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TO ASSERT THE TRUTH OF LIFE, THE LOFTY IDEALS OF SOCIALISM

LD250835 Moscow KOMMUNIST in Russian No 14, Sep 84 (signed to press 28 Sep 84)
pp 3-11

[Speech by K. U. Chernenko at the anniversary plenum of the Board of the USSR
Writers' Union on 25 September 1984]

[Text] Dear Comrades:

Your plenary meeting is devoted to the 50th anniversary of a signal event in
the history of Soviet culture--the first Al1l-Union Congress of Soviet Writers.
Today, we look with pride at the path covered by Soviet literature born of the
Great October Revolution, a literature which vividly reflects revolutionary
changes of the 20th century (applause).

This is a literature which lives the lives of the people, the party and the
country. It graphically portrays the outstanding personalities of Lenin and
his associates, heroes of the Civil War and 1st Five-Year Plan periods,
immortal soldiers of the Great Patriotic War. This is a literature in the
center of which is man of work and man at work, a keen, searching and active
builder of socialism. This is a literature which can understand and depict
its contemporary in the entire complexity of his inner world and moral quest,
in his joys and anxieties, in his striving for truth and justice.

The cause, started so remarkably by Gorky, Mayakovskiy, Fadeyev and Sholokhov,
is being continued today by writers and poets who actively and fruitfully work
in our multinational literature (applause). I will not, of course, mention
here names or specific works.

I will note only that new, ingenious and profound works that have emerged in
1iterature in the past years, works that move the Soviet leader, compel him to
ponder and argue, are the most correct evidence of the fact that we are
witnessing how works that will withstand the test of time and truthfully tell
our offspring about this time are entering Soviet and, indeed, world classical
literature.

I will not, probably, make a mistake by saying that the real extent of
influence exerted by literature and art on the whole on the molding of the
ideological and moral frame of mind of the people is the most precise
eriterion of their successes. In this sense, Soviet literature is indeed




unmatched. It embodies the spiritual wealth of the new, socialist
civilizaton. That is why the party, the people regard with so great respect
the noble work of writers, all workers in art (applause).

Comrades, the anniversary of the First Writers' Congress is conducive to a
frank, thorough talk not only on the state of affairs in literature, but also
on the problems of artistic work in general, on the place of art in our life.
I believe that you, workers in Soviet art, have a need for a talk of this
kind. I am sure that tens of millions of your readers, viewers and listeners,
in brief, the whole of our society, are also interested in this. Frankly
speaking, I too would like to take part in this talk. Speaking about problems
of artistic work, I am not, naturally, going to give you recipes on how to
resolve them. I would like to speak my mind above all on political aspects of
these problems, to share with you my concerns and tell you about the vital
tasks of party policy today, about our understanding of them and about our
actions.

Problems of artistic endeavor do not exist outside polities. This is an
obvious truth for us. But, as is known, it is with difficulty that this truth
has made its way. One can hardly overestimate the contribution made to its
principled assertion by the First Writers' Congress.

That congress dealt with the mission of literature in socialist society, with
its role in bringing up a new man, with the civie duty of a literary worker.
Aleksey Maksimovich Gorky's attitude to these issues was a broad, Leninist
one. You remember, of course, his main idea that the writer must learn to use
actively the great right granted by socialism. This is the right to directly
take part in building the new life, to be a strict judge of all things inert
and obsolete and to assert by his art true humanism and the lofty ideals of
socialism. Such is, in fact, the political meaning of socialist realism--the
chief artistic methods of our literature and art.

The first congress became a turning point in the process of the establishment
of literature of a new, socialist direction. It did not start from a blank
page, so to say, but grew on the foundation of frontranking Russian
literature, the democratic culture of all peoples of Russia and the world
classical heritage.

Summing up the congress's work, Gorky assessed it as a victory of bolshevism.
He was undoubtedly right: The introduction of communist party commitment and
organization into literature helped it to become, as envisioned by Lenin,
really free, openly connected with the working man. The organizational form
of uniting literary workers, found after a long search and endorsed at the
congress, was adopted by masters of other arts. And it has withstood the test
of time.

The importance of the first congress, however, exceeded the framework of
artistic 1ife: It became a landmark in the history of the establishment of
Soviet intelligentsia. Recall: Two-thirds of the congress delegates were of
worker and peasant origin. In other words, they were first-generation
intellectuals. This fact proved better than any words that a new
intelligentsia was born and occupied a worthy place in our society.



The congress of literary workers consolidated the alliance between work and
culture that had been established after the October Revolution. Without this
union, without the union of workers, peasants and intellectuals, the cementing
force of which was and remains the working class, a successful construction of
socialism is simply impossible. This was true half a century ago. This is
even more accurate today, when the intelligentsia is no longer a narrow
segment of educated persons, but a powerfui stratum of the working people.
And its contribution to our common cause--perfecting socialism built in the
USSR-~is steadily growing.

This is, of course, a complicated business. It does not tolerate a
lightminded, simplistic attitude. One has to think twice, as the saying goes.
And that is precisely so. We demand today that even machines be clever.
Although this is Jjust a metaphor, it aptly underlines the peculiarity of the
present-day production process--its growing intellectual intensity. It is no
aceident that we closely link the rise in the efficiency of the national
economy and intensification of production with an accelerated application of
scientific discoveries and achievements in engineering, and, of coure, with
the restructuring of economic thinking itself.

Generally speaking, comrades, we cannot advance successfully in any sphere of
party, state and economic work without reliance on the profound knowledge, the
high consciousness and culture of all working people, on the immense
spiritual, creative potential accumulated by generations of Soviet people.
The decisions of the 26th Congress and recent Central Committee plenums are
directed, as a matter of fact, at a complete mobilization of this potential.
We are convinced that this can impart powerful acceleration to our entire
development.

Representatives of professions, traditionally described as creative
intelligentsia, have gathered in this hall. I think that you will back me if
I say that a creative character of work, creative attitude to one's line of
work, should become today a distinguishing feature of every member of the
intelligentsia--scientist or engineer, teacher or doctor. This equally
applies, naturally, to every factory worker and collective farmer, to all who
honestly and conscientiously work in the name of the prosperity of our great
motherland. There are millions upon millions of such people in our country.

You have probably already noticed, comrades, that I want to lead you to the
thought that the very nature of the tasks facing our society opens a really
1imitless opportunity for the application of the creative forces and energy of
all segments of the Soviet intelligentsia. Forms and directions of their
activity are exceptionally diverse. But there is something which unites them.
I have in mind the immense influence which the intelligentsia exerts on public
consciousness, on the spiritual 1ife of society. One should always take this
into account in the party's policy, in its ideological and organizational
work, as Lenin taught. This is especially important during periods when
society finds itself face to face with qualitatively new tasks to solve which
a new level of public consciousness, naturally, is required.

The present-day situation is precisely the same. The party's theoretical
thought has equipped us with a concept of developed socialism. The strength




of this concept is that it makes it possible to clearly define the degree of
social and economic maturity achieved by the new society, to envision more
clearly our immediate and distant objectives. This may seem somewhat abstract
at first sight. But, pondering it and carefully studying party documents, one
cannot fail to note that the points at issue are very specific and vital
things: the need to assess thoroughly and realistically the peculiarities of
the current period, allowing neither the belittling of our great and
undeniable achievements, nor the embellishment of reality or the dramatization
of shortcomings. This also applies to the importance of creative search for
new ways of resolving outstanding tasks consistent with these peculiarities.

Incidentally, if a short definition of the essence of this approach were to be
required, we would probably use the words familiar to you--socialist realism.

At present, literature, cinema and theater not infrequently turn to complex,
contradictory phenomena. This is not surprising. Contradictions are natural
and inevitable in the development of socialist society. They naturally affect
destinies of people one way or another or become a source of moral collisions.
The more so since overcoming these contradictions, although they are not
antagonistic in our country, requires considerable effort, great civic courage
and principle-mindedness. This offers the writer a wealth of material for
thinking, for fulfilling the eternal mission of literature--to induce society
and every person to take a more critical look at himself in order to help him
to take, always and under all circumstances, the active position of a
steadfast fighter for our common cause.

In helping the party to educate people in a communist spirit and mold a truly
Soviet character, our literature and art have done much to reveal the essence
of this character, to create truthful, full-blooded characters of men and
women selflessly devoted to the people, to socialism, symbolizing the heroic
construction of a new world. We all understand that it is not easy to do
this, to transfer such people from life into a work of art. This is why,
probably, a debate within the artistic circles about the positive character is
natural and necessary. Of course, I am not going to interfere in it. I would
like to state only one opinion. It seems to me that the debate on the "doses"
of positive and negative traits in the character is rather unproductive. What
is important, comrades, is that the artistic quests have, if I may put it this
way, a single starting point--faithfulness to the truth of life, to socialist
ideals. This is a necessary condition of the party commitment, the grassroots
character of art.

A reader, a viewer, especially a young one, of course, would like to meet in
the book or on the screen a believable contemporary, whom he could love, whom
he would like to emulate. I am repeating what I said at the June Plenum of
the Central Committee, since I am convinced that nothing can replace
literature and art in shaping social mores and people's feelings and in their
ability to influence the mind and the heart.

In this connection, I would like to mention one more thing. Drawing people
into artistic culture and aesthetic education yields firm results when they
start from an early age. It is an undeniable merit of our school that we have
virtually no ignoramuses. Regrettably, we still do meet youngsters who are



infantile emotionally and psychologically. We should, probably, use the
school reform to enhance the influence of literature and art on the molding of
the personality. I am convinced that ideological and moral development of the
rising generations and the molding of the standard of emotions should receive
no less attention than training in the fundamentals of sciences. The party
relies on the specific help of artistic unions, our artistic intelligentsia
here.

Education through history was and remains an important instrument in
inculcating civic duty, Soviet patriotism and internationalism. It is a
positive element that the historical theme is undergoing a kind of renaissance
in literature, in art. The ability to talk about the past in a serious,
considered manner, from the position of the Marxist-Leninist outlook, is what
brings success in this undertaking, as practice shows. Neither rewriting of
history nor its embellishment are allowed. The artistic representation of the
history of the Soviet people's struggle for socialism calls for a particularly
thoughtful and a truly class approach. In order not to become at odds with
truth, the artist must firmly rely on facts and not replace the knowledge of
the laws and of the real course of social development by emotions and
arbitrary play of imagination.

It is encouraging that Soviet artists have started.to turn to publicistic
writing. This enables them to intrude boldly and in a timely way into most
topical problems, into concrete economic and social issues which concern
people. This helps the creation of such works which, through art, often
outstrip time, accentuating urgent vital problems and offering specific ways
for their solution.

In brief, comrades, whatever subject--contemporary or historical, domestic or
international--the artist might be handling, whatever genre he might be using,
the social value of his work is determined first of all by the active
ideological and political stance and world outlook that he holds and asserts.

Comrades, the international situation influences to a great extent the pace of
our advancement. It is disquieting at present. I have spoken on several
occasions about this lately. So, let me touch only some issues.

The grim truth of the present international situation is such that the nuclear
threat is, regrettably, great. One cannot hide from it, nor turn it into a
joke. One has to fight the nuclear threat vigorously and purposefully. That
is precisely what we are doing.

This determines above all also our attitude concerning relations with the
United States, for the state of these relations determines to a considerable
extent the state of affairs in the international arena. But they in the
United States, as all signs indicate, either do not want, or are not yet ready
to understand that there is no sensible alternative to the normalization of
Soviet-American relations on the principles of equality, mutual respect and
non-interference in the internal affairs of each other.

It is a huge burden nowadays to possess a powerful nuclear potential, not to
mention its costliness. I refer to the burden of colossal responsibility




which rests on political figures, demanding that they display a most serious
attitude to issues of war and peace, to conflict situations. It is from this
that we proceed. Our objectives are clear and unchanged: We are
categorically opposed to confrontation in the military sphere. We are
resolutely in favor of a radical limitation and reduction of the arms race,
prohibition and total elimination of nuclear weapons.

Millions upon millions of people abroad, while subscribing to different views
and convictions, are striving to achieve the same goals. Their concerted
effort exerts a noticeable influence on the shaping of antiwar public opinion.
This is very important, comrades. The intelligentsia, the workers in culture
can do much. That is why Gorky's famous question-appeal "Whose side are you
on, masters of culture?" rings with such great alarm and insistence today.
The matter, of course, does not boil down to a choice between the USSR and the
United States as anticommunists not infrequently claim. It is a matter of
choice between the 1ife and death of our civilization. There is no "golden
middle" here: One can be either with those who are preparing for war or with
those who reject imperialism's adventurous policy, who work for peaceful
coexistence, for disarmament.

That is why it is so important that our artistic intelligentsia help their
foreign colleagues make such a choice. This is, by the way, what ruling
circles in the West fear so much. They are seeking to discredit the ideas and
practice of socialism in the eyes of intellectuals in their own countries and
set them against the artistic intelligentsia in socialist states. The enemies
of peace fear the unity of the masters of culture whose voice is heeded by
millions of people.

People in the West, meanwhile, l1ike to talk about the benefits of comparing
ideas and views and developing contacts between people. We, of course, favor
this. But what do we encounter in practice? Attempts at unceremonious
interference in our domestic affairs, a real psychological war. And one of
its aims is to undermine, if only a little, the unity between workers in our
culture and the party.

As you know, they resort to methods that are not in the least intellectual, to
put it bluntly--lies, manipulation of facts and substitution of notions. They
claim, for instance, that socialism "does not tolerate" freedom of creative
work and that the CPSU creates obstacles in the way of artistic quest, that it
demands "uniformity" in literature and art. Everything in these claims is
turned upside down. This is not due to ignorance, naturally. It is a futile
undertaking, of course, to persuade our ideological opponents to change their
minds. But it is necessary to tirelessly uphold and explain our views, to
expose dishonest "critics" of the new system and actively to bring home to
people the truth about socialism and to educate Soviet people, especially the
youth, in the spirit of class vigilance and readiness for defense of our great
motherland.

There is another point I would like to mention. We hope that during the:
period of preparations for the celebration of the 40th anniversary of the
Soviet people's viectory in the Great Patriotic War the leadership of artistic
unions and organizations will find it possible to draw the even keener



attention of the masters of art to the military-patriotic theme. At present
we cannot complain that there are few works on this subject which has long
occupied a worthy place in the activity of our workers of culture. But one
would like more of such works to become a true event in the country's artistic
l1ife, in the development of Soviet literature and art.

Comrades, our party and state are creating conditions which help people reveal
their full talent and to work for the benefit of the nation. We resolutely
reject petty patronage over people engaged in ereative work. Creative
activity is creative because it is free: Nothing really new and beautiful can
come off under compulsion. This truth is old and proving it is like knocking
at an open door.

The freedom of creative work, however, is not a privilege for a few. The
party treats talent with consideration and regards it as the most valuable
asset of society. But nothing and no one can free a person from the
compulsory demands of society and its laws that are obligatory for all. It is
naive to think that one can blacken the moral and political foundations of our
system and expect simultaneously benefits and recognition from it. And, of
course, the people will not forgive anyone's defection to the side of our
ideological opponents in the keen struggle currently under way in the world.
There can be no two views on this account.

Well, comrades, many absurdities and utter nonsense have been written and
spoken in the West for the sake of distorting the very essence of the party's
approach to art. Sometimes it happens like. this: They take a not very
successful work by a Soviet author, who replaces an artistic study of life by
declaratory sentences. Then they start convincing all and sundry: This is
the standard which the CPSU strives to impose. A powerful, profound book,
written from party positions, is described by them as "deviation" from the
norm. I think that you will allow me not to mention specific examples: Some
of the comrades sitting in the hall have been victims of such manipulations.

Profound ideological content, civic spirit and high level of artistic skille~
such is the chief demand of the party and the people to workers in the arts.
The decisions of the June (1983) Central Committee Plenum and several recent
resolutions on questions of culture, known to you, lead our artistic
intelligentsia precisely in this direction. i

OQur great cause, our humanistic goals, do not need heartless eulogizing in
rhyme and prose. Works in which original and fresh thought is replaced, as
Schedrin ironically observed, by "callous repetition of truisms," can only
jokingly be described as works of art. Badly written books and operas,
primitive feature films and television series, tastelessly made sculptures and
canvases not only spoil the taste of millions of people, they discredit the
subjects and ideas which their makers tried to address. Naturally, no
indulgence should be shown towards lack of ideological content or towards an
undiscriminating world outlook.

By the way, comrades, is not the trouble with some of our art eritics that
they adopt a one-sided attitude, and either heap compliments on a weak novel,




Play or film referring to the "importance of the subject,” or take delight in the
"aesthetic findings" of an ideologically unsound work?

Meanwhile, our and world experience show that great literature and great art
cannot exist without highly professional critique possessing civice
responsibility. This means that our Marxist-Leninist critique should not only
give an accurate assessment of works. We expect more from art critics:
ahility to reveal the profound social essence of problems handled in works,
back the authors if they raise them correctly and argue logically with them
when they are mistaken. In brief, our critique should help the advancement of
the people's spiritual life. That is why, as Lenin believed, it is necessary
"to link literary criticism closer with party work" (op. cit., vol 47, p 134).

Everybody whom the party entrusted with the task of pursuing the Leninist line
in the arts should do this intelligently and with initiative. This means
conducting a frank and principled dialogue with people engaged in creative
work. They should in no way avoid discussing acute problems of concern to
artists. They should not refer their solution to the so-called higher bodies
of authority, but be able to persuade and, if necessary, to convince the
interlocutor to change his mind. Party guidance of literature and art is
unthinkable without that. This is precisely what makes it, as Gorky aptly
said, "a morally authoritative force."

Comrades, communist party members constitute the political nucleus, the
uniting force of artistic unions. They are called upon to assert the spirit
of party commitment in artistic circles, actively influence the ideological
direction of creative work, facilitate the shaping of Marxist-Leninist outlook
among workers of literature and art and help the molding of artistic youth.
Of particular importance is the consolidation of an atmosphere of strictness
and exactingness of artists towards one another. This benefits not only the
artists but art on the whole.

Soviet culture today constitutes an organic blend of spiritual values that are
being created by all nations and peoples of the country. Therefore, we can
fully understand the inclination of the writer, artist, musician and architect
to rely on centuries-old cultural traditions of his people, to give a profound
and graphic depiction of his republic's life. Artistic practice proves at the
same time that the closer national culture is connected with others and the
more intensively it absorbs the features of the spiritual and artistic
experience of fraternal peoples, which have acquired international importance,
then the more quickly and fruitfully it develops and the greater the
contribution it makes to the enrichment of the spiritual 1life of all Soviet
people, the whole of our society.

Dear comrades, before completing my speech, I would like to tell you the news
which will undoubtedly gladden you all. The Presidium of the USSR Supreme
Soviet has awarded the Order of Peoples' Friendship to the USSR Union of
Writers for services in developing Soviet literature, for the major
contribution by Soviet writers to communist construction and in connection
with the 50th anniversary of its foundation (tempestuous sustained applause).



Now let me wish you all good health, successes in creative work and present
Writers' Union with this high, well-deserved decoration.

(A11 stand up to tempestuous sustained applause. Comrade K. U. Chernenko
pinned the Order of the Peoples' Friendship on the banner of the USSR Union of
Writers.)

COPYRIGHT: Izdatel'stvo TsK KPSS "Pravda". "Kommunist", 1984

Ccso: 1802/2




LET US KNOW AND UNDERSTAND EACH OTHER WELL

LD101333 Moscow KOMMUNIST in Russian No 14 Sep 84 (signed to press 28 Sep 84)
pp 12-13

[Preface to K. U. Chernenko's Book of Speeches and Articles published by the
Portuguese Avante! Publishing House]

[Text] It is with pleasure that I am fulfilling the request of the Avante!
Publishing House to write a small forward to this book.

Soviet people have always respected the Portuguese people and its glorious
traditions of struggle for its freedom and independence and against reaction
and fascism.

Your glorious revolution of April 1974, that put an end to the dictatorial
regime, was ardently welcomed in the Soviet Union. Having unfettered the
tremendous forces with which the popular masses are so richly endowed, it
created the possibility of carrying out important social changes in the 1life
of the people of Portugal. Today Soviet people express feelings of invariable
solidarity with those who in your country are struggling for the preservation
of revolutionary gains, for the vital interests of working people and for
national independence.

The establishment of diplomatic relations between the USSR and Portugal and
the conclusion of agreements on questions of economy, culture and science were
some of the results of the revolution. At the time Soviet-Portuguese
cooperation became one of the elements of detente. Today too we want the
utmost development of equal, mutually advantageous Soviet-Portuguese ties, the
expansion and strengthening of friendship between our peoples. On our part we
are prepared for constructive cooperation.

Such cooperation acquires special significance in the situation when mankind
is in the grips of concern for its future in connection with the threat of
nuclear war. This concern is well-founded--the deployment of new American
nuclear missiles in Western Europe is continuing, the geography of the
deployment and transportation of United States nuclear arms is expanding and
foreign territories are being increasingly used by the American militarists as
bases for hostile and aggressive actions against other peoples.

10



But any action, as is known, causes counteraction. In reply to the
militaristic, aggressive actions of the United States, pursuing the aim of
wrecking the existing military-strategic balance, we are compelled to take our
own defensive measures. The Soviet people have not forgotten how in June 1941
fascist Germany made use of its temporary superiority and perfidiously
attacked the USSR. The Second World War cost Soviet people 20 million lives
and we do not want to suffer again from any aggressor whatsoever.

As to our love of peace, it has a realistic basis: A people which has
experienced the horrors of bombing, the death of relatives and comrades, and
1ived through the privations of long war years cannot harbor plans of
unleashing a world conflict. In the USSR there are no classes or social
strata that would be interested in wars, in making profits on the arms race.

I can say with full responsibility for my words that the Soviet Union was, is
and will be a champion of solving all complex international problems by way of
talks. As different from those for whom talks are only a diverting maneuver,
an object for manipulating public opinion, we stand for businesslike, honest
talks which would lead to a termination of the arms race, to a reduction of
nuclear arsenals up to and including the total destruction of these weapons.

The Soviet people value peace also because it makes it possible to implement
the plans we have of further developing our wonderful country.

We are proud of the results of society's transformation on the roads of
socialism. We do not have exploitation of man by man, we do not have either
social or national oppression. For more than 50 years already there has been
no unemployment in the USSR. The population is provided with free medical
services and illiteracy has been stamped out. The Soviet Union is a land of
genuine power of the people in which the working people administer the
socialist state and the work collective is the basic cell of society.

In short, no capitalist country can boast what Soviet people have achieved.
At the same time we are far from self-complacency: Much is yet to be done,
perfected and improved. Our party, government, public organizations, the
Soviet people are working hard on this.

Our successes and difficulties, the main problems of our foreign and home
policy--you will read about this in the book that is being offered to you.

In the world of today it is very important to know and to understand each
other well. That is why I would like to hope that on the following pages you
Wwill find answers to many of your questions concerning my country which, as a
result, will become closer and more understandable to you.

I wish you well-being, peace and happiness, Portuguese readers.

COPYRIGHT: Izdatel'stvo TsK KPSS "Pravda". "Kommunist", 1984
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K. U. CHERNENKO'S ADDRESS TO FINNISH TV VIEWERS

LD211729 Moscow KOMMUNIST in Russian No 14, Sep 84 (signed to press 28 Sep 84)
p 14

[Text] Dear friends and neighbors:

Forty years ago, in September 1944, an armistice agreement was signed with
Finland. The peoples of our two countries embarked on the road of peace and
good neighborliness, the road which had been consistently advocated by the
Soviet state ever since Lenin's decree on the recognition of the state
independence of Finland.

We can say today that friendship, mutual trust and fruitful cooperation have
become the essence of Soviet-Finnish relations. They were and remain immune
to the vagaries of the world political climate.

Why is it so? Because our good neighborliness reflects every advantage of the
policy of peaceful coexistence of states with different social systems. We
are building our relationships on lasting, principled and solid factors. Our
good partnership is dependably guaranteed by the 1948 Treaty of Friendship,
Cooperation and Mutual Assistance. Recently we extended it, this time to the
beginning of the next millennium.

Similarly dependable guarantees are provided by political understanding
between state leaders of the two countries and by the broad support enjoyed by
the course of friendship between the Soviet and Finnish peoples.

The Soviet Union appreciates the fact that the strengthening of friendship and
cooperation with our country constitutes, as you say, the centerpiece of
Finland's foreign policy course, the course which was formulated by such
outstanding statesmen as President Paasikivi, President Kekkonen and now
President Koivisto.

I can assure you that the Soviet Union Will consistently and unflaggingly
pursue the policy of good neighborliness with your country, bequeathed us by
the founder of the Soviet state, Viadimir I'lich Lenin.

We greatly appreciate the contribution made to our common cause by the

Finland-Soviet Union Society established 40 years ago. Its activity, just as
the work done by the USSR-Finland Society, helps to tackle the most important
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task, that of ensuring that the new generations, born after the war,
consciously and energetically carry on the cause of those who laid the
foundations of Soviet-Finnish good neighborliness.

You and we have accumulated invaluable capital of friendship and mutually
beneficial cooperation. May this wealth amassed by our countries jointly in
the course of their long efforts and honest and equal dialogue be augmented in
future. It is my conviction that the world community would benefit a great
deal if relations between all states were built in the same spirit.

Dear friends, I happened to visit your hospitable country during the work of
the historic European conference. Even during those few days I became - aware
of the cordiality with which the Finns regard our country. I assure you that
the Soviet people entertain similar sentiments for Finland.

I wish with all my heart our good neighbors, the people of Finland, peace and
prosperity, success and happiness.

COPYRIGHT: Izdatel'stvo TsK KPSS "Pravda'". "Kommunist", 1984
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CASTLES IN THE AIR OR SCIENTIFICALLY SUBSTANTIATED GOAL?
Moscow KOMMUNIST in Russian No 14, Sep 84 (signed to press 28 Sep 84) pp 15-26

[Article by V. Golobokov on the occasion of the 90th anniversary of the
publication of V. I. Lenin's work "Who Are Those 'Friends of the People' and
How Do They Struggle Against the Social Democrats?!]

[Text] Ninety years ago N. K. Mikhaylovskiy, the leader of the liberal
populists, who had proclaimed in the journal RUSSKOYE BOGATSTVO a campaign
against Marxism, deemed it necessary to apologize to his readers for having
paid great attention to criticizing a literary trend virtually unknown at that
time. Other more important phenomena in literature and 1ife, he
condescendingly said, will be always with us and why be bored while satisfying
the interests of a relatively small circle of readers?

What was the more important feature hiding behind this statement? Was it
flirtatiousness or a vague concern in the face of "some of our successors in
the field of 1life" (as N. K. Mikhaylovskiy described the Marxists)? Hard to
say. Most likely, it was a combination of both.

Flirtatiousness was an inseparable feature in the writings of the liberal
populists, who were trying to conceal behind luxuriant phraseology the
barrenness of their social ideal, the futurelessness of their cause and fear
of the realities of life. Inner concern of the growing, the terrifying force
of the labor movement, the ideological expression of which Leninism was soon
to become, was clearly apparent through all their idle talk. It was precisely
the influence of this force, which was becoming increasingly tangible,
including among the "reading public." Subsequently, in 1907, Lenin described
his polemics with the old populist leadership (N. K. Mikhaylovskiy above all)
as the "threshold of the upsurge of the mass labor movement in Russia" ("Poln.
Sobr. Soch." [Complete Collected Works], vol 16, p 95).

It was a threshold rather than a premonition or even a prediction. The 24-
year-old Marxist, Vladimir Ul'yanov did not only anticipate the revolutionary
era of the proletariat but was already doing everything possible to bring it
closer. He was a most energetic participant in its progress. He spent the
beginning of the 1900s in active efforts to rally the scattered revolutionary
circles, which was completed with the creation of the "Alliance in the
Struggle for the Liberation of the Working Class," founded in Petersburg in
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1895. It was the prototype of a party of a new, Leninist type. The most
important structural component of such activities was the formulation of a
program and of the objectives of the labor movement, the only one around which
the progressive revolutionary detachments could rally within the party.
Lenin's first printed article (works he had written earlier were published
much later) was aimed above all at resolving this problem. He used his clash
with the liberal populists to this effect. N. K. Krupskaya wrote that "the
objective of the struggle was formulated with exceptional clarity in "Who Are
Those 'Friends of the People' and How Do They Struggle Against the Social
Democrats?"

A premonition of the incoming proletarian era was inherent more in the liberal
populists, for it was precisely their vague feeling of the advent of a new
revolutionary force that led them to oppose it in the open press, i.e., in the
press allowed by the tsarist censorship, amending their usual ostrich-~like
policy of hiding from acute vital problems. They acted and were defeated, for
there was no way--either theoretically or, even less 8O, by promoting
practical objectives, they could counter the iron logic of Lenin's thinking,
a logic which seemed to embody the irreversible gait of the attacking
proletariat.

What could the liberal populists oppose it with, if reality itself had
debunked their theoretical fiction! It had become impossible to deny that by
the end of the 19th century Russia was following the path of capitalist
development. However, as before, the liberal populists continued to reject
this. Their position was one more confirmation of the truth that obsolete
views do not leave the historical stage by themselves and that if life refutes
them, in the opinion of their supporters, this changes absolutely nothing:
they proclaim in the face of its horrifying unseemliness the "ideal" of what
is necessary, a type of life system consistent with human nature.

Pitting the "world of what must be against the world of reality"--the
inseparable feature of any utopianism-~-became at that time the banner of the
struggle which the liberal populists waged against Marxism. In their view,
let the Marxists praise the existence of causality and the universal laws of
history. Scientifically, however, they have not proved this at all. The
nature of the course of history is, generally speaking, undetectable. Nor can
it be detected through materialism. The supporters of the Marxist doctrine
had not even defined the meaning of society, progress, etc. If one could
accept Marx's "Das Kapital" as a scientific study, it was a study of a single
period in European life rather than the entire history of mankind. The method
used in this work was somewhat Hegelian. It was a triad: thesis, antithesis
and synthesis. The imposition of this triad on reality led to the historical
pattern praised by the Marxists!

It is hard to believe that such "arguments" were voiced nearly a century ago,
for to this day they appear in the views of some topitics" of Marxism. Today
as well we find a strong aspiration on the part of our ideological foes to
present their wishes as reality, to vulgarize Marxism and thus to create a
parody of Marxism itself.




"Yes," Lenin agrees, "Marx studied in detail a single socioeconomic system--
capitalism. However, it is precisely that which makes his approach
scientific.® To begin with the question of what is society and what is
progress means to start from the end," Lenin objected. "How can you develop a
concept of society and progress in general without having studied a single
social system and been unable even to formulate this concept or to approach
the serious factual study, the objective analysis of any social relation
whatsover?" (op. cit., vol 1, p 141).

How was the concept of socioeconomic system developed by Marx? By a
reinterpretation of history from the positions of dialectical materialism, on
the basis of the critical reworking of the spiritual legacy of the past,
the philosophical above all, both materialistic and idealistic. This allowed
Marx and Engels, from the very first decade of their activities, to formulate
a materialistic view on the development of society, according to which history
is not a single flow of events and phenomena but a legitimate change of
qualitatively defined systems and entities--socioeconomic systems. "It has
never happened nor does it exist today," Lenin wrote, "for the members of a
society to represent a sum total of social relations in which they live as
something determined, integral, imbued by some kind of principle..." (op.
cit., vol 1, p 136).

The determination of a single principle, which ran through the entire social
fabric,also made it possible to surmount the roots of any subjectivism in
sociology--the inability to distinguish between important and unimportant
factors in the complex fabric of social phenomena. Marx's materialism, Lenin
emphasized, provided an entirely objective criterion for making such a
distinction by