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ANNEX

The foreign-policy section of the address_given _on 2 November 1987

ov_the General Secretary of the Cent¢al Committee of the

Communigt Party of the Soviet union at the ceremonial meeting

dedicated to the seventieth anniversary of the Great October
Socialist Revolution

The world would not be as we know it tosay without the great revolution in
Russia. Before that turning point in world history the "right" of the strong and
the rich, as well as expansionist wars, were the customary norm of international
rolatione. Soviet rule, whose first legislative act was to promulgate the famous
decree on peace, led the struggle against that state of affairs, The land of the

Soviets introduced into international practice sumething that was beyond the realm
of big-Power politics « the people’s common sense and the interests of the working
massges,

During those brief years when Lenin gu ided Soviet foreign policy, he not only
elaborated its underlying principles, but aso showed how to applv them in a most
unusual and abruptly changing situation. Indeed, contrary to initial expectat ions,
the rupture of the weakest link in the capitalist system was not the "last,
decisive battle”, but the beginning of a long and complex procesa,

The major achievement of the founder of the Soviet State was that he
eventually perceived the real prospects openirg up before the new Russia as a

result of the victory in the civil war. He realized that the country had gained
not only a breathing-space, but something much greater =« "a new period in which our

fundamental international existence amon? the capitalist States has been secured”.
And Lenin resolutely proposed a policy of learning the art of long=tcrm

"cohabi tation" with them. As a counterbalance to leftist extremism, he argued that
States with different social systems could peacefully coexist.

It took only a year and a half to two years after the ¢ivil war to end the
international political isolation of the workers’ and peasants’ State, Treuties
were concluded with neighbouring countries and then, at Rapallo, with Germany.
Britain, France, Italy, Sweden and other capitalist States accorded diplomatic
recognition to the Soviet Republic.

The first steps were taken to bring about equitable relations with the zZtates
in the East - china, Turkey, Iran and Afghanistan.

All this was not simply the initial triumphs of Lenin’s foreign policy and
diplomacy. It was a breakthrough in international affairs. We established the
basic thrust of our international policy, which we rightfully call the Leninist

policy of peace, mutually advantageous co-operation among States and friendship
among peoples.
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of course, not all our subsequent forei¢n-~policy efforts were an unalloyed
success., There were mincalculat ions ag well, Both beforo and after the Second
World War, we did not always succeed in making full use of the opportunities which
had arisen. We wore unable to harness the enormous moral authority with which the
Soviot Union had emerged from the war in order to consolidate the peace-loving and
democratic forces and stop those who were fomenting the cold war. we did not
always respond adequately to imperialist provocations.

Yes, some things could have been done better and more effectively.

Nevertheless, on this solemn occasion we can state that the main thrust of our
policy was always in keeping with the basic course worked out end charted by Lenin,

that is, in accordance with the nature of socialism and its fundamental commitment
to peace.

This was the decisive factor in averting the outbreak of a nuclear war and
preventing the forces of imperialism from winning the cold war. Together with our
allies we defeated the imperialist strategy of "rnlling back socialism®., The
imperialists had to moderate their claims to world domination. At that new stage,
we were able to draw precisely on the results of our peace-loving policy, devising
freeh approaches in the spirit of the new thinking.

Lenin’s concept of peaceful coexistence, naturally, underwent change.

Initially it was based primarily on the need to create the minimal external
conditions for building a new society in the land of the socialist revolution.

But, ag a continuation of the class-oriented policy of the victorious proletariat,
peaceful coexistence eubeequantly, and particularly in the nuclear age, became a
p-erequisite for the survival of the entire human race.

The April 1985 plenary meeting of the Central Comnittee oOf the Communist Party
o{ the Soviet Union (CPSU) was a landmark in the development of Leninist thought in
this area as well. The Twenty-seventh Congress presented in'detail a new concept
of foreign policy. The following idea, as we know, serves as its basisr in spite
of the profoundly contradictory nature of the contemporary world and the radical
differences among the States comprising it, the world ig interrelated and
interdependent and constitutes an integral whole.

This was brought about by the internationalization of world economic ties, the
comprehensive nature of the scientific and technological revolution, the

fundamentally new role played by connnunications and the mass media, the state Of
the earth’s resources, the common ecological danger and the glaring social problems
of the developing world, which affect everyone. But mainly it arose from the
problem of human survivalr the development of nuclear weapons and the threatening
prospect of their use have called into question the very survival of the human race.

Thus, Lenin's idea of giving priority to the interests of social development
acquired new meaning and impor tance,

Since the April plenary meeting, we have made our vision of progress towards a
safe and stable world sufficiently clear to all. Our intentions and our
determination have been embodied in the decisions taken by the highest political
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forum of the party and the people - the Twenty-seventh Congrese =« and also in the

new version of the CPsu Programme, the progranme for nuclear disarmament set forth
in the statement of 15 January 1986, the Delhi Declaration and other documents and
official statements by the leaders of the Soviet Union.

Toaether with the other countries of the socialist comunity, we have
undertaken a number of important initiatives in the United Nations, including a
proposal for establishing a comprehensive system of international peace and
security. The States paties to the Wwarsaw Treaty have made a proposd to NATO and
all the European countries on reducing armed forces and armaments to a level of
reasonable sufficiency and have suggested a comparison of the military doctrines Of
the two alliances with a view to making them exclusively defensive. We have put
forward a concrete plan and are actively working to prohibit and eliminate chemical
weapons, We have shown initiative in devising effective methods for verifying
weapons reduction, including on-site inspection.

We have resolutely advocated strengthening the authority of the uUnited Nations

and the full and effective use of the powers vested in it and its bodies by the
internat ional communi ty, We are doing evervthing in our power to ensure that the

United Nations - this universal mechanism of ours « can competently discuss and
undertake a collective search for ways to balance the interests of all States and

effectively carry out its peace-making functions.

The most important thing is that our conception and our firm dedication to
peace are reflected in our actions, throughout our conduct in international affairs
and in the very style of our foreign policy and diplomacy, which are imbued with a

commitment to dialogue, a frank and honest dialogue conducted with due regard for
mutual Concerns and the advances of world science, without attempting to

outmanoeuvre or deceive anyone. And SO, now that more than two years have elapsed,
we can state with confidence that the new political thinking is not just another
declaration or appeal, but a philotophy of action « if you will, a philosophy of
life. It continues to evolve, keeping pace with the objective processes unc¢er way
in the world. And it is already working.

The October 1986 meeting in Reykjavik ranks among the events which have

occurred since the new stage in international affairs began, events which deserve
to be mentioned on this occasion and which wiil go down in history. |t gave a

practical boost to the new thinking, enabling it to gain ground in the most diverse

social ard political quarters, and made international political contacts more
fruitful.

The new way of thinking, with its regard for universal human values and i ts

emphasis on common sense and openness, has begun to forge ahead in world affairs,
sweeping away the stereotypes of anti-Sovietism and dispellinj the distrust of our
initiatives and actions.

Naturally, gauged against the scope of the tasks that humanity will have to

tackle in order to ensure its survival, very, very little has so far been
accomplished.  But a start has been made, and the first signs of change have

/ll.
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appeared. A convincing proof of that {s the understanding reached with the United
States of America to conclude in tho very near future an agrooment. on medium= and
shorter~range nissiles,

The concluofon of this agreement e of great importance in ttselfs it will
eliminate for the first tirne a whole class of nuclear weapons, it will ropresont
the first practical step towards deatroying nuclear arsenals, and it will ghow that
it is possible in fact to move in this direction without harm to anyone.

This is unquuetionably a major success of the nuw thinking, the reoults of our

readiness to oeek mutually acceptable broakthroughn while strictly proderving the
principle of equal secur i ty.

Yet the question concerning this agreement waa largely sottled back {n
Heykjavik, at our eocond meeting with the president of tho United States.

At such a critical period, the world expects the third and tourth weetings
between the leaders Of the usskR and the United states to produce more than just a
formal acknowledgomont of what was agreed to a year ago, more than a mere
resumption of the discussion. We are being urged on by tho growing danger that
weapons rnay be perfected to the point where they become uncontrollable.

That is why we will work unremittingly at those meetings for a palpable
breakthrough, for tangible results in reducing strateyic offensive weapons and
banning weapons from outer space = tha kay to removing the nuclear threat.

What, thon, art? the grounds for our optimism, for considering that
comprehensive security is really attainable? Hero it is worth pausing.

At thia new turning-point in world history, as we celgbrate the sevent jeth
anniversary of our revolution, which would not have triumphed without theorcetical
preparation, we are examining, t.e thecoretical aspects of tho proupects for
progress towards iasting peace. Wwith the aid of the now thinkiny , we have latgely
established that a comprehensive system of international secur f{ty in the context of
disarmament is both necessary and practicable. Now we mugt prove that movement
towards and attainment Of thig goal is also necessary and practicable. wemust
identify the laws governing the interaction Of forces which, throuyh rivalry,
contradictions and conflicting interests, can produce the desired result. 1n thio
connection we should begin - and once again from the standpuint of our Leniniot
teaching, using its me thodology = by asking ourselves some scarching guest iona,

The girst concerns the nature of imperialism. As wc know, i. t IS a primary
source Of the danger of war.

The nature of a gocial system cannot, of course, be changec y external
factors. But iS it possible, given the present stage of the wor.u's development
and the new level of its interdependence and integration, to influence the nature

of that system in such a way as to block its most dangerous manifestaticns?  In
other words, can the laws operating in an integrated world, in which universal

human values have high priority, be relied upon to limit the destructive of fectu of
the egocentric, class-oriented laws governing the capi talist system?

/l..
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The second question is linked with the first: can capitalism free itself from
militarism and function and develop in the economic spnere without it? And is it
not Utopian on our part to invite the Western oountries to draw up and compare
programmes for reconverting the economy, that is, switching it over to production
for peaceful purposes?

The third question: can the capitalist system do without neo-colonialism,

which is one of the factors essential to its survival? In other words, is the
system capable of functioning shorn of its inequitable trade with the third world,
with its unforeseeable consequences?

Another, relate " quest ion: how realistic is the hope that tt~ awareness of a

t he catastrophic danger facing the world + whiuh, as we know, is even penetrating
the upper echelons of the ruling élite of the Western world « will be translated

into practical policies? After all, however foroeful the argument4 of common
sense, however well developed the 3enae of responsibility, howeve. powerful the
instinct for self-preservation, there are still things which mug on no account be

underrated and which are determined 3y an economic, and hence, a olass, interest.

In other words, we are asking whether capitalism can adapt to the conditions
of a nuclear-free world, one without armaments, to the conditions of a new and

ey ble uconomi:, order, to the conditions in which the intellectual and moral
V3 of twoe world systems can be compared hciestly. These are far from idle

ueséions. The answer will determine what course history will take in the coming
ecades.

But even posing these few questions is enough to grasp the full gravity of the
task. The answers will cane from life itself. The vindication of our programme
for a nuclear-free and safe world will not only depend on the soundness of its

scientific basis) it will also be tested by the course of events, which is subject
to the most varied factors, many of them new.

And it is already being put to the test. Here, too, we are loya to the
Leninist tradition, to the very essence of Leninism « an organic blend of theory

and practice, an approach to theory as a tool of practice and to practice as a
mechanism for verifying theory. This is how we are acting, projecting the new

thinking on to our foreign-policy activities, correcting and adjusting it in the
light of experience gained from applying the policy.

Ad so, what are we counting on, knowingthat assfeworld will have to be
built jointly wth the capitalist countries?

The post-war period has witnessed a profound change in the contradictions that

used to determine the major trends in the world's economy and politics. | have in
mind, above all, the trer Is whicl in the past inexorably led to war, to world wars
between the capitalis. vountries t hensel ves. nNow the situation is different. It
Is not Only the lessons of the past war but also the fear of sapping its own

grength in the face of socidism, by now a world sysem, that have prevented
capitalism from carrying its internal contradictions to the extreme. These

contradictions began to evolve into a technical race against competitors and were
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"danpened" by neo-colonialism A kind of latter-day “peacefu” division of the
world has occurred - in line with the rule Lenin identified « "according to
capital", the bigger share going to whoever is wealthier and stronger. at the
monent. A number Of countries beganto ease thetension in their economies by
rechannelling resources into the nmlitary-industrial conplex on the pretext of a
"Soviet threat". The changes that occurred within the technol ogical and
organisational infrastructure of the capitalist econony also helped to alleviate
the contradictions and balance different interests.

But that is not all. 1f an alliance between a socialist and a capitalist
State proved feasible in the past when faced by the threat of fascism does that
not provide an object lesson for the present, when the whole world is facing the
threat of a nuclear catastrophe and the need to ensure the safety of nuclear-power
production and overcome the danger to the environment?

These are all quite real and threatening issues, demanding that we not only
grasp their significance but also seek practical solutions.

A further ooint: can the capitalist econony develop without nilitarization?
This brings to mind the "econonmic niracle* that occurred in Japan, \West GCermany and
Italy. It is true that, when the niracle was over, they reverted to mlitarism
but we must assess to what extent this changeover was founded on the substantive
laws governing the operation of contenporary nonopoly capital and what role was
played by extraneous factors = the "contagious exanple" of the nilitary-industrial
conplex in the United States, the situation caused by the cold war, considerations
of prestige, the need to have one's own "nailed fist" so as to be able to talk to
competitors in a |anguage they understood, and also the desire to back up the
econom ¢ invasion of the third world with strong-arm politics. Whatever the actual
reasons, a period of rapid developnent of the mobdern capitalist economy in a nunber

of countries with mnimal arnms spending did take place, and-this experience is now
part of history.

This issue can also beviewed from a different angle, the other way round,
Ever since the war, the united States econany has been firmy directed towards and
dependent on mlitarism At first this seemed to stinulate it. But later on, this
senseless and socially useless squandering of resources led to an astronom cal
national debt and to other troubles and setbacks. COQver-militarization is
increasingly aggravating the domestic situation of the country and upsetting the
econom es of others. The recent panic on the New York Stock Exchange and ot her

stock exchanges around the world = a panic wthout precedent in alnost 60 years =
is a grave synptom a dire warning.

A third point: the inequitable, exploitative relations with the devel oping
countri es. In spite of all the fantastic innovations in creating an "alternative™
(man-made) environment, devel oped capitalism has been and will be unable to do
without these countries' resources. That is an undeniable fact.

Reliance on severing the traditional world econonic ties is dangerous and
offers no solution. Butthe neo-colonialist nethods of using others' resources,
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the arbittary practices of transnational corporations and the debt bondage, with
obviously unrepayable debts reaching into the trillions of dollars, will also lead
nowhere.  This is also creating serious problems within the capltallst countries
themselves, There is much speculation on this score) but essentially it pinpoints
the third world as a kind of scapegoat for the many difficulties, including falllng
living standards, in the metropolitan countries.

Time and again attempts are made tOo "rally the nation" along chauvinistic
lines, to lure the working people into a “partnership” for exploiting other
countries while inducing tho wot kers to accept the policy of the latest form of
capitalist modernization. But none of these or similar strategemo can 4o away with
the problem itself. They can only mitigate it temporarily. Inequ i table trade

ersists and will eventually culminate in an explosion. It appears that Western
eaders are beginning to understand the possibility of such an outcome. But in the
meantime they are merely responding with various stopgap measures.

Indeed, the novelty of the international economic and political trends of our
time has not yet been fully grasped and assimilated. Yet this will have to be
done, because the continuing processes have the force of an objective law, rither
there a disaster will occur or there will be joint quest for a new economic order,
with due regard fcr the interests of all parties on an equal basis. The way
towards establishing such an order, as we see it today, can be discerned: i t 1lies
in putting into practice the concept of “disarmament for development",

Thus, in searching for an answer also to our third queation, we see that the
problem does not appear to be insoluble. In this area, too, contradictions can be
modified. But this necessitates understanding reality and devising practical
actions in the spirit of the new thinking, And this, in turn, will facilitate the
advance towards a more secure world. In a nutshell, here also we are facing a
historic choice dictated by the laws of our largely interconnected and integrated

world.

There is another factor, even a decisive one. Socialism forms an integral
part of the world we live in. Having embarked upon its hietory 70 years ago and
then grown into a world system, it has in fact determined the face of the twentieth
century. Today it is entering upon a new stage of its development, demonstrating
once again its inherent potentialities.

Imagine, for example, the major possibilities for peaceful coexistence that
the Soviet Union’s perestroika holds. By eneuring that all our most important
economic indicators attain world level, it will enable this vaet and immensely rich
country to take part in the world division of labour and resources as it has never
done before. Its great scientific, technological and production potent ial will
became a substantially more significant element in world economic relations. And
all this will decisively expand and strengthen the material foundations for a
comprehensive system of peace and international security. That, by the way, is yet
another highly important aspect of perestroika: its appointed place in the
destinies of contemporary civilization, e class struggle and other manifestations
of social contradictions will influence objective procesaee in favcur of peace.

/ll|
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Loading forces withln the labour movement are ceeking waya to raise ita
political level, "They have to wor k in a highly complex, novel and changing
environment. Not only guestiona of safeguarding tho economic rights and interests
of the masses but also those of the struggle for democracy, including democracy at
the work place, arc taking on new meaning. For example, workers are often offered
"partnership", but one where occess to tho holy of holies of the business world ig

hermetically c¢losed and whore thore can be no question of free choice of management
persuunel.

The Western world in full of "theories" to the effect that the working clans
IS diaappear iny, that allegedly it has already become completely dissolved in tho
“middle stratum” , has undergone social regeneration, etc., etc. Yes, the changes
within the working class are great and far-reaching. But it is no use the class
enemy lulling himself or trying to digsorient and confuse the working movement. ‘The
working c¢lass which today, within its new social boundaries, represents a
numer ica lly predomi nant force, has the potential to play a decisive role,
especially at abrupt turning-points in history.

The motive may be provided by a variety of factors. One of the probable ones
is the insane militarization of the economy. The fact that the transition to a new
stage of the technological revolution is taking place on a militaristic basis is a

powerful catalyst, especially as it points towards war and consequently affects all
sections of the population and expands the framework of mass protest beyond the

limits of economic demands, so that here, too, the ruling class, the lords of
monopoly capital, will have to muke a choice. We are convinced = and sc ience
confirmg i t - that at the present-day level of technology and organization of
production, the reconversion and demilitarization of the economy are poussible. At
the same time guych @ choice in also a choice in favour of peacg.

The same appl ies to the consequences of the crisis in. relet ions between the
developed and the developing world. 1f mattors reach the brink of an explosion and
it Proves imposaible to continue enjoying the good things of life by exploiting the
third world, the question of the inadmissible and intolerable nature of a system
unable to exist without such exploitation may acquire = and very acutely, too - 4
politial dimension. In sum, from this point of view as well capitalism faces a
harsh choice: whether to let matters reach breaking moint or to reckon with the

laws of an interconnected and integrated world which demands a balance of interests
on a basis of uquality.

And the situation, as we see it, makes this not only neceeoary but also

possible - especially as there are forces in the third world itself acting in the
same direction,

It is a commonplace to talk about the decline Oof the national liberation
movement. Uut those who do HOo aro obviously juggling with concepts and ignoring
the novelty of the eituat ion. if they have in mind the impulse for liberation
which was operative at the stage of struggle for political independence, then, of
course, that impulse is slackening, as is only natural. But the impulse needed for
the new, the current astage Of development of the third world is only just taking
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shape. We have to recognize this clearly and not yield to pessimism. The factors
of which this impulse is constituted are varied and non-hunogen ous. They inaude
a powerful economic process Whioh sometimes assumes paradoxical forma. For

example, sane countries, while retaining features of underdevelopment, are rising
to the level of maor Powers in world economy and politics.

These faotore also include the build-up of political energies in the proceas
Of the forming of nations and the strengthening of nation-States in the true sense
of the teem, countries with revolutionary regimes occuping a substantial place
among them,  And then there are the grapes of wrath arowing from the crude

polarization Of poverty and wealth, the contrast between possibilities and the real
state of affairs.

National identity, national self-reliance is a forae becoming inareasingly

pronounued and aative in organizations whioh reflect the processes of the
developing aountr ies' inter-State consolidation. This is oharaoterietic to a

%reater or lesser degree of all suoh organieatione, whioh are numerous: the
rganisation of African Unity, the League of Arab States, ASEAN, the Organization
of American States, the Latin american Econanio System, the South Pacific Forum,
the South AsSian Association tor Regional Co-operation, the Organisation of the
Isamic Conference and, especially, the Non-Aligned Movement. They reflect &
kaleidoscope of oontradiatory interests, needs, demands, ideologies, claims and
prejudioes specific to the present stage of history, Although they havo already
become a noticeable factor in world politics, none of them has as yet opened up al
its possibilities. But their potential is colossal and it is difficult to predict
the results even for the next half-aentury.

One thing is clear: thie is a whole world seeking organisational forms for

i te ef feot ive participation On an egud footing in reolving problems oomnon to
mankind. Behln(]plt star?a two and a half billion people. And we are entitled to

guess that it will take seven--league strides in terms not only of ita effects upon
\f/vorld politics but also of its original role in shaping the world economy of the
uture.

For all the might of the transnational corporations, they will not determine
the third world’s course; more likely, they will have to adjust to the independent
choices made by the peoples themselves. And the peoples, and the organisat ions
representing them, have a vital stake in a new world econania order.

There is another important point to be made. In the last few deaades,
development within the capitalist world proper has spawned new forma of social
d issent add movements There are movements to counter the nuclear threat, to

protect the environment, to counter racial discrimination, to oppose policies that
Split society into the fortunate and the doomed, and to yyert calamity in entire

industrial areas sacrificed to the latest round of capitalist modernization. These
movements involve millions of paopley they are inspired and led by prominent
figures in science and culture, people of national and international standing.
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Social-democratic, socialist and labour parties and similar or related mass
organizations play a connistently large part in the political process in several
countries, and in gome places they are incroasing their influence. Thue, according
to all the parameters = economic, political and gsocial = we see that in the modern
world an assertion which Lenin held to be one of the most profound in Marxism i8
everywhere being vindicated: as historical action gains in soundness, the number
of people involved in it will grow. This is always a sure sign, and the most
potent element, of social progress and, consequently, of peace.

In fact, what is grand and new about our age is that the peoples appear more
and more clearly and openly in the limelight of history. They now occupy positions
which make it necessary to reckon with them immediately, not at the end of the
day. This brings Into sharp focus another new truth; constant choice is becoming
increasingly typical of the course of hietory at the threshhold of the twenty-first
century. The rightness of our choices depends on the extent to which the interests
and aspirations of millions, hundreds of millions of people are heeded.

Hence the politicians’ responsibility, for policy can be effective only if
allowance is made for this novel feature of the timess the human faotor now
figures in politics not as a remote, more or leso random product of the lives,
activities and intentione of the masses. It bursts right in on world affairs.
Unless we understand that « in other words, in the absence of new thinking that
draws support from present-day realities and the will of the people, politics
becomes an unpredictable, impromptu affair which poses risks both at home and in
other countries. Politics of this kind has no lasting support.

These are the reasons for our optimistic view of the future and the prospects
for the creation of a comprehensive system of international 8security.

There is also a perfectly logical link between this and our stand on defence.
As long as there is 4 danger of war and social revanchiem remains the backbone of
Western strategies and militarj tic programmes, we shall continue to do everything
necessary to sustain our defence capability at a level which makes the military
supremacy of imper ialism over socialism unattainable.

During tnese celebrations, we pay due tribute to the accomplishments of the
world communist movement. The October Revolution, which has retained to this day

its international momentum, is the source of the movement’s vitality. The
international communist movement is growing and developing on its native soil, but
there is something universal in the very image of a Communist, no matter what his
nationality, no matter in what country he is working. This "something® igs devotion
to the idea of a better, communist society, loyalty to the workers = above all the

working class, and struggle for their fundamental interests and for peace and
democracy.

I feel that the third Communist International deserves to be mentioned on this

anniversary. The entire truth of the matter still has to be resurrected and a
true, complete history of it has yet to be written, For all its shortcomings and

miscalculations, and bitter though it is to recall sane chapters of its history,
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the Comintern is part of our movement’'s great past. Born of the October

Revolution, it not only became a school of internationalism and revolutionary
brotherhood, it turned internationalism into a practical instrument of struggle for

the interests of the working people and the social progress of nations large and
small. It oroduced companies of true twentieth-century knights, men of honour and

responsibilitkl, of noble aspirations and unflinching courage, who identified with
the suf fer ings of the millions of the oppressed all over the world, heard their

pleas and roused them to struggle.

Communigts were the first to sound the alarm about the danger of fascism, the
first to rise against it, and its first victims. They came from all over the world
to be the first to engage in an armed struggle against fascism, in Spain. They
were the first to raise the banner of resistance in the name of their peoples’
freedom and national dignity. Communists, above all Soviet Comnuniots, made a
decisive contribution to the crushing defeat of fascism in the Second World War.

Now, as then, Communists display the same implacability and courage as front

rank fightera against reaction and obscurantism of every description. They are
people of legendary heroism and self-sacrifice. Not isolated individuals, but

hundreds of thousands of them, organized and united by a single will, iron
discipline and incorruptible idealism.

The time of the comint. ., the Information Bureau and even of binding
international conferences is past. But the international communist movement lives
on. All parties are completely and irreversibly autonomous. That was stated as
early as the twentieth Congress. It is true that the old ways were not cast off
immediatelyy now, though, it is an unassailable reality. in this sense, the
Twenty-seventh Congress of ¢psy also marked a definitive, irreversible transition.
| think we have proved as much in our relations with fraternal parties in the

course of perestroika.

The international communist movem:nt is at a watershed, as are world progress_
itself and the forces behind it. The communist parties are seeking new ground amic
the profound changes of the dawning century. But their international movement is

undergoing a revival, is beiny drawn together by a regard for similarly revised
standards of confidence, equality and genuine solidarity. It is open to dialogue,

collaboration, interaction and alliance with any other revolutionary, democratic
and progressive forces.

CPSU harbours no doubts about the future of the coi unist movement - the
custodian of the alternative to capitalism, a movement of the boldest and most
consistent campaigners for peace, independence and progress in their own countr iea
and friendship between all the nations on earth.

Comrades, the most important landmark in world history since the October

Revolution has been the emergence of a world socialist system. Four decades have
already gone by since socialism became the common destiny of many peoples and an

important factor of contemporary civilization.
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Our Party and the Soviet people value highly the possibility of interacting
with friends upon whom, as upon us, State responsibility for socialism, for the
advance of socialiem, has rested for the past few decades. All the socialist
State5 have accumulated a great deal of interesting and Useful experience in
solving social, economic and ideological problems and in building a new life. The
soclalist system and the endeavours and experience it has tested in practice ara a
matter of importance to humanity at large. The socialist system has proposed to
the world its answers to the central issues of human existencel it has proved its
humanist and collect ivist values, at whose centre stands the working human being=
The socialist system instils in that being a sense of dignity, of being master of
his country, protects him socially, gives him confidence in the future. It opens
up unlimited access to knowledge and culture and creates the conditions necessary
for the full development of individual abilities and gifts.

The achievements of the peoples of the socialist countries are the object of
our common pride « the more so as they are the result of many years of fruitful
co-operation, the fruits of truly fraternal association, unparalleled in its
breadth and openness of their citizens = of Party and public organizations,
production collectives, creative associations and cultural institutions, of family
and personal links, of the joint labour and study of tens of thousands of people.

When you have climbed to a certain height you can see many things more
clearly. Life has introduced corrections in our ideas about the laws dg|overning the
transition to socialism, about the time-limits involved, our understanding of the
role of socialism on a world scale,

We are far from thinking that all progressive changes taking place in the
world are due to socialism alone. But the way in which the problems most important
to mankind are posed and in which the search for their solution is proceeding
confirms that there exists an indissoluble link between world progress and
socialism as an international force. That link is particularly evident in the
struggle for the prevention of nuclear catastrophe and in the existence of a
balance of world forces which gives different people5 a better chance to defend
their social and political choices.

Accumulated experience IS helping to build mutual. relations between socialist
countries more soundly upon generally accepted principles. They are:
unconditional and complete equality; responsibility of the ruling party for the
affairs of its State, patriotic service of its peoples concern for the commron cause
of socialism; respect for one another, a serious attitude towards what hao been
achieved and tested by friends, voluntary co-operation in many forms; strict
observance by all of the principles of peaceful coexistence. The practice of
socialist internationalism rests upon these foundations.

The world of socialism appears before us today in all the variety of its
national and social forms. And this is goud, it is healthy. We have become
convinced that being united does not by any means signify being identical, being

uniform. We have also become ¢onvinced that socialism has not and cannot have a
“model” to which everyone must conform.
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The criterion of the development of sgocialism a any given stage and in any

country is the sum total of genuine successes in reorganizing society in the
interests Of Working people and the quality of those Successes.

We are aware, too, of the damage that can be caused by a dackening of the
internationalist principle in mutual relations between socialist States, by
departures from the principle of mutual benefit and mutual assistance, by lack of
attention to the common interests of socialism in actions in ke world arena.

We note with satisfaction that our relations with all socialist States have Of
late gained in dynamism and are being perfected. And, of course, co-operation
within the framework of the Warsaw Treaty and CMEA has became more frutfu and
more business-like « which, however, in no way sets their members fundamentally
apart from other socialist countries.

The Twenty-seventh Congress has clearly defined the position of CPSUy in

litios and in all other spheres of our interaction with each socialist country.
he decisive element is that which ensures the combination of mutua interest with

the interests oOf gocialism as a whole. The strengthening of friendship and the
development by all possible means of co-operation with the socidlist countries is
the top priority of the Soviet Union’s international policy. 1In welcoming the
delegations of socialist countries today, we salute in their person the peoples of
the socialist countries.



