
social organization to fit ‘social; and above all, -ecoromic development

in relationship to both the international situation and internal conditiomns.
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“In the undevelaped countries of Asia capitalism has never been
able to-develop to the extent of becoming the major, all- inclusive N
social-economic system, -outmoding all other archaic forms of life and

transforming social patterns :into capitalistic ones. All the problems“
of ‘thése countries today stem :from the fact that capitalism has never
béén able, historically, to bring. about extensive reproduction on ‘the -
basis of capitalism at a.level; guaranteeing even a ninimum of progress,
Why ¢apitalism has failed in this,.why it was eble to. take aver only &
" small section of this society; how:much of. this is to be explained by
-the fact.-'that-‘capitalism appeared in-the form of colonial exploitation
end n6t as a product of “the internal development of the society. itself,
vhether this is to be'explained by the internal structure and lews of
development of :the society as such .- must sll be studied if ‘we are to
find solutions:to. the problems of further development of these countri
end their place in the modern world.. - .

In spite of the great efforts ‘made during the ten years of thear
independence, these countries: have not been gble to solve. the problem 7.
accumulation. Neither have they been able to meet the ‘ever-increasing
problems of feeding their populations or of ‘unemployment, and it .is
‘evident that their rate of econcmic: development is unsatisfactory.
Progress’ in ‘the: highly-developed countries, on the other hand, . continues
(and there are.indications:thet:as. state-capitalism becomes an ever more
important part of their structure this-progress will be ever. greater),
while the discrepancy that separates them from the undeveloped countries
threatens to become  greater still. - The. countries of the so-called
socialistivi camp: are also developing more and: more rapidly and are
-‘already becoming countries with the most highly developed economies.Q
_Thus their. very position in the world economy.forces these undeveIOped .

“tountries. toward a definite solution to the, problem of rapid economic
develOpment AL fo

¢he basis of the above, it is evident that the problem of
~accumulation is ‘the problem basic to. these countries. as concerns
XV'their~development and even their: existence as. independent nations.uﬂ..

. For wany-undeveloped countries . there .can be no question of |
creating accumulation by means: of private capital i.e. orientation
gtcording ‘to the capitalistic methods of developments: whereby time and
social- conditions are such that capital, by itself, through internal .
development -and’ the profit motive, could bring-ebout. accumulation for
further development and whereby the social structure would: grow from

" "%his, i.e. produce.the bourgeoise and the proletariat, and the. entire

social-political structure would.develop on such a basis, This is physi-
cally impossible, as capital cannot. accomplish this.. (Why it camnot is
another-question,and requires a scientific:. explanation) And the
bourgecise class is ‘incapable of playing a social-historic role of this
kindi In @ddition, all the social-and political consciousness of the
broad maesses:‘in:these countries. -spesks against - this.r Today the messes
will no longer be subjected to crude methods of .primitive .accumulation

wby private capital -as this would mean a. worsening of their already '
LN PP YW 3;._‘. RIDSEANSTE Do »_ S . . . N -
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difficult conditions. This 1s also the cause: of numerous snd frequent
criticisms of the capitallst system and the capitalist roed to development,
which can be heard in those countries not only from representatives of the
working class, but:from octhér classes of people. Today such criticism .
is a very noticeable symptom in the countries of Southeast Asia (the cxi-
ticisms are often vague and confused for the very reason that they origli-
nate from such & variety of soclal conditions and classes; for example, .
the development of the village along capitalistic lines is often opposed
by the ideal of & traditienal archailc and sutarchic village economy). :
This critiéism also extends to the bourgeols political superstructure ..
which, just as 1ts economlc besis, does not fit these countries. .The -
shortcomings ef & transplanted Vestern parliamentary democracy &re : :
pointed out and there are endeavors to liguidate this in form or snother.

1 State Intérvention”aS'the Road.tO‘Szlviﬁg the Problém of
.~ Capttal Accumiletion - -

It is a familiar fact that a feature of the countries of which _
we are speaking is their tendency toward state cepitalism. -In this they -
have copied, to the extent possible, the techniques of Vestern state :
capitalism, notebly those of Great Britain under. the Labor regime.  An
exception of course i1s China which as we know has chosen a different rosd.

" Ten yesrs uf independence (in ‘ether words, a status in which .
these countries ne longer & pert of a capitalist-imperialist world oxr ...
its periphery and its subordinated and exploited part but are independont -
and soverelgn entities, 1iving under & legal system are peculiarly adapted
to their own !soclsl essence)--these ten years have demonstrated that
a system of state-capltalist processes trensmitted from the Vest is. =
_ inedequate and ‘inappropriate because, in first place, it does not solve

the problem of cepital acoumulation.. .- -~ - S =

v This system of state capitalism evolved in highly:developed . ..
countries which had -atteined that phase of development where the power
of the state manifested itself as the crucial facter of economic relation-
ships but in suich ‘s context. thet signified only the control and regulaiion
of & histerical eapitalism and of natural resources alresdy developed by -
capitalist accumulation, and already develeped and specific productive
factors. Vhen applied to the counvries ef South Asia such techniques of
state capltalism showed that it was unsuited to resolve the  question of
development, because it was nwt the outgrowth of the 'develupment condi-
tions and needs of these countries. . . - . . : : oo




‘In‘other words, the Western' type state-capitalistic system vas
unable to solve the ‘problem of accumulation..
accumulation was put -on’ the- seme basis, although in 8 different political
framework. C ,
“Chine became free: and independent only after a 1ong struggle, .
war, and & civil war. There was then established a strong, politically
and organizetionally-centralized government. - Then, as & result of
historical conditions, there was set up an economic and administrative
government mechanism which, in the initial: phase was a copy of the. system .
in the Soviet Unlon during the most typical and totalitarian rule of
Stalin's buresucracy. Whereas' the other countries of Sautheast Asia .
imported the:lsborite state capitalistic system, China introduced the
Salinist type of administrative system for directing the national
economy. I am of the opinion that this system proved unsatisfactory in
China and did not meet the problem of accumulation in accordance either
with the objective requirements of China or the subjective desires of
the leaders of that country. It must also be recalled that China came
out of 'the civil war with extraordinary internal revolutionary dynamism,
which is of great importance for the present obJective. movement and the
subjective situation 'and orientation in Chima. - o
Because "of ‘this :apother. method was sought to solve the problem of
accumulation in China,.and which, logically enough, was to intensify ..
the admiﬂistratiVe-bureaucratic methods._ There appeared the so-called
"commuries ." - Why they were 'called this is beyong my knowledge, as they
had nothing ‘in common with Marx's: understanding of the -term.. rhey were
actually ‘a form of economic administration that Stalin ‘had- used 1n the
Soviet Unfon. At first there was a certain degree of success; soon,
however, there was regression-and this regression came from two directions.
First; the "plens," 1.e. the original planned goals, were changed, N
(which meant that this super-bureaucratic system,.in spite ‘of all effort;,
was unable-to produce what ‘it had-hoped to), and secondly, .certain of the
most bureaucratic. furctions .withim the communes," i.e. systems of
awards, ete., were changed. = ¢ - f
, ‘At present other methods of accumulation are being sought in
China to hasten development, i.e. more rapid: ‘accumulation ‘than -that
achieved following indepéndence:and- the establishment of the new governw,
ment.  And here we must search for the causes of the vacillation and the
changes ‘that: are taking place in.:China, . - ‘
"Hence, the basic problems of: developmenx in China are similar
to those in the other countries of Southeast Asia, butthe political
framevork in which attempts are made to solve them is different. .
Here, I think, we should seek the reasons why the so-called
Chinese experiments from 1956 to 1959 awakened such great interest in
the countries of Asia, although the introduction of the "communal" system
and the political consequences that followed, both inside China and in
her internationsl politics, especially in her relations with other
countries, made 1t cl »r that this was not the way to solve the problem
of accumulation.
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The nations of Southeast Afia will have to seck s neW solution
based neither on the Western nor the East Fuxopeap model, but something
totally new. - . ‘ e : } . o

Thus we sees first, there is increasingly developing and:
becouing more acute, a social-political crisis in these countries;
second,’ lawful methods are being sought to transform society and to
establish a new social organization which will be able to golve‘the
problem of accurmlation. - . . ; o

There is one common factor in all these countries: some bond
is sought between the government as an official,appa:atus,,and the
masses, whereby the problem of accumilation may be solved. Attempts to
{ntroduce new ideas and put them into practice differ, and there are
various ideocloglcal-political tendencles at work which are frequently
spontaneous in neture and are in accord with the tradition and the
background of those in power, their outlook on life, etc. Throughout
all these tendencies, however, there 1s recognition of the fact that the
systems which have developed under the historical and social conditlons
in the West and in the Soviet Union carmot be~successfully_tranéplanted_
in these ‘countries with their peculiar material-, soclal-, and class
conditions. Hence, hew, specific, solutions are being sought by attempi-
ing to amalgamate one or another type of .statisn with the workers,
asking their active cooperation, and engaging the masses to solve "their
own" economic problems "themselves" in view of the unusually great and
insufficiently employed reserves of buman labor which must be mobilized,

Very obvioéusly, this cannot be automatically called socialism.
New forms of government are being attempted which must be studied in
detail. One must, however, beware of calling all changes in social
structure socialism or socialistic tendencles. We know the magnitude of
the error in calling all government regulation of economics, or changee
in the laws of capitalism - soclalism. ‘Whether or not a phenomenon is |
actually socialism will depend upon what happens to the various classes
and to class struggle, and in the realm of the political superstructure.
Only then can conclusions be dravn as +to whether these changes are by
nature objectively and subjJectively socialistic, A similar logical and
political error may be committed if we attempt to herald every change
avay from the Western gtate-capitalistic system or the Stalinistic
‘administrative system as a step toward socialism. Here also we must
first observe the effects of such changes on the clesses, on class
relationships, and on the overall political supersﬁructure, and iny"
then draw our conclusions. dJust as changes in the state-capitalistic :
1ipe have produced two opposing tendencies in the political superstructure:
from Fascism to social-democratic parliamentary state capitalism, so
we may expect at present unusually great variegation in political
structures and tendencies, each of which must be studied individually
and concretely. - - S . R

It is characteristic, and certainly not incidental, that the
countries of Southeast Asia bave become very interested in Yugoslavia,
{n the methods and social structures which are used there to hasten -
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accumulation. Because experience has: shown that neither classical
capitalism nor statism can provide satisfactory solutions to their .
problems, the people of these countries are very naturally interested

in the experience of a country which, through its forms of social-
economic and political organization, its system of labor- and social .
self-government, has perhaps achieved ‘the ‘most in the sense of activating
the masses a3 a meens to hasten economic and social .development and has
also gone far in the opposite direction of capitalism and statism.

Crisis of the social-political structure.

The existing situation points to the fact that in the countries
of Southéast. Asia the entire social-political structure is in a state
of crisis, or, more ‘exactly, in a gstate of ferment and change. This
is not simply due to a crisis in the party system of the individual
lands, it 15 & question of basic class and political regroupings. .
As this is’ still ‘in en initial stage, It is still difficult to establirh
the nature and purpose of -this. I should simply like to point ocut - -
that the party-political superstructure is part of the social-political
structure in this crisis. Such & situation allows for several possibilii-~
ties of development. In certain 8ituations exceedingly reactionary
regimes may come into pover which could fortify the state-capitalistic
controls and put power into the hands of the burcaucracy. Such a regime
could even attempt by various means-to ‘activate .the still backward -
masses, especially those ‘in the villages: This. in itself, however,
would not alter the nature of the regime. In a regrouping of- the forces
about which we are talking, there undoubtedly exist forces and tendencies
vhich seek a solution to the érisis ina development toward soclalism.
It seems to me that these tendencies are the strongest, both as concerns
the obdective state of affairs, and ‘the subjective forces. :Solid
analyses are necessary, hovever, to ascertain which roads lead to soclalie.
in these countries. e : -

Obsolescence of parliamentary democracy..

. Frequently the question arises as to the fate of parliamentary
democracy in the countries of Séutheast Asia. - I believe that we may. safely -
say that parliementary democracy, & product of Europe, is outdated .in
these countries and does not meet their needs. ‘We must be cautious,

L,Jhowever, not to identify the exlstence of ‘one or another party with -
“'parlismentarism or civil democracy, - not to identify the nature of- parlia-

mentary. democracy with the existence of one or amother party.

.. We bave grown accustomed to ‘think of ‘democracy and dictatorships
in catégories which have grown out of capitalistic societies. In these
countries, however, the political superstructure has developed on a
social-economic foundetion whose’ nature ‘is not fixed, or at least is
not basically end exclusively fixed in the capitalistic-productional ..
sense. Hence the political superstructure cannot be defined as bourgsvise
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in the European sense or in‘the sense of‘those countries where capitalism
has succeeded as @& social system. - These ‘aré countries, iméreover, which -
regularly~go through periods of basic social changes which, as can be
seen from the foregoling, will have to progress from their present. state,
which is one of undeveloped capitalistic-bourgeoise systems, to a state -
vhich is not, and cannot he, capitalistic. Actually, 1t 1s one thing -
when a1l social life exists on the foundations of a: capitalistic society,
the basis of which is the capitalistic means of production,.the social = -
structure developing from this basis and within the framework of which
various political regimes, from parliamentary democracy to one or another
foru of dictatorship arise. ‘It is quite enother thing when the politica
superstructure ‘grows out of a completely different social structure = .
which is not bourgeoise, (and all agreé that in these countries it is -
not, but has specifications of its own);, and manifésts an obJective .;;
tendency to develop along nonibourgeoise-capitalistic lines. 'This: o
clearly indicates that the soclal existence of a political:entity, -such .
as bi-party parliamentary democracy, has a completely different signifli- - -
cance in such surroundings than under actual conditions of capitalism. -
Dictatorship also has another meaning. What this is" is another problem :
which requires detailed study. , ' g
It seems to me that simply”bééause the state capitalistic systemaf
with its parliamentary, bi-party democracy has proven itself iﬂcapable
of solving the problem of accumulation, it cannot therefore be taken for
granted that other parties should ‘not come into existence to alter the
political superstructure and the soclal-political structures, and ‘solve -
the problem Qf accumulation. "I 'am'of the opinion that certain of thesz
countries will continue to develop, and will develop true’ democracies o
which’ will be able to solve the accumulation problem ‘and will progress -
toward socialism.’ ‘This does not meen that this’ development will be -
along the lines of bourgeolise’ parliamentary democracy. - ‘To the: extent
that this true democracy develops as & phernotmenon natural to these:
countries, - to the exact same ‘extent will the political parties not be -
bourgeoise parties of the parliamentary democratic type. It seems probable
that these countries will gradusally change by way of evolution, and
through the existence of several parties, will alter their social .
structure until there will finally be no party politics as such. The
disappearance of the party system &s a form of politics cannot always be
brought about by first creating a single party political organism which -
will gradually wither away. Party politics can also wither avay when there
exist multi-party organisms. -

The development of self-government in India

‘As I have already pointed out, in meny countries of Southeast
Asia capiltalism has proven itself impotent, while" state-capitalism has
been both unsuccessful and impotent. A third solution is' frequently sought
 in certain traditional systems which'still ‘exist as’ ‘the vestiges of " -
" primitive, archaic societies.’ In Indie these ancient village units,-"'
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the ‘panchayatas, have been employed as a basis on which to develop a
more modern social system... Originally the panchayantas were primitice, o
archaic; natural units, but they. graduslly gave way before the. power of .
colonislism. Lawfully-renewed .after-liberation, they constitute an. o
extension of the government mschine, -1ts ‘lowest unit Attempts are D
now being wade, however, to make-the. panchayantas the social unit upon
which:to create -accumulation, & :unit which a society will develop - which
is dependent -upon the production -of goods., . These units, elected by the .
people, are responsible for economic, educational, and social developmeno
in g social system.which, as a whole, is developing- toward a modern society
based  on. the ‘production of. goods.i Thus, untts which have their origin
in the archaic village have been transformed. into units which mst -
change the still preponderantly patural conditions of Indian village
life. It is possible that this is the only means of. transforming 8.
natural society vhich is :strongly conservative. .Attempts are not. only
being made to renew and establish the traditional panchsyantas, but aled .
to introduce certain gqualitative social changes within the. political
superstructure, . The panchayantas in the. wvillages, which.hsve great
authority in. economic, :political, and social. questions, ‘must, beside
supporting the government, bring about social-political conditions which
will-make: pogsible a more rapid accumulation.. Such, at least, are ‘the
ideas of -the progressive. politicians of India,. According to the .. . .
opinions:.of the-social leaders of India today, the panchayantas must form
the basis:of modern society, a society based on.production of. goods,
not. natural production. SR

. :Mention has been made- of the relationship betweeu self-government
and 30vernment in India (and in other countries) .as being in'a procesc .
of further development. We maintain that these. w0 phenomena should
not oppose:each other as this 1s g.process with internal _contradictions.
In all these countries the governments and their functions must be sup~.
ported- .they must, however, remain flexible ‘enough to. solve the problem
of accumulation and move- more-ahnd more in the. direction o self-governaenu.

Class relationships

The changes in the political superstructure which are at presert
taking place in certain: countries -of Southeast Asia, caused by, complex
internal-factors (and to & certain-extent by international ones) .cennot .
- 80lve .existing economic-problems until chengee in the superstructure heve
been made in the direction of soclalistic democracy.. -Class relation-
ships based on economice will remain unsolved, the bourgeoise will
continue to exist, and in:spite of individual movements, partial agrarian
reforms, etc., even certain feudal elements will remasin. The bourgeoise
is even becoming stronger, and not:in.a relative sense, 1l.e, relative to
other social :forces, but in an absolute senge., This. is important, es
1% .means that.as & class -1t will be satisfied only if 1t has sufficient
power to express itself-and; at. least'temporary, make. manifest its com- -
plete hegemony in politics. This can be verified by certain ‘nevw tendeucles
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connected with the Svatantra party in India and the influence which
this party and its leaders exert on. certain members of Congress and
certain circles in the Indian socialist movewent. Changes ‘in- the
political superstructure along lines . of: strengthening ‘socidlistic
democracy do not sutomatically solve the problem of class relationships-
‘neither do they.solve the problem of socialism.- Tt 1s very important
to note this. . It 1s also important to note the fact that ‘hew views are
being taken ‘of this problem, i.e, that the class struggle in these’
countries is not being carried out within the framework to which we Have
become accustomed..  Due to the fact that.the basic problem of accumula.io 5
both economic and politicael, manifests. itself otherwise‘than in.Europe
the lower classes have a different position in society, and consequentiy
a different approach-to the socisl-political struggle than in Europe.
On the other hand, the fact that in certain countries the road to
socialistic: demOcracy is opened before the economic class struggle has
been won, .introduces specific elements into the process of class strugule
and provides: different bases for the definitions of oné or another C
clasgs or pearty..:I am of the opinion, moreover, that the system of
development which'Indis, for example, is employing will for the’ ;l_
present create conditions for a bread class : struggle, although this
will bave. its .own form,-and will create new: political problems both in
. the village and the city.. The same 1s true of the other countries’ of
Southenst Asia, although this will:be. manifest in different ways.’ The
line for developing self-government, even in 1its initial stages, must
léad to a certain sharpness .in political relationships, as a broad plat-
fort for the development of class and political. relationships is beina
created which will meke it possible to form and organize those’ class |
forces which will be the bearers of socialism - or those forces opposed
to it : o -

" Due to the fact that the prdblem of accumulation, hroadly speaking,
15 the outstanding one in the countries: of Southeast Asia, 8 special .
class relationship arises around. this problem in relation to the working
class. .The position of this class in these countries differs from
that of thé working class during the development of capitalism in
Europe or its objJective position in modern developed countries.. Con-
sequently, the goals, strategy, and tactics of this class will not he the
same.

Actually, for the working class and its parties, i e. the conscious
socialistic forces, the :central: problem which must dominate &ll stratng
and politics is how, by what means, and in which frameworks of soclety
the problem of accumulation can be solved - an understood in the above
menper. - A1l other politics will lead to isolationism, sectism, dogmatism,
etc.  Any workers' party can have temporary. success, increase the number
of its members, etc., by exploiting the difficult economic situation and
the failure of a glven regime to solve economic problems. But’ a party
cen become powerful only if it can.provide clear alternatives and f_;f
perspectives for solving the problem of accumulation. '_;,T,.v R
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. As.we_study the problems of the undeveloped countries of

Southeagt, Asia and thelr social ferment, we must closely obsexrve the..

new phenomena vhich are basically-‘changing the conditions under-which

pew political protegses are coming gbout. In this ferment we see: " .-
political movements at work which sre oriented toward socialisu, We
‘aleo see (end this is actuslly happening) movements ‘taking place from

vhich snti-socidlistic tendencies may dévelop and be temporerily victoriouw: .
We cannot be positive that socislistic forces are mctuelly dominant - - - ’
within individudl hoveménts ‘which declare themselves socislistic or that
-such movements will develop “toward ‘socialism from the ideal-and - - .. -
‘political standpoint, ~This Pact increases the responsibility-of those -
.{.p_e'rs’éii,a‘_‘l,ijﬁieéjy’zhich' are at ‘the head of such movements. . % .. B

..

"7 Problems of the-labor movements:voi .t !

_Lebor movements in ‘the countries of'Scutheast.Asls,.and espec leily
those perties vhich aré modeled on'the Europesn lsbor parties, both.
communistic and socialistic; dre eften at a disadventage because:thely
policfes do not conform with corcrete conditions and facts which differ
greatly, as We have slready mentioned, fromthose in’Europe.'.Beceuse
they d6.not suffic 1ently ‘takeé into consideration the: speclal, objective
conditions’ of these activities, these parties’are often unable to.create
effecf‘i@‘.rgjﬁéc#igs ‘or & hegemony” of power in‘progressive soclal movements.

‘How else cen, we explain the fact that these ‘movements,-led' by parties
_which have developed under the direct’ influence, and -even lcadership, of
Furopean socialist or c¢ommunist parties; today, when there is unrest in
these countries, are defeated and constantly beceme'less importent in -the
1ife oF these coumtries? - e TP oShs Lo T

““For us” it would seem perfectly légical end normal during
~_democratic decentralization in Indja for the communists and socialists:
" to support _thls: policy, t6 enter:thé ¥elf-governing organs:and: develon
_ them in accordance with' their' own goals. This'is a very progressive
~'method and very effective ‘in-the struggle for socialism.:  The facts,..
however,” afe otherwise. Bécause the methods chosen'by: the governing
powers are not jguff,iciently“ soclalistic, certain people in.these parties
.. are, ipcl“lfne‘fd"‘tp_’ take d'negative attitude’ tovard those méthods in geraral
"~ and’ against ‘the self-governing bodies which-are Just being' foruwed enu
- 1in vhich they might later play an important role. Because the basic. class
_ problem is not solved ‘immediately by ‘such & development, they ccome tc the
. ‘conclusion that they must for 'an opposition; ‘overlooking the fact thay
.. an opportunity is offered for a very effective solution, not only tc . -
_the problem of economic development) but %o the -entire class problem as

: .Well, Their tactics in ‘the political- struggle ‘are limited to the taking

. OVer of power exclusi ely,’ of ‘more exactly, to the coming into, power

“"of their party by parlidmentary means, ' {(ThHe latter, following the =
1ast party congress, holds true aldo for the ‘commuriists). They are there-
fore following the line of ‘opposition to the government, hence, opposition
to the existing and ‘basid¢ organs of progressive social ‘development. .
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toward socialism.

Thus in practice the perties of the left are limited

to leftist slogans and phrases, and social progress is moving in one
direction while the leftist parties are on the outside and more and
more limit themselves to useless and inefficient parliementary opposition.
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