SOCIALIST AFFAIRS

January/February 1977  Socialist International Information Vol. 27 No. 1

The Geneva Congress




Socialist
Affairs

January/February 1977
Vol. 27 No. 1

Socialist Affairs covers the policies of democratic
socialist parties throughout the world.
Published by the Socialist International

Layout Peter Bonnici and Mike Phillips
Photo: L. Bianco, Geneva. S| Photos

Signed Articles in Socialist Affairs do not
necessarily represent the views of the editorial
committee

Rates per annum

Ordinary Subscription £5 (S15)

Socialist Party member £3.75 (510)
Payment by sterling or dollars Cheque,
postal order or International money order
payable to Socialist International

88a St Johns Wood High Street

London NWg S7J

Telephone 01-586 1103
Telex 261735
Cables Intesocon London

Confents

3 EDITORIAL
Action programme of the Sl
Bernt Carlsson

GENEVA CONGRESS

! Introductory report
5 President’s address
Willy Brandt
8 A letter on the European Communist Summit
9 TOWARDS A NEW WORLD ECONOMIC ORDER

Lecpold Senghor, Helmut Schmidt, Giuseppe Saragat
Willy Claes, Joop den Uyl, Lillian Uchtenhagen

HELSINK)
HE KU
J‘.‘NK'

HELS">"

17  HELSINKI — WHAT NEXT

Kalevi Sorsa, Yitzhak Rabin, Richard Muller

21 DEMOCRATIC SOCIALISM AND HUMAN RIGHTS IN

THE WORLD TODAY

Francois Mitterrand, Michael Foot, Filipe Gonzalez,

Mario Scares

27 THE SITUATION IN THE THIRD WORLD
Daniel Oduber, Carlos Andres Perez, Jean Ziegler

32  Resolutions of the Geneva Congress

36  New statutes of the International

OTHER REPORTS
38 Conferences
Spain, Portugal, Senegal

40  Elections
Jamaica, Japan Mauritius

43  Socialist Notebook



Action programme
of the SI
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Willy Brandt (left) and Bernt Carlsson

Bernt Carlsson
General Secretary

“A new start” was the phrase most
commonly heard in connection with the
13th congress of the Socialist Inter-
national held in Geneva last November.
It was the keynote of the address deliv-
ered by the new President of the Inter-
national, Willy Brandt (see this issue of
SOCIALIST AFFAIRS), and it was repeatedly
used by many other speakers, delegates
and journalists.

What must be done now — and parti-
cularly in the two-year work period until
the holding of the 14th congress in
Vancouver in 1978 — is to cnsure that
the spirit of the Geneva congress is
translated into concrete action. The
impetus provided by the 13th congress
must not be lost.

On the political level great efforts must
be made to ensure that negotiations
bring an end to the arms race. The
support of detente should thus be given
the highest priority by the Socialist
International.

The International is also committed to
supporting the demands for a new world
economic order. The discussion within
the International could be used as an
instrument for focusing the attention of
the member-parties on the problems of
the North/South dialogue.

Among the other tasks facing the
International over the next two years is
the drawing up of the final report of the
International’s working party on the
operations of multinational companies,
which is clearly a subject of central
importance to socialists of both the

developed and developing countries. If it
is possible for socialists of both the rich
industrialized first world and of the third
world to reach a common view on this

question, such an achievement will
obviously have an influence in other
world forums where proposals concern-
ing the operations of multinational
companies are under discussion at the
present time.

Other particular initiatives in the
international  field  proposed  for
the coming period until the next con-
gress in 1978 are the sending of two
high-level missions: one to make contact
with the liberation movements of south-
ern Africa and the other to study the
longer term prospects of democratic
socialism in the United States. Both
these initiatives are topical, as the era
of white supremacy and colonial domin-
ation rapidly draws to an end in southern
Africa and in view of our coming con-
gress in North America — the first to be
held by the International in that con-
tinent since the Philadelphia congress of
the First International organized by
Karl Marx in 1876.

The International must also continue
to carry out its task of giving support
and solidarity to the people and especi-
ally to our fraternal parties in countries
with repressive regimes, such as Chile.
The Socialist Intcrnational has a good
record in the struggle for civil rights and
it will be maintained in the years ahead.

At the organizational level, the main
aims should be:

@® Improved contacts between the
Socialist International and the inter-
national trade union movement

represented by the International
Confederation of Free Trade Unions
and the International Trade Sec-
retariats.

@® More effective use of the Inter-
national as a point of contact for
affiliated parties and organizations.

@® Creation of an effcctive centre of
research, information and publica-
tions at the Secretariat.

@® An expansion of relations with pro-
gressive movements and partics in
the Third World.

@® Better liaison between socialist
parties inside the European Com-
munity and those outside.

The International should also attempt
to take a more active interest in other
political issues which are the concern
of socialist parties on the national level
— issues such as economic policics,
economic democracy, industrial demo-
cracy, the quality of the working envir-
onment in industrial life, including in-
dustrial safety and the entire complex
of problems relating to ecology and the
protection of our biological environment.

We should aim at making the Inter-
national a better instrument of coordin-
ation and exchange of information and
experience in these fields for the benefit
of all affiliated parties. An SI working
group on economic problems could be
set up with the aim of submitting con-
crete proposals to the 1978 congress in
Vancouver.

All these items add up to a formid-
able workload for the two years ahead.
But the burden should be shouldered
with enthusiasm in the knowledge that
the Socialist International is a genuine
international political movement of a
kind that our adversaries cannot match.

The present state of democratic
socialism as a political movement is at
the centre of discussion within the inter-
national labour movement. There can
be no doubt that after a considerable
upsurge in the late 1960s and carly 1970s
democratic socialism has suffered from
electoral reverses more recently, parti-
cularly in the industrialized world,
where economic recession has tended to
polarize political options to the disad-
vantage of the democratic left. But the
view that democratic socialism has
entered a permancent decline is in no
way justified.

It should also be the task of the
Socialist International to promote dis-
cussions on the aims of the democratic
socialist movement. There is a crucial
question involved here. Experience has
shown that the most profound dilemma
facing democratic socialism may occur
when it attempts to go beyond the field
of its traditional policy of trying to
achieve social democracy, into the arca
of economic democracy. If democratic
socialism is to succced the International
must now initiate a discussion on this
problem.



13th Congress of the Si
held in Geneva

The thirteenth postwar congress of the
Socialist International was held in
Geneva on November 26-28, 1976,
attended by some 200 delegates from
over 40 affiliated parties and organiza-
tions. It was preceded on November
23-24 by the ninth conference of the
International Council of Social Demo-
cratic Women and on November 25 by
a joint panel organized by the Inter-
national Council of Social Democratic
Women and the Socialist International
and consisting of a number of prominent
socialists; the panel members answered
questions from journalists and members
of the public on the subject of the
-equality of women, especially as regards
public life. All three events took place
in the headquarters building of the
International Labour Office.

The Socialist International congress,
which  was opened by Frangois
Mitterrand, First Secretary of the French
Socialist Party, was marked by a
strengthening and expansion of the
organization and by a renewal of its
leadership. In addition to adopting a new
statute, the congress adopted resolutions
on ‘The Policital Situation’, ‘Inter-
national Economic Solidarity’ and ‘Latin
America’. Five parties wcre newly ad-
mitted to membership of the Inter-
national while six others which were
already affiliated changed their member-
ship status and the status of two organ-
izations which had previously held the
status of full member was changed to
that of associated organization.

The delegates unanimously elected
Willy Brandt (Chairman of the German
Social Democratic Party and former
Chancellor of the Federal Republic) as
President of the Socialist International
in succession to Bruno Pittermann
(former Vice-Chancellor of Austria),
who had been Chairman of the Inter-
national under the old statute since 1964.
The congréss also elected fourteen Vice-
Presidents of the Socialist International
and decided to establish an Honorary
Committee, whose members would be
the Honorary Presidents of the Socialist
International; thirteen eminent figures
from democratic socialist movements
were elected by the Congress as members
of this Committee. Bernt Carlsson

(International Secretary of the Swedish
Social Democratic Party) was unami-
mously elected as General Secretary in
succession to Hans Janitschek (Austria).

Representation of member organiza-
tions at the Congress included three
Presidents (Daniel Oduber, Costa Rica:
Léopold S. Senghor, Senegal and Carlos
Andres Perez, Venezuela) and six Prime
Ministers (Bruno Kreisky, Austria:
Helmut Schmidt, Federal Republic of
Germany: Yitzhak Rabin, Israel: Dom
Mintoff, Malta; Joop den Uyl, Nether-
lands and Mario Soares, Portugal).
Among the guests attending the Congress
were Otto Kersten (General Secretary of
the International Confederation of Free
Trade Unions) and the former British
Prime Minister, Sir Harold Wilson. The
latter was presented with the Inter-
national’s Silver Plate of Honour at the
Congress, as were David Lewis, former
leader of the Canadian New Democratic
Party and Trygve Bratteli, former Nor-
wegian Prime Minister.

Full details of the decisions of the
congress are set out below (the texts of
the resolutions adopted and of the new
statute of the Socialist International
being given elsewhere in this issue).
President of the Socialist International
Willy Brandt, Federal German Republic
Vice-Presidents of the
Socialist International
Edward Broadbent, Canada
Bettino Craxi, Italy
Bruno Kreisky, Austria
Francois Mitterrand, France
Daniel Oduber, Costa Rica
Olof Palme, Sweden
Iréne Pétry, International Council of

Social Democratic Women
Yitzhak Rabin, Israel
Léopold S. Senghor, Senegal
Mario Soares, Portugal
Anselmo Sule, Chile
Joop den Uyl, Netherlands
Gough Whitlam, Australia
Harold Wilson, Great Britain
Honorary Committee of the Socialist
International
Trygve Bratteli, Norway
Walter Bringolf, Switzerland
Tage Erlander, Sweden
Jos van Eynde, Belgium
David Lewis, Canada

Sicco Mansholt, Netherlands

Daniel Mayer, France

Golda Meir, Israel

Alfred Nau, Federal German Republic
Pietro Nenni, Italy

Rafael Paasio, Finland

Bruno Pittermann, Austria

Giuseppe Saragat, Italy

General Secretary of the Socialist
International

Bernt Carlsson, Sweden

New Membership of the Socialist
International

The Progressive Union of Senegal (UPS),
the Revolutionary Party of the Dom-
inican Republic (PRD), and the Indian
Socialist Party were admitted to the
International as full member parties.

At the same time, the Socialist Party
of Cyprus (EDEK) and the Democratic
Socialist Organising Committee, USA,
were admitted as consultative parties.

In addition, six parties which were
already affiliated to the International
moved to a different category of
membership (previous status shown in
parentheses):

Northern Ireland Labour Party —
member party (consultative member):

Social Democratic and Labour Party
of Northern Ireland — member party
(consultative member):

National Liberation Party of Costa
Rica — member party (observer
member):

Democratic Action (AD) of Venezuela
— consultative party (observer member),

People’s Electoral Movement (MEP)
of Venezeula — consultative party
member):

Febrerista Revolutionary Party of
Paraguay — consultative party (observer
member).

Also, the status of two organizations
which had previously belonged to the
category of member party of the Social-
ist International was changed to that of
associated organization: these were the
International Jewish I.abor Bund and
the Labour Zionist Movement.

The status of observer member was
abolished under the new statute adopted
in Geneva, there being now only two
categories of membership for parties:
member party and consultative party.
As shown in the statute (printed else-
where in this issue). the Socialist Inter-
national also comprises international
organizations (i.e. the International
Council of Social Democratic Women
and the International Union of Socialist
Youth) and associated organizations.

Next Congress to Take Place in Canada
The Bureau of the Socialist Inter-
national, meeting in Geneva, decided to
accept an invitation, from the Inter-
national’s Canadian affiliate, the New
Democratic Party, to hold the next Con-
gress of the Socialist International in
Vancouver. It is to be held in 1978.



Future tasks of the
International

Published below is the full text of the address delivered on November 26th by
the newly-elected President of the Socialist International.

Willy Brandt
President of the
Socialist International

I have been charged with new and
serious duties. T shall try to come up to
these duties, and it is my hope that
something will emanate from this Con-
gress in (Geneva that will leave traces.

What we need is a fresh start in our
cooperation. I will make my contribu-
tion, but I shall depend on a great deal
of support: on good advice and on the
preparedness to understand each other
and to come to an understanding, to
assume tasks, to join forces and to take
meaningful initiatives based on sensible
coordination.

Sincerity to all of you demands that
I make clear the factual limitations of
my presidency: On the one hand, I shall
not and I must not neglect my duties
as chairman of the German Social
Democrats. On the other, my respon-
sibility as the President of the Inter-
national can only result from what we
jointly decide and what flows forth from
our common convictions. The chairman
of the International is not the guardian
of the parties, and I do not wish to be
held responsible for what the individual
parties deem appropriate on the basis
of the conditions under which they work
and on the basis of their own respon-
sibility.

Historical Tradition

We stand in the tradition of the Inter-
national as a strong idca and as a move-
ment, now already historical, which in-
spired a great deal of hope — much more
than it was able to fulfil. We therefore
have to be modest. Nothing is gained by
taking words for reality or by shoulder-
ing more than we can carry.

No less than 112 years have gone by
since the International Workers’ Associ-
ation was brought into being in London;
87 years since the International Workers’
Congress in Paris: 53 ycars since I as a
little boy came to the Trade Union

House in Hamburg when after the First
World War the Labour and Socialist
International was founded there ancw;
25 years since — after the devastations
of the Second World War — our present
international association was brought on
its way by the Frankfurt Congress.

This might be seen as a history of
defeats: defeats of peoples, of reason, of
humanity. The two World Wars were
not prevented. Ever new forms of
tyranny gained ground. Socialism as a
freedom movement was largely pervert-
ed. But one can also ask the question:
how much would peoples have been
spared if after the First World War at
any rate one had listened to the advice
of democratic socialists? And how much
better would the world be today had the
proposals been realized which were laid
down in a sense of far-reaching respon-
sibility in bomb-raided London before
1945 or by ourselves in Stockholm within
an international group of democratic
socialists? Or those coming from the
socialist resistance movement in France
and in Italy, or from the Indian freedom
fight and the Japanese labour move-
ment, or from the great American re-
servoir of freedom and the many small
sources of a world-wide struggle for
national and social liberation?

Many warnings were not heard or did
not penetrate. The painful experiences
undergone in many places were first in
vain. This would only be a history of
defeats if we ourselves did not learn
from that experience.

At the same time we have reason to
be proud: in a number of countries
democratic socialists have been able to
prove themselves in government respon-
sibility and — together with trade unions
— help millions and millions of rightless
proletarians to become citizens with
equal political rights. The age of colo-
nialism lies behind us in almost all parts
of the world. In more fields than we may
be aware of in our daily lives has liber-
tarian and socialist thought found its

reflection in the thinking of those who
have to act or in the upheaval of those
who no longer want to be mere objects
of action.

Most of us would probably agree that
the general orientation on which our
Frankfurt declaration of principles of
1951 is based deserves to be reconfirmed.
We will also be agreed that the experi-
ences — and what experiences they
were! — of the past 25 years have to
be worked up. We cannot shirk this
while — and this is the decisive point! —
we turn to the challenges of the 80s’ and
90s’. 1 do not want us to neglect the
debate on the programmatic funda-
mentals, but it would be just as wrong
if this were at the expense of the practi-
cal work of co-ordination, of exchanging
ideas and experiences, of deciding on
joint action.

This raises the question of what the
International is and what it is not, what
it can be and what it cannot. At any
rate, it never was and never will be an
international central command pre-
scribing to member parties which course
they should take in their own countries.
Allegations that it was an international
party with uniform doctrines are nour-
ished by reactionary circles with the
intention of associating us with forces
that in the interest of the enforcement
of their own power resort to a centralist
structure.

Reality of Our Community

All this has nothing to do with the
reality of our community. The Socialist
International cannot and does not want
to do without the complexity and diver-
sity of its member parties, being a result
of long historical developments and of
an expression of different objective con-
ditions. Nor do we want to gloss over
the subjective differences, the diverging
opinions existing in various fields. There
never was nor will there ever be a
social democratic world executive.

This is a working group of sovereign
parties based on a number of common
fundamental convictions and — in some
cases for many decades — with a bond
of common feeling. It is not instructions
nor unrealistic majority decisions that
determine our cooperation, but ideas
and moral impulses and not least the
search for common solutions. And this
in a world that increasingly depends on
new and transnational answers to prob-
lems involving destructive threats on the
one hand, and survival in freedom and
dignity on the other.

1 was speaking of the programme, of
the principles we share. We should re-
call the continuity which for many
decades has been at the root of our
struggle for peace and freedom, for
justice and solidarity.

Let us remember the inaugural
address of 1864. The simple laws of



morality and justice which should rule
the relations between individuals, so it
said, should also be applied, as the
supreme laws, to the relationship of
nations. And it is laid down in the
statutes for the First International that
the emancipation of the “working class”,
thus the large disadvantaged strata, was
neither a local nor a national but a
social task which involved all countries
in which modern society exists.

Who among us would deny that we
were given a compass here that has not
become obsolete despite the impressive
achievements made by the labour move-
ment, the social democratic parties, and
the trade unions, and despite fundament-
al changes that have become character-
istic of the relations between states in
this part of the world. I am saying this
in this place, fully aware of what was
the situation between Germany and
France and how it developed for the
better.

Above all we stand in the continuity
of the struggle for socialism which
presupposes freedom and in turn gener-
ates freedom: the individual must be
enabled to develop freely in a society
and in a world in which the exploitation
of man by man is eliminated. This led
to conflict, to the break with the com-
munists; it led to altercations which
claimed sacrifices and have not come to
an end by any means. The attitude to-
wards freedom and democracy is at the
same time the touchstone which will
permit conclusions on the future devel-
opment of some communist parties.

The orientation of democratic social-
ists has never ccased to centre on man,
his longing for freedom and peace. his
yearning for justice and his ability for
solidarity and compassion. This is their
tradition, and this is what makes them
strong.

We shall always have to measure
against reality the spiritual and political
foundations of our international co-
operation. Much will depend on how we
shape our relationship with parties and
movements of similar orientation in re-
gions where conditions differ from our
own traditional ones: in both parts of
America, in Africa, in Asia. We must
draw on the things we have in common
in order to get closer to our common
objectives. We must not lack the nec-
essary flexibility of cooperation. This is
important if one sces the International
not only as an association but as a
political body.

The compass continues to point to
peace and freedom, to justice and
solidarity. The road there must be free
from discrimination, far from any kind
of dictatorship, void of any imperialism,
protected against intervention in dom-
estic affairs which are a matter of the
peoples and their sovereignty. It is cer-
tainly the road of political democracy

which we wish not only to safeguard,
but moreover to expand and deepen. But
it is also certain that there will be no
single universal solution to the problems
of the organization of state and society
— especially none which is based ex-
clusively on European experience. Inter-
national solidarity includes, at least in
my understanding, every country and
every statc with their own road to demo-
cratic freedom and social justice.

Which are the foundations, I ask once
more, that will determine our work? I
think we shall have to be guided largely
by what changes history brought since
the Second World War. The world map
has been redrawn. The scientific and
technological revolution continues. The
world economic relations are under-
going a sweeping change. Another ex-
ample of the historical changes of the
past period is the increasingly marked
polycentrism in which used to be called
a communist world camp.

A few observations in this context: it
cannot be our objective to blur the
dividing lines or to gloss over dangers.
On the contrary: one must understand
the realities of communism in the late
20th century. Those who fight against
phantoms loose sight of the real adver-
sary. We are no longer confronted only
with Moscow and Peking and with
variants of a national communism. We
are also faced with the phenomenon
which — vaguely and ambiguously — is
termed Eurocommunism.

I presume it would not exist, had it
not been forced into existence partly by
the vitality, by the competition of West
European social democracy. To me it is
not yet clear where it is a matter of
tactics in the interest of power and where
it is a development based on insight.
The well-known conference in East
Berlin a few months ago failed to shed
sufficient light on this question. One has
to accept that the representatives of
those parties I am relerring to want to
remain communists; one also has to
realize that some of them seem to be
willing to expose themselves to the ven-
ture of democracy. Only a politically un-
sensitive person might say that this is of
little interest.

Fresh Start for the International

As regards the work of the Socialist
International in the years past: who
would deny that it showed considerable
shortcomings? This statement does not
imply reproaches, but an appeal to all
of us to overcome the recognized weak-
nesses.

We have come to Geneva to make a
fresh start. It is advisable that we do
not undertake too much. But I think
we can proceed from the following im-
proved working conditions.

The Secretariat is to be better equipped
and to be enabled to fulfil its coordinating

tasks more effectively.

I shall urgently request the Vice-
Presidents to assume important respon-
sibilities.

The Bureau meetings in which all
member-parties will be able to partici-
pate in the future will gain if much of
the routine of past years can be
eliminated.

Special conferences will be able to play
a greater role; it may be advisable to
have them convened and organized by
one particularly interested member-
party, though the planning should be
well-coordinated.

Occasional conferences of the party
leaders and heads of government will
have their place within the defined
structures of the International; they can
become more important — whether
regional or in a wider context — as an
adequate forum for an exchange of
views both between parties in power and
between them and parties in opposition.

In all this we should bear in mind that
it 1s not the quantity of meetings and
papers but the qualitative substance of
our cooperation that counts.

I mentioned obvious weaknesses of
our past work. But by giving you four
examples which at the same time
indicate future activities — I want to
recall that we succeeded in achieving
quite remarkable results in some fields.

For example dérente: there can be
no doubt that since the end of the 60’s
the Social Democrats and the govern-
ments influenced by them have made
substantial contributions to decreasing
zensions in East-West relations, to re-
ducing dangers to peace, and to creating
the preconditions of increased coopera-
tion — irrespective of contrasting
political sysiems.

There is every reason for us to persist
in this endeavour. At a conference
hosted by our Dutch friends few weeks
ago. a great deal of support was express-
ed for the policy to be continued, still
without illusions and at the same time
persistent. It was also agreed that we
should realistically co-ordinate our posi-
tions for Belgrade — that is to say, for
the first review of what was laid down
in Helsinki in 1975 under the heading
of security and cooperation in Europe.

For example Western Europe: in the
federation of our parties within the
European Community and within the
Socialist Group in the European Parlia-
ment, proof is given, and must increas-
ingly be given in the future that we are
able to cooperate across national front-
iers in such a way as to strengthen the
social and truly democratic elcment in
Europe. The prospective direct elections
of the members of the European Parlia-
ment faces us with the task of passing
a programme-platform, based on which
as many social democrats as possible will
be able to win, and justify, the confidence



of the citizens of Western Europe. (I de-
liberately said ‘‘social democrats” in-
stead of “social democrats and social-
ists”. The different names of the parties
not infrequently lead to confusion.
According to the programme of my
Social Democratic Party it is the party
of democratic socialism.)

When we speak of European unity we
must of course not neglect the coopera-
tion between the parties within the Com-
munity and those in countries which are
in different ways closely linked with it.
The same applies to the forum offered
by the Council of Europe in Strasbourg.

For example Portugal: 1 do not wish
to overestimate the contribution that we
were able to make so that the new
Portuguese democracy was given a
chance. But it is a fact that we stood
by our friendship with Portugal — and
the Socialist Party under Mario Soares
— when there was the danger that one
dictatorship would be followed by an-
other — and when from the conserva-
tive camp there came hardly anything
but defeatist comments.

In about onc week’s time the first
party congress is to take place in
Madrid which our Spanish friends will
be able to hold since the terrible civil
war in their country. It will depend to a
great extent on the energy and unity of
the democratic socialists whether Spain
will be able to break encrusted structures
of dictatorship fast enough. Felipe Gon-
zalez (Secretary-General of the PSOE)
must know that we are standing by his
side.

I would also like to encourage our
friends in Greece. We do not only wish
them success in the consolidation of the
democratic institutions and in overcom-
ing internal difficulties but also the
strength for a settlement with their
ncighbours. 1 strongly hope that the
progressive forces in Turkey will equally
make their own contribution so that
pcace can at last be stabilised in the
region of the Eastern Mediterranean.

For example Carecas: in May this
year a number of representatives of
Western European social democracy had
accepted an invitation by the Venezuelan
Accion Democrdtica and met with re-
presentatives of democratic movements
in Latin America and the Caribbean
The consultations, which were continued
in the Mexican capital, were rich in sub-
stance and corresponded to the flexibility
I have advised.

By citing this example T do not intend
to alter the rules of procedure cstablish-
ed between us. But 1 would welcome it
if for the purpose of mutual informa-
tion and the search for answers to
topical problems, similar meetings could
be arranged with interested political
forces in other regions, maybe first in
Africa, but certainly also in Asia and
North America.

Informatory contacts have been est-
ablished with a number of Arab coun-
tries by the missions headed by Bruno
Kreisky. It would be a good thing if this
could help shorten the way to a peaceful

solution in the Middle East and to a
constructive relationship between Israel
and her neighbours.

A word of explanation on North
America: we must certainly not ignore
that the political structures there are
determined by intellectual currents which
are at the same time both akin and
alien to us. If we have eyes to see we
shall be able to observe that social demo-
cratic impulses have indeed some in-
fluence on the political and intellectual
scene not only in Canada, but also in
the United States; there is at any rate
an undercurrent of liberality which has
never been defeated. From this it
follows that it is necessary to have a
dialogue with American friends and
partners wherever and whenever there
is an indication of interest. Organiza-
tional or even ideological restrictions are
inappropriate.

In any case, we are looking forward
to holding our next congress in van-
couver, Canada, in 1978.

Three Challenges

I said that our community must not
commit the crror of trying the impossi-
ble. But by no means will our parties
be able to shirk the great challenges that
concern every state and every people in
the world. L.et me mention three of these
challenges.

First: only an offensive for a secure
peace can guarantee a [future for man-
kind.

Not only do we live in a necessary
coexistence ol diverging social systems,
we also live in frightful coexistence with
an arsenal of destruction that is growing

day by day. It is true that the nuclear
world powers agreed on first limitations
of their stratcgic armaments, and they
are negotiating — successfully, I hope!
— on a second agreement. However, this
does not prevent them from allowing the
atomic stockpiles to grow. In addition
there is the desire of so far non-nuclear
states to provide themselves with nuclear
capacities.

Even if we succced in sparing man-
kind the disaster of a nuclear war (and
we must succeed!), the scourge of the
so-called conventional wars is frightful
enough, We cannot accept the rational-
ity of the irrational; the price is too high.
Last year almost $300,000 million were
spent on armaments in this world. This
is thirty times the net transfer of funds
from the rich to the poor nations. I am
trying to imagine: if only a noticeable
part of the destructive expenditure were
invested constructively for the well-being
of mankind, how much hardship could
be alleviated, how much misery could be
eliminated!

I once called peace the ultima ratio
of mankind, and war the ultima irratio.
I know that so far there is no substitute
for the cxisting alliances, which allow
some to stay outside. Yet the arms race
remains a marathon of irrationalism.
Any realistic proposal for the limitation
and control of armaments is worth
taking up, analysing and negotiating.

My friends and I suggested — and I
want to underline this here — that the
Vienna necgotiations on a mutual and
balanced reduction of forces and arma-
ments in Europe be released from the
paralysis of the expert talks and given
new impetus at high political level. It
must be the objective of detente policy
in this field to create a situation in which
a military surprise attack will be impos-
sible. This will take a long time, and a
relief of our budgets unfortunately is
hardly conceivable for the time being.
But a beginning must be made, even if
the first steps in the centre of Europe
could only be very modest.

I do not leave other proposals out of
account. Especially the suggestions made
by the non-aligned nations at the con-
ference of Colombo deserve our serious
consideration.

However, mankind is threatened —
as we all know — not only by war and
means of destruction. So long as many
hundred millions are starving one cannot
in good conscience speak of peace. 1,200
million people vegetate today on an
average income of less than $200 a year.
One of the most competent men made a
comparison recently of the living con-
ditions in the developed and in the poor-
est countries: infant mortality in the
latter is eight times higher, life expect-
ancy onc third lower, the illiteracy rate
60 per cent higher. The standard of
nutrition is below the acceptable mini-



mum for half of the population, and
millions of children are provided with
less protein than is necessary for the
development of the brain.

We can attempt to draw away from
the pictures of despair; they will catch
up with us. They force us into the reality
of global neighbourhood that has be-
come our daily experience. A new solid-
arity is demanded from us, a solidarity
which is in line with this reality. If sim-
ple humanity is not enough, one should
at least submit to the laws of reason.
The rich nations will not remain rich
if the poorhouses of mankind continue
to grow. In the long run there will be
no islands of privilege, no oases of hap-
piness at the expense of others. The
offensive for peace must join forces with
the struggle against world-wide misery;
we must take it on our shoulders.

It is indeed time for a second offen-
sive — an offensive for new relations
between North and South.

We must learn to rethink radically
before it is too late; or to put it more
simply: we must learn to think. Under
the banner of social democracy certain
important achievements have been real-
ized in the societies of the developed
world, and many in some of the coun-
tries strongly influenced by us. Some-
thing can be deduced from this for the
relations between nations. This will not
happen by a magic stroke. Yet the cam-
paign against hunger, against the popu-
lation explosion, against the genocide of
misery does not tolerate any delay. This
demands sacrifices from the industrial
states — and not only from those in
the West!

I know this is easily said; yet one must
realize that the crisis of the world econ-
omy has not been overcome. We have
employment problems and monetary
problems. And yet we must not allow
the rift between the rich nations of the
Northern hemisphere and the poor
peoples of the South to deepen even
further. This also means to continue
with patience and energy to work out
the elements with which a new world
economic order is to be built.

The right to life is the most basic of
all human rights. If we test this apparent
commonplace against reality we shall
be shocked to learn what our world is
really like. The human rights are ver-
bally embodied in the statutes of the
United Nations and in almost every con-
stitution. In reality they are effective
only for a minority. Their violation, not
their respect, is the rule to which the
peoples are subjugated.

And vet, if human rights did not
exisi, at least as a goal, as a hope, dark-
ness would befall us. Resignation would
mean surrender to injustice and despair.
On behalf of the Socialist International
I therefore call for a third offensive —
the offensive for human rights.

We have learnt that there are not only
individual but also collective human
rights. At the same time we know that
collectives are the sum of their indi-
viduals. The concept of individuality may
be interpreted differently in East and
West, in North and South: the individual
human life is both here and there a final,
an ultimate value.

Security of the material existence is
the foundation of all other human rights.
In view of death from starvation the
right of free speech becomes an abstract
value. Man does not live on bread alone,
but he needs bread to live. The struggle
against hunger, the struggle for work
and social security — that is the be-
ginning. But also where this beginning
requires the utmost efforts it cannot be
a licence for all kind of violence and
arbitrariness.

Violation of human rights in one part
of the world is just as terrible as brutal-
ity in another. Our vision must be un-
obscured in all directions. Recollecting
what was possible in Europe in the most
recent past, I am far from any haughti-
ness. But we must not become
indifferent.

Therefore our sympathy is with those
organizations — I mention Amnesty
Intcrnational — which  proved that
people can be shaken out of their in-
difference and regimes can be shaken
out of their self-righteousness. Churches,
trade unions, newspapers . . . we are also
open to cooperation with the inter-
national bodies of liberal and christian-
democratic parties: there cannot be
enough allies, for the task is difficult.

Survival of Man and Humanity
This was an attempt to outline some
fields of work. Areas of discussion have

been identificd. Goals have becn set that
require all of our effort. I hope we shall
avoid one sin: making things too easy
for ourselves. Simplifiers are always
illusionists. We need the courage to see
the world and its conditions as compli-
cated as thev are. In doing so we follow
a good tradition: the socialist movement
from its very inception has been an
appeal to man’s ability to think.

I will be careful not to pay tribute
to cheap simplification and to proclaim
the ““third wav™. But I think that demo-
cratic socialism. that social democrats,
have the responsibility, and must believe
in their sirength. 1o shape the alternative
and the altermatives. Both hold good,
singular and plural

We sei our principle of the self-deter-
mination ©f citizens against capitalist
collectivismm of alienation and against
commumst collectivism of a dictatorship
destructive to freedom.

We ser eur defence of peace against
the deiermiasm of force.

We se: our struggle for specific human
i :ms? the claims to power based

on mjosiice and weakness.
We set imtellectual mobilization against
the surrender to hopelessness, which has

alwavs been defeated by history. Cour-
zs in resistance. in the service of
cur fellow men. in productive thinking

will resist the tendency to resignation.

We set reason against the rationali-
zation of the unreasonable: the alliance
beiween reason and the will to live,
moraliv and self-assertion, mercifulness
and idual responsibility constitutes
the humanity of man.

Peopie like me long ago renounced
the ouidated utopia of shaping the “new
man~. Wha: we work and struggle for
is the survival of man and humanity.

A letter on the

European Communist Summit

Among the many communications re-
ceived by the Geneva congress of the
Socialist International from political
parties and movements throughout the
world was a letter from Erich Honecker.
General Secretary of the Socialist Unity
Party of the GDR (SED). In this
letter Mr. Honecker referred to the con-
ference of European communist parties
held in Berlin (GDR) in June 1976

and in particular to the document “For”

peace, security, cooperation and social
progress in Europe” adopted by that
conference, in which the communists
had reaffirmed their readiness to co-
operate with socialist and social demo-
cratic parties. He added that the SED
central committee had charged two

party officials with the task of present-
ing this document to the Socialist Inter-
national and requested, on behalf of the
central committee, that this matter be
brought “to the notice of all parties
taking part in the Geneva congress of
the Socialist International”.

At the press conference held at the
conclusion of the (Geneva congress, the
Socialist TInternational’s new President,
Willy Brandt, said in reply to a Soviet
journalist that the Bureau of the Inter-
national had considered the letter re-
ceived from Erich Honecker and had
found that all its members were already
aware of the contents of the document
adopted by the communist summit
conference.




Published in the following pages are edited texts of most of the introductory
speeches delivered in the four main debates of the Geneva Congress of the
Socialist International.

TOWARDS A NEW
WORLD ECONOMIC ORDER

ARy

Democratic Socialism
and a new humanism

Léopold Sédar Senghor
President of Senegal

This Socialist International congress
will undoubtedly be an epoch-making
date in the history of democratic social-
ism, because we shall have dealt for the
first time¢ with the New Economic World
Order, which is the major problem of
this last quarter of the 20th century.
And yet, in so doing, the congress will
simply have reficcted its fidelity to social-
ist thought. It was no mere chance that
at the fourth session of the United
Nations Conference on Trade and De-
velopment (UNCTAD), over half the
developed states which supported the
Third World *‘integrated programme”
were governed by socialists. As pointed
out in the Moroccan newspaper
L’Opinion, the Nordic countries “‘para-
doxically”, as far as this particular
problem was concerned, took up a more
“advanced” attitude than the ‘“‘group D”
communist countries — the Nordic
states, i.e. all those European countries
where democratic socialism is being im-
plemented so successfully.

I must tell you what African socialists
expect of socialists in the developed

countries, especially the European states.

First, you should help Europe to
assert its European identity, but also
collectively to affirm its faith in demo-
cratic socialism, confronted, as it is, with
the two super-powers. It was no mere
chance that led Paul Valery, who was
really not a socialist, to stigmatise not
so long ago a Europe which, “clearly
aspired to nothing more than toeing
the line to an American sub-committee’.

However, it is in the interest of a
“new economic world order” that Euro-
pean socialists should, primarily, en-
deavour to avoid the risks, which are
greater today, of subordinating the
European consciousness to divergent but
equally powerful external interests.

On this socialist policy of action for
the future depend, in practical terms, the
chances of a real reform of the inter-
national monetary system. I mean re-
spect for common disciplines and, in a
more general sense, any new concept
for production and trade between
nations, not all of whom are equally
favourably endowed.

I have spoken also of the comple-
mentarities to be ascertained and
developed.

This means, in the first place, that
African socialists should not consider
copying models of Western society and
“catching up” with them, as if that were
desirable or even possible. Our number
one priority is, indced, to ensure the
satisfaction of the essential needs of
human beings, whilc pursuing the patient
working-out of a “‘plan for a socialist
and democratic Third World society”, in
which economic growth and cultural
efflorescence (this last being based on
our own especial values of civilisation)
should go hand in hand. For the “new
economic world order” cannot be an
excuse justifying the absence of domestic
prospects for progress. It is rather its
inevitable complement.

In this sense, we should be able as we
carry out our efforts to count on the
active solidarity of socialist movements,
especially those in Europe. But let us
frankly admit we have the impression
that, as far as the Third World is con-
cerned, conformist attitudes observable
in statements and bechaviour too often
outstrip creative imagination. I am fully
conscious of the fact that, through an
abuse of language to which the present
age is all too prone, the term “‘utopia™
is applied to any appcal which involves
changes in habits of social action, or
which invites pcople to bridge the gap
between words and decds.

As far as 1 am concerned, utopia
really mcans imagining, behind the blind
wall of extreme Malthusian theories,
that pockets of prosperity can be main-
tained in a world in which two-thirds of
its people — and thinking people at that
— are abandoned to despair. Who can



fail to see the redoubtable consequences
for peace, that lie in such growing dis-
parities? In a “Strategy for Tomorrow”
Mesarovic and Pestel have sounded a
warning to the effect that “now is the
time to work out a steering plan for
organic growth and permanent develop-
ment in the world . . . and for a new
economic world order. In ten to twenty
years, it will certainly be too late, and
not even a hundred Kissingers, shuttling
without pause from one end of the world
to the other on their missions of peace,
could prevent the world from sinking
into the abyss of a nuclear holocaust”.

Humanist Purpose of Socialism

I should like to conclude by reminding
you of the universalist, humanist purpose
of socialism.

It is obvious that apart from conflict-
ing interests, what we are up against are
the divergent ideas and, even more, the
prejudices which set people at variance.
We are confronted, in effect, with the
problem of cultures, the problem of
their coming-together, of their conflicts
and their necessary interpenetration, so
clearly stated in the wide-ranging debate
on the cstablishment of a “new econ-
omic world order”. Too often, in Europe
and America, people imagine that an
income of a few thousand dollars is
hardly sufficient for somcone from the
northern hemisphere, but for somcone
from the southern hemisphere, 200 or
300 dollars are ample. The colonialist
myth of the “noble savage with scant
necds” dies hard. On the basis of such
a concept, it is logical to pay more
cheaply for the product of his labour.

In the name of so-called “models”,
such a hegemonistic view of the uni-
verse refuses to allow the Other Person
the right to differ, in other words, the
right to think, act and live “by himself
and for himself*. Far from promoting
rapprochement through understanding
and solidarity, the extraordinary spread
of means of communication, particular-
ly the mass media, seems to exacerbate
the tendency to fall back on oneself and
pander to selfish particularisms.

But, on the contrary, it is through a
dialogue of cultures bascd on differences
clearly accepted that men and women
will succeed in getting to know and
recognise one another and co-operate in
a spirit of fraternity, as they should. One
of the common idioms we refer to is to
be found precisely in democratic social-
ism, whose major lesson to the contem-
porary world is that, as far as humans
are concerned, reason, justice and liberty
are indivisible. It is the application of
these principles and the political will,
provided it is displayed by all concerned,
which alone will secure the success of
the Paris Conference for the establish-
ment of a new economic world order
and, conscquently, of a new humanism.
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Putting our own house
in order first

Helmut Schmidt
Federal Chancellor of
West Germany

All I am asking to be permitted to do
this afternoon is to make a little side-
remark regarding the so-called new
economic order. And it is not going to
be an ideological remark. Because what
I want people who are talking about a
new economic order of the whole world
to understand is that it is not going to
take place if we ourselves in our indi-
vidual countries do not restore a sustain-
able economic order within our own
boundaries.

We are now in the year number three
and will very soon enter year number
four of a world-wide so-called recession.
It is not really a recession: it is the con-
sequence of more than one structural
breakdown within a very short period
of time, one after the other. It is not just
a business cycle: it is more than that.
And it is not that this only happens to
so-called Western industrialized capital-
ist societics. It has also happened to
states and societies governed by social
democratic majorities; it has also hap-
pened to military dictatorships in all the
five continents: it has also happened to
the Soviet Union and its allies: it has
happened to all of the globe.

Printing Money

It has nothing to do with specific
failures, or specific shortcomings of a
specific type of society or government.
There are three grave mistakes, or three
grave sources, for the economic up-
heaval of the world. There are 140
states or countrics in the world out of
which 130 at least have indulged since
the late 60s or the carly 70s in printing
money which they have not carned. And
even at this very date, many of those
countries which are now stricken with
inflation are responsible for the amount
of inflation themselves. Some of the
countries cannot be held responsible,
that is true. But most of us are respon-
sible because we have tried to finance
greater demand of the individual or the
society towards the state than we could
meet by money which other people had
earned, and we have taken off them by
taxation. Therefore we printed money.
This has been done in democratic and
capitalist countries, in socialist countrics
and communist countries and in dictator-
ships alike.

The degree of our using the printing
press the velocity with which we use
these machines was different, I con-
cede. The difference in velocity led to
the breakdown of the so-called Bretton
Woods system which had functioned so
well for a quarter of a century. And to
add to the breakdown of the system of
fixed parities between all our currencies
— which created a great variety of addi-
tional difficultics which werc graver for
some countries than for others — we had
the explosion of the oil crisis. We are
being told that oil prices are going to
be raised again within the next four
weeks or so, and all I am asking you is:
please try to look to the bottom of this
structural cconomic crisis of the world
and understand that the reasons are
those which I have tried to sketch in a
very few short sentences and that it is
not correct to believe that we are living
in this economic crisis just because the
old order was bound to collapse but be-
cause we have let it collapse by individ-
ual behaviour of all these states whether
they are socialists, capitalists, commun-
ists, democrats or dictators or whatever
we may call them.

No Easy Way Out

All T am trying to say is that there is
not going to be a new economic order
of the world unless we in our countries
achieve greater cconomic and social
stability. There is no use and no sense in
trying to solve problems of the world



just by printing morc money. And there
is a great danger that we are still trying
to look for this easy and cheap way out.
Many discussions are being held in
different international theatres: ministers
and governments mect in Nairobi under
the auspices of UNCTAD; some other
ministers meet in Paris in the context of
the north-south dialogue conference;
other ministers meet for an IMF con-
ference once a year; other political
leaders again meet at meeting places like
Rambouillet or Puerto Rico, or at sum-
mit conferences of the European Com-
munity. At all these meeting places,
people try to shift the responsibility to
some other place.

I really beg you to try to understand
that there can be more stability and
economic order in the world — a stable
new economic order in the future if you
want to call it that — only if we help our-
selves in our respective countries. There
is no possibility, by no new order of the
world, to fight inflation internationally
if we do not fight inflation in our own
country. And it is impossible to cure the
economic diseasc which has befallen the
world within the last three years by
applying more inflation, after inflation
has been the initial main source of the
discase. Some people believe that just
by putting up public expenditure you can
get away from unemployment. The
world has seen that too much public
expenditure which was not correctly
financed has brought about unemploy-
ment.

And all of us in our countries have
to steer the same very tricky and diffi-
cult course bctween not adding to in-
flation on thc one hand but fighting it,
and on the other hand fighting unem-
ployment at the same time. And there
is not going to be a new social order or
a new economic order of the world if we
are not able in our own countries to
restore economic stability in terms of
monetary order or inflation and in terms
of full employment. And please do not
look for any easy way out in idcological
terms which allow us to avoid the real
difficultics at hand. Tt is a very difficult
thing to tell one’s own Parliament and
to tell one’s own public opinion, one’s
own comrades within the trade union
movements, and to tell anybody in one’s
own country, that some of the fault lies
with ourselves, and not with the so-
called system. This is not to say that
improvements of our respective systems
should not be sought after. I am really
in favour of improving the way in which
we arc managing our economy — parti-
cularly our public sectors, in which we
try to bring about social security and
stability and, in the words of Thomas
Jefferson, thc happiness of our pcople.
But we are decciving ourselves if we
believe that this can be achieved without
facing up to the real situation.

Strategies for
international
economic recovery

Giuseppe Saragat
President of the
Italian Socialist Democratic Party

No truly socialist view of world econ-
omic problems could neglect a certain
number of principles which should con-
stitute a basis for development and pro-
mote new relationships between the
different groups of countries and be-
tween the countries within each group.
Since the end of the Second World War
economic development in the indust-
rialised countries has been founded on
principles of econoniic return and aimed
at ever more ambitious targets to in-
crease national income. This view of
development, which is a very partial
one, has gradually exerted considerable
influence on the development models of
poor and backward countries, in the
firm belief that a steadily dcveloping
national wealth would automatically lead
to an improvement in social conditions
in the countries concerned. They over-
look, however, that efficient mechanisms
for the distribution of wealth should have
been introduced, so that those who con-
tribute to creating this wealth, i.e. the
workers, can obtain their fair share of
improved conditions.

No such systems for a fairer distri-
bution of the fruits of labour do as yet
exist, or only to a very insufficient de-
gree, either in the highly industrialised
countries or in the devcloping countries.
The concept of social welfare is lacking
in the formulation of economic policies

and only recently do we see the begin-
nings of an awareness that objectives
directed solely towards increasing nat-
ional wealth entail ever-rising social
costs that are no longer compensated by
any social advantage. All our ideas con-
cerning the process of development
therefore need to be fundamentally
changed, before it becomes too late, and
changed on the basis of new social wel-
fare objectives which certainly need to
receive priority.

This means that even in the rich
countries economic progress should be
evaluated according to new criteria, very
different from the income and productiv-
ity criteria used so far.

Ideological Example

The new international economic order
should draw its inspiration from policies
genuinely aiming at improving condi-
tions and able to ensure the greatest nct
benefits to the communities concerned.
This can be achieved by a more active
and decisive participation of the workers
in the management of production and
in the processes required for the distri-
bution of national wealth.

Industrialised countries must serve as
an ideological example and political
guide to the developing countries, pro-
posing to the latter new ways of organ-
ising and managing the economy whilst
observing the principles of social welfare
and justice, that have, to a large extent,
been neglected up to the present time.

However, the role of the industrialised

1



countries should not stop there. The
chequered configuration of the world’s
economic and trade interests comprises
at least three groups of countries (not
taking into account the Sino-Soviet
group, nor those other countries whose
economy is centrally planned), i.e. the
highly industrialised countries with their
great diversity of national situations: the
developing countries deficient in raw
materials; and the oil-producing devel-
oping countries.

The future of the world economy
during the next few years will depend on
the relations that cah be established be-
tween these three groups of countries and
on the economic policy adopted by each
one of them within the framework of
their own sovereignty.

Forecasts, which it is always possible
to make, indicate that those with the
greatest current balance-of-payment sur-
pluses will be the OPEC countries, that
this will be the case for the next five
to ten years and that, to a large extent,
all will depend on how those surpluses
are used. The present order of magni-
tude of these surpluses is around $40,000
million a year, and they could become
stabilized at a level gf some $25,000
million before the end of the scventies.
In 1971, these resources were used as
follows: approximately one quarter went
to investments in countries; one quarter
to bilateral or multilateral aid to devel-
oping countries; 10 per cent to the IMF
oil fund, and the very considerable re-
mainder, approximately one half of the
total, was poured into liquid assets and
Euro-currency investments, thus increa-
sing the amount of “hot money” which,
as we know, contributes to the imbalance
in the rates of exchange of the main
world currencies.

A more rational utilisation of the
OPEC countries’ surplus based on a new
international economic  development
strategy, could contribute very decisively
to the attainment of increasingly am-
bitious objectives of social welfare for
all countries, and especially for the de-
veloping countries. The residual funds
from the OPEC countries’ surpluses
should be partly channelled to the poorer
countries that are at present burdened
by debts exceeding $170,000 million,
so that they may be in a position to
finance their imports from the indust-
nalised countries, and thus sustaining
world demand: these funds should also
n part serve the OPEC countries them-
selves to finance the imports essential
for their development. At the same time,
» Leep their foreign debt in checks, the
rer countries should adopt intermed-
=+ technologics requiring a relatively
hizh level of employment, to make better
used of the abundant man-power avail-
=o'z in these countries, to broaden their
productive basis and find substitutes for
their imports.
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The economic recovery of the poorer
countries might well constitute a suffi-
cient guarantee for the OPEC countries,
encouraging them to increase the volume
of their loans, either by recourse to the
bilateral agreements or through the
multilateral system.

The economic revival of the countries
least endowed with resources might lead
to a steadier recovery of international
trade and an increase in trade between
industrialised countries and the not vet
industrialised.

Socialist Framework

The implementation of this strategv
implies, first and foremost. a clear poli-
tical will on the part of those concerned.
and this in turn is only possible within
the framework of a socialist view of the
world’s future.

The economic situation is at present
especially serious in the countries where
the margins of fluctuation of exchange
rates are such as to leave no adequate
manocuvring space for trade operations
to be resumed and thus for their foreign
accounts to be improved.

For these reasons it would be desirable
that a joint world development strategy
be formulated. Taking into account the
obligations of the various groups of
countries concerned, such a strategy
would give the possibility of an efficient
and continuing fight against runawav
inflation and would ensure a level of
employment substantially reducing the
high degree of unemplovment to be
found at present in all the non-planned
economy countries, and would also pro-
vide for greater monetary stabilitv and
greater control over international
liquidity.

This need for profound changes in
world development is now so obvious
that concrete actions in that direction
have become more and more urgent.

With this aim in mind. it would be
desirable to set up within the Inter-
national a political co-ordination body
whose task it would be to examine in
greater detail the economic and trade
policies best syited to achieve all the
objectives contained in a global develop-
ment strategy for world economy.

The objectives, as well as the means
of achieving them, would have to be
approved by the organs of political
leadership of the International and then
submitted, either to governments, or to
interested international organisations.
The contents of such strategies should
be in paralle] with the aspirations of the
working class, with a vision of the future
world economy eliminating, be it in
the long term, the distortions and im-
balances that are rendering the civil,
economic and social future of the
international community ever more
precarious.

Willy Claes
Joint-Chairman of the
Belgian Socialist Party

It is no secret to anyone that the
entire world is today floundering in an
economic crisis, the extent, duration and
gravity of which far exceed everything
we have known since the end of the last
World War.

This is not a local crisis — it is inter-
national. It is not only a matter of the
economic climate — it is structural. Tt is
not solely of an economic nature — it is
social, cultural and political. Tt is no-
thing less than a real crisis in society,
of which the present economic recession
is merely the svmptom. The urgency for
a reply to the multiple challenges now
facing the very existence of the human
race is becoming more and more
pressing. The need for a new, better
balanced, more equitable and more
inter-dependent international economic
order, one which is also more aware of
its values and its purpose. ‘s becoming
the priority requirement for each of us.

It is now much more than a require-
ment of a moral order: it is quite simply
the condition sine qua non of the survival
of the specics. Whoever endeavours to
understand his times must accept the
evidence. If the current evolution de-
velops in accordance with the suicidal
tendencies of the last twenty years, our
planet will sink, body and soul, into



The four horsemen
of the Apocalypse

chaos, ending up with the destruction
of all human society.

The four horsemen of the Apocalypse
silhouetted against the horizon are
known well to all of us. They have the
name of nuclear war, general famine,
breakdown in the ecological equilibrium
essential to any biological existence, and
social explosion resulting from exaspera-
tion against humanly untenable in-

equalities.
1 shall revert briefly to the hypo-
critical — because it is reassuring —

misunderstanding which covers the
notion of ‘“equilibrium of terror”. The
term equilibrium gives the impression of
a stable and immobile idca. Nothing is
more false. What should be known to
public opinion is that this so-called
equilibrium, far from being static, is
merely the result — ever more pre-
carious — of a frenzied armaments race
which is continuing unflaggingly and in
a growing number of countries. What
should be known is that the equilibrium
of terror is the equilibrium of ever more
terror, a terror ever more widespread, a
terror always more scientifically effective.

I am returning to this in order to de-
nounce, once again, its overwhelming
economic burden. The world total of
military expenses nowadays reaches 300
thousand million dollars per year. This
represents more than 300 times the
amount of the net transfers from the
well-endowed countries to the poor

countries on account of aid for develop-
ment.

It is the urgent duty of socialists to
give an exemplary demonstration that
another path for economic, harmonious
and equitable development is possible,
that another concept of grandeur and
civilisation is possible without this fren-
zied pursuit towards the power of dom-
ination and megalomania for the power
of destruction which characterise the
types of society proposed by both the
East and West super-powers, and which
a growing number of countries of the
Third World, lacking in imagination and
alternative, are endeavouring to copy.

Left to themselves, the automatic
mechanisms of the economic systems of
the market tend quite naturally towards
a concentration of power in the hands
of an ever-reduced minority. This con-
centration is without precedent in
history. It is more and more outside
the control of general interests.

Over recent times the multinational
companies have hit the headlines. Their
part in unleashing the rate of inflation,
in the currency speculations which dis-
organise every attempt at restoration of
an international monetary system, in the
rising wave of unemploymerit, in the de-
struction, by corruption and assassina-
tion, of attempts at construction of a
socialist and democratic system, has
formed the subject of many scholarly
studies in the industrialised countries.

It is the urgent duty of socialists,

wherever they have sufficient political
power, to set up the instruments making
it possible to measure, follow up, evalu-
ate and control the benefits and draw-
backs of this extraordinary concentration
of economic power which knows no law
other than that of its own interest, with-
out regard either to the order of prior-
ities or the needs to be satisfied, or the
requirements of ecological equilibrium,
on which future generations depend.

It seems to me to be the duty of
socialists to take action whenever it is
a matter of restoring the conditions of
sound competition in accordance with
the overall interests of the community,
as they should be defined by demo-
cratic planning. Thus, for example, the
possibility of creating public enterprise
undertakings should make it possible to
break the exclusive control by the mono-
polies and the oligopolies.

Towards Bankruptcy?

What demonstration must we still wait
for in order to recognise that the evo-
lution of society in the direction so far
taken leads to bankruptcy?

Before the last war, the least indust-
rialised countries were vast suppliers of
foodstuffs: they exported substantial
quantities of cereals to the industrialised
countries. The current situation is com-
pletely reversed. Their national produc-
tion of food largely produces a deficit.
It is estimated that one half of all the
children in the Third World suffer from
under-nourishment. And famines are
multiplying at various points on the
globe over recegt years.

The models of development which
have been adopted under the stimulus
of the examples given by the industrial
countries have therefore apparently not
permitted the countries of this Third
World — the majority of which have
achieved political independence only
over the last two decades — to provide
for their own needs in food by their
own production.

A new type of dependence has resulted
from this. Thus, the food surpluses
available to the United States have been
considered by some as a new and ex-
tremely efficient method of pressure.
The American Minister for Agriculture
did not hesitate to declare: “Food is a
weapon. It constitutes one of our master
trumps in our proposals for negotia-
tions.”

Obviously, we must firmly reject such
an attitude, which could lead to a real
economic war between the North and
the South. In such a confrontation, the
countries of the Third World could in
turn make use of raw materials and
sources of energy, as similar economic
weapons of retaliation. This is not the
way to find the path leading to a new
economic order, the only way towards
salvation for all of us.
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The idea of making use of famine as a
strategic weapon to reduce opposition by
the most atrocious constraint is quite
simply revolting. It is the very opposite
of a socialist and democratic conception
of solidarity. On the contrary, the path
which we must follow is that of enlarg-
ing the economic complementarity be-
tween the North and South, permitting
the development of exchanges to the
greatest reciprocal benefit of the
partners.

Of course, this path will cntail a pro-
found reorganisation of our economies
in order to welcome the products from
the countries of the Third World on our
markets, at prices which are equitable
both to the producers and to the con-
sumers. And this concerns energy re-
sources and raw materials as much as
manufactured products. An ‘‘agonising
revision” is necessary in circuits of trans-
port, distribution and redistribution in
our own countries where the inflationary
repercussions of the multiplicity of inter-
mediaries and services calls for very
particular attention. Solidarity entails an
equitable sharing not only of the benefits
but also of the drawbacks.

L 4

The International’s Role

Each of the problems briefly stated
above demonstrates one single and sole
outstandingly clear fact: international
inter-dependence no longer makes it
possible to find definitive solutions with-
In existing national entities. Whether it
is the fight against unemployment, in-
flation or the re-establishment of an
international currency order, whether it
is a matter of economic problems which
are posed by the armaments race or the
battle against famine and poverty or the
restoration of science to the service of
the common good or protection of the
environment — it is not by giving ground
in the name of egoistic and cramped
nationalism that we shall save the fut-
ure. It is essential that we still continue
to act and fight within the framework
of our national entities in order to ensure
that our ideas progress. However, this
action must be concerted and mutually
sustained. This is sufficient to indicate
the importance of our International and
the role which it is called on to play.

I believe more in the value of example
than in the value of words. Let us offer
the socialist alternative as an example to
the Third World. We do not have to
impose anything on them. Let us open
the way to another choice for the devel-
oping countries. Let us thus show that
as long as a spark of hope and respect
for his own dignity lives in the heart of
man, everything is possible, and that
another society is conceivable and feas-
ible: a society aimed towards the general
interest, determined with the participa-
tion of everyone; a society where free
beings will direct their own fates.
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Our special

responsibility

Joop Den Uyl
Netherlands Prime Minister

I am addressing you as a representa-
tive of a rich country, a rich country
which has done something in the field of
development aid. My country surpassed
the 0.7% aid target in 1975 and not-
withstanding recession and unemploy-
ment the target of 1.35% of GNP for
overseas development and related ex-
penditure to be reached in 1976 was
maintained. T am not telling you this
because I should feel happy about that.
Speaking as a representative of a rich
country I feel much more ashamed that
we, the rich countries, have done so little
to overcome the poverty of the Third
World and 1 assure you, speaking about
the new international economic order,
that the coming months in particular
will be decisive in more than one respect
for relations between rich and poor
countries. The Conference on Inter-
national Economic Cooperation which is
going on in Paris has reached a stage
when decisions need to be taken. The
political promises of the Seventh Special
Assembly of the United Nations which
Jan Pronk (the Dutch Overseas Devel-
opment Minister) called a commitment
to commit will now have to be kept. We
all know that the Western countries
have been making promises and approv-
ing resolutions for years, and that, it
seems to me, also means commitment.

The present cconomic system is de-
fended and praised as a system of free
enterprise and for the fact that it has
led to unprecedented economic growth

in the past three decades. While I agree
there has been economic growth, it
is equally obvious that the fruits are
unevenly distributed. The present econ-
omic system has created ever-increasing
inequalities between and within society.
It has led to inefficient use of natural
material and human resources and thus
to large-scale unemplovment. The free-
dom of the present svstem has been
praised as being a predominant charac-
teristic of our order: this has been largely
a freedom only for the rich countries.
We have praised the principle of open
trade. In fact we practise tariff systems
with low tariffs for raw materials and
high tariffs for industrial products. We
praise a free flow of capital: but in fact
it means a capital market dominated by
financial powers in a few rich states and
a number of oil-producing countries. We
have praised the transfer of technology.
In fact we hamper it by legal barriers.
And we have to face. as an outcome of
the present order, an ever-increasing
scarcity of raw materials.

Today’s economic problems and the
demands of the Third World for a new
economic order can only be solved by
far-reaching reforms and we have to
realise that we are in need of time to
realise these reforms. A large number
of raw materials are going to be scarce
in the future. including those which con-
stitute our main sources of energy, and
T would like to point out that this prob-
lem does not vanish if the oil-producing
countries decide on a small risc or no
rise at all in the price of oil. The under-
lying problem remains. Energy is in



increasingly short supply and the search
for alternatives to oil goes on laborious-
ly. This is caused by price developments
in the cost of energy and we will have
to set aside large sums for the energy
needs of the rich world. Under the
present economic order it is to be feared
that it will be impossible to tackle these
problems progressivelv without crisis
and confrontation and in consultation
with developing countries and the oil-
exporting nations.

Failure to Achieve Qbjectives

The failurc to achieve the objectives
which we set ourselves in the United
Nations, the problems of scarcity and
unacceptable poverty, make it essential
to work for a new international econ-
omic order. It is not a matter of ideology
but of justice. Anyone who recognises
reality must accept this fact.

At the mccting of the International
Monetary Fund held in Tokyo in Oct-
ober of this year, Robert McNamara
(President of the World Bank) drew
attention to the fact that in spite of the
efforts which have been made the per
capita income of the poorest billion
people in the poorest countries has re-
mained virtually static in the last ten
years. In 1965 it stood at $130 per head
and ten years later at $150 per head —
an increase of $2 per year. And our
economists have pointed out that the
plans and objectives of the Second De-
velopment Decade will be inadequate to
narrow the incomes gap between rich
and poor countries. Even a first step
towards such a narrowing can only be
made in this country if far-reaching
changes of a social, political and insti-
tutional character are carried out in
the developing countries, while as the
essential complement, changes must also
be made to the international economic
order. It has been pointed out it would
be possible to achicve a narrowing in
the incomes’ ratio from the present 12
to 1 as between rich and poor nations
respectively to 7 to 1 in the year 2000.
There are no physical or technical rea-
sons for regarding the achievement of
such an aim as impossible; my country-
man Jan Tinbergen arrives at similar
conclusions when he recommends nego-
tiations or comprchensive packages of
solutions, in which the legitimate inter-
ests of rich and poor are given proper
consideration, to produce a move to-
wards a more equitable international
distribution of incomes and wealth.

When we look back at the cvents of
the last couple of years it is clear that
more and more people have become
awarc of the neccessity of shaping a new
economic world order. We¢ know that a
number of important conferences have
been held under the auspices of the
United Nations on such subjects as
population growth, industrialisation in

the Third World, equal rights for women
and unemployment. We have had two
special sessions of the United Nations
General Assembly. UNCTAD IV took
place in the spring of this year in
Nairobi. Decisions taken at these con-
ferences were intended to point a way

for future policies. Agreement was
reached on a number of objectives; but
very little has been done to put these
objectives into practice. That confronts
us with the necessity at the present stage
to practise what we promised as richer
nations at those conferences.

North-South Dialogue

The Colombo Conference the Group
of 77 developing countries has shown
a considerable measure of internal unity
in its consultations with the rich coun-
tries. At the Conference on International
Economic Cooperation in Paris it has
become clear that the rich countries arc
largely unwilling to make further pro-
gress, and I say that being a member of
an EEC country. Particularly in the pre-
liminary consultations of the European
Community it is regrettable that there
has bcen so little willingness to act on
commitments entered into in the past.
It is a dangerous illusion to believe that
we can tolerate any further confronta-
tions with the Third World.

The dialogue which is going on in-
volves a number of opposed interests.
This is certainly true in the short term,
but in the long term the groups of coun-
tries confering in Paris today have as
many interests in common as in con-
flict. I belicve that cvery effort must be
made to reach concrete decisions at the

Conference on International Economic
Cooperation. It must be possible to reach
agrcement on raw matcrials, on the
problems of the poorest developing
countries, on the transfer of resources
and on the supply of energy. If the CIEC
were to fail I fear that this would have
a damaging effect on UNCTAD negotia-
tions which are being prepared for
March 1977 on the integrated pro-
gramme for commodities and the com-
mon fund. The limited measure of
agreement achieved with so much effort
in Nairobi will then be put at risk. A
first step towards a new international
order, based on cooperation, would then
have been lost, and all the socialists in
all the countries involved in the Paris
negotiations should be aware of what is
at stake there today.

The member-states ot the EEC to-
gether with the United States and Japan
must recognise that we have arrived at
a crucial moment in North-South re-
lations and that negotiations must take
account of this. Of course I can under-
stand the objection that the concept of
a new international economic order is
until now simply not clear enough, that
we have to study it and to work it out
as an obligation particularly to those in
the world who feel themselves respon-
sible for bridging the gap with the poor
nations. Such a broad concept of a new
international economic order threatens
to contrast sharply in many respects with
the negotiations which are going on, but
the value of the concept is decisive as an
underlying notion of the decisions which
have to be taken at the dialogue that is
going on. If we Tail to reach concrete
results we have to face the fact that the
world’s economic problems, the short-
ages, the energy crisis, inflation and un-
employment, monetary instability —
cannot be solved satisfactorily.

1 have already referred to the fact
that at a number of UN conferences
some agreement has been attained. That
must encourage us, where we are in
opposition or where we are bearing
governmental responsibility, to pursue
that great aim which is at the same time
our main responsibility, namely that we
should be the forebearers of a new
international economic order, that we
are responsible for bridging the gap. We
have the responsibility for creating a
genuine and free international economic
order in which the poor of today and
the weak of today will have the same
rights as the rich have today. We must
set ourselves the task of drawing up a
strategy, of carrying out the shaping of
a new international economic order.
There is no time to lose. We shall have
to fulfil our task and be aware that if
we fail, if we are not the people who
are fighting to get a rcal transfer of
power and economic order, no one else
will do it.

15



Central importance of
Democratic Socialism

Lilian Uchtenhagen
Swiss Social Democratic Party

I should like today to put forward
a thesis which few of you will dis-
pute. And although Y am convinced of
the basic truth of the thesis, I should
like to show, by reference to various
points, the differences that can hide
behind and the varying interpretations
that can be given to what is in fact a
perfectly correct statement.

The thesis is that as we search for a
new world economic order, democratic
socialism acquires a central importance.
It offers a way of breaking away from
the disastrous events of the past which
gave a superfluity to a minority and
brought underdevelopment to a majority
and of attaining a new worldwide
balance.

If the values and aims of democratic
socialism — the right to self-determina-
tion, the creation of an economy and an
environment which meets people’s needs
— are not to remain empty words but
are understood in all their content, they
will provide for the less developed and
the highly industrialised countries new
forms of development which will make
it possible to overcome the conflict of
interests that at present exists. Of course
this will require a great deal of funda-
mental rethinking of many points by both
sets of countrics. Thus the developing
countries will be set on a road which
leads to a more independent way of life
more in accord with their own civilisa-
tions and cultures, whilst the industrial-
ised countries will be required to reject
their previous way of thinking solely in
terms of purely quantitative growth and
to be ready to waive traditional positions
of power and the advantages that go with
them in international trade.

I think that we first have to admit to
ourselves that this type of understanding
of the content of democratic socialism
and of socialist solidarity cannot auto-
matically be assumed and ask too much
of us as politicians, let alone of our
electors. In practice solidarity often
stops short at national or regional fron-
tiers and sometimes does not even ex-
tend that far but is confined to groups
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of emplcyees whose interests are more
or less the same in the short term. We
and all responsible socialists will have a
lot of explaining and educating to do in
this connection. After all, what is parti-
cularly clear in a democracy like Swit-
zerland, with its system of referenda.
should in principle apply in all demo-
cracies, namely that one cannot ultim-
ately put through whac the people do
not want. Socialism and solidarity, as
new forms of development and inter-
national cooperation, must if they are
to be achieved be what the pcople as a
whole understand and demand.

In the more industrialisecd countries
the task of getting our electors to do the
rethinking that is necessary is rendered
more difficult by the present recession
and prospects of slower economic
growth. A new world economic order
which deprives us of our privileges and
thus leads to a redistribution of income
worldwide has the effect of slowing
down already sluggish growth while
requiring structural adjustments in in-
dustrialised countries which will not
always go down well. Men are not like
goods that can be shunted about at will.

Then we have the further difficulty
that although the shift to a more quali-
tative growth as demanded by the rich
countries of the world can be ““financed™
in theory by a further shift in production
towards the more sophisticated technolo-
gies and services, the production of goods
which improve the quality of lifc by
which I mean protection of the environ-
ment, development of the educational
and social security systems and so on
assumes that pcople are prepared to
make the necessary sacrifices in terms of
reduced spending power and higher
taxes. Most of this type of quality-of-
life product do not gencrate any profit
and are thus not produced by the private
sector. Only the community as a whole,
the public sector, can ‘“‘produce’ these
goods — though not free of charge.

Socialists Must be Pioneers

Concepts and strategies of develop-
ment which have evolved with a new
world economic order in view do not
just make great demands on the devel-

oped countries. however. Equally
great. though different, efforts are also
required of the less developed countries.
And here. too. the socialists must be
pioneers because as socialists they must
realise that development is not the same
as economic growth from which only a
relatively small upper class or only cer-
tain regions with rapidly cxpanding
cities actually profit. Economic growth
must also no: be allowed to destroy the
cultural identity of a people. If one-
sided developmznt processes are pushed
ahead regardiess of the way of life, men-
tality and syszem valuss of large
sections of the tion. any economic
success will be questionable and social
consequznces  dmsas The rapid

break-up = i and cultural
identity almest always leads to growing
estrangement. thy. resignation and
criminalitv.

(e very gemerally one can say
that efforis @ chseve development
which do =o: relage 0 the entire econ-
omy of a couniry = both regional and
sectoral fermes ==d which are not speci-
fically aligmed - s of the people

of a given commirs. caa only come to a
dead This spplies 20 ihe taking over
of unsuiteble tactmalosies which instead

of bring
aggrave rea

«=. bread often only
sation of cap-

acity and comsegeesi joblessness. This
is true wi = “alsation is one-sided
and merely comcssmed with the replace-
ment of mports == when it is more
export-oricnicd. am=d ielopment s
never < it WacH former type of
industrial n = complemented by the
latter. Integratiom m world markets —
and to a @ extesi alo in the new
world ecoaomic or we are discussing
— may help he stomesmic development

of a country Hut cas s1071 genuine
development bwv strengihering national
and iniernztional power structures.

It is the task ef socmlists to recognise
such undesirehie rends. As socialists we
must know tha: deieiopment means
above all liberation — hiberation from
material poverty but also from political
oppression, from the deprivation of
social rights and from economic ex-
ploitation. Much more important than
economic growth a: all costs is the in-
troduction of processes designed by the
people involved oz their own responsi-
bility and in therr own cultural inde-
pendence. Only bv a development sup-
ported by the majoriiv of the people and
directed to fulfilling the basic needs of
men can we prevent the people of these
countries — although freed from their
colonial overlords — from again falling
under domination — domination such as
can occur as a result of new forms of
world imperialism which are often diffi-
cult to perceive, as well as domination
by a new capitalist class in their own
country.
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Before and after

Belgrade

Kalevi Sorsa
Chairman of the Finnish
Social Democratic Party

At a meeting of its council held in
Helsinki five years ago, the Socialist
International adopted a position sup-
porting the arrangement of a conference
dealing with security and co-operation
in Europe. We were living in those days
in the early stages of an active policy
of détente. Within the international
socialist movement, many still doubted
this policy’s possibilitics of succeeding —
especially where onc of its components,
the Ostpolitik, was concerned.

Thanks to assiduous efforts — not
least those of social democratic workers’
parties and governmcents — the signing
of the Final Act of the CSCE was
accomplished in Helsinki in 1975.

In signing the Final Act, the heads of
state and government from Europe and
North America endorsed détente as a
permanent trend in relations between
states. The Final Act defines those prin-
ciples, in accordance with which the
futurc development of relations between
states should occur in various flelds. At
the same time, numerous practical areas
in international relations were specified,
in which the policy of détente can
assume concrete forms on the basis of
the principles agreed upon.

No dramatic advances have been made
in the field of détente in the past year
and a half. But neither have there been
any actual reverses. Many countrics
both members of cither alliance and
ncutral states — have begun to imple-
ment the recommendations of the Ifinal
Act, both through internal measures and
by means of international agreements.

Finland,
manner.

None of us is completely satisfied with
the speed at which the reccommendations
of the Final Act have been implemented.

In this connection, particular attention
has been devoted to some parts of the
Final Act. One possibility is, of course,
a hard discussion about what has been
realized and what has remained un-
accomplished. This I do not regard as
a fruitful approach to the first CSCE
follow-up meeting to be held in Belgrade
in six months time. For one thing, two
years is a short time in the international
process of détente for profound changes
in international relations and in nat-
ional societies. And for another, it must
be emphasized that the Final Act is a
coherent totality: no basket or part of a
basket should be separately taken from
it and used as a measure of the entire
development of détente.

It is in the interests of all parties
to attempt to ensure the success of the
Belgrade meeting and to make it a step
forward — however brief — on the path
of détente. Belgrade must not become
a tribunal at which the implementation
of the Helsinki Final Act will be judged.
The most important thing would be to
accomplish discussion and decisions on
positive measures, by means of which the
objectives set could be attained.

In the field of multilateral co-opera-
tion, a varicty of projects have already
been discussed in the Economic Com-
mission for Lurope and in UNESCO.
The Soviet Union has proposed that
special conferences be arranged to deal
with energy, transportation and environ-
mental protection.  Finland  supports
these initiatives and has announced her

too, has proceeded in this

readiness to participate in arranging an
environmental protection conference. We
understand that these proposals, the
advantage of which lies in the con-
creteness of their goals, have aroused
interest also elsewhere in Europe. The
success of the Belgrade meeting will
largly depend on the international situ-
ation, especially on relations between the
great powers. The delay in achieving a
new SALT agreement has impeded the
development of détente. The negotia-
tions on force reductions in Vienna are
in a state of virtual stagnation. There is
a danger that the favourable develop-
ment of international relations will be-
gin to reverse unless political détente is
paralleled by an equivalent development
in the military sphere. It would have a
very favourable influence on the success
of the Belgrade meeting if beforehand
even a modest decision on force reduc-
tions could be achieved in Vienna, as a
first step forward. As a result of initia-
tives made by the Fecderal Republic of
Germany and the Soviet Union, among
others, hopes have recently been aroused
that the Vienna talks are approaching a
turning point. Force reductions in Cen-
tral Europe would have wider signifi-
cance from the point of view of efforts
to bring about disarmament. Despite a
number of positive achievements, the
arms arce is continuously intensifying in
the world. It is of the greatest urgency
that the question of disarmament be
dealt with at the United Nations as a
global issue.

The process of détente ought to be
consolidated and deepened. At the Hel-
sinki conference, the question of organ-
izing the follow-up remained to a certain
extent open. The necutral and non-
aligned countries were striving for a
solution that went further than either of
the alliances was willing to accept. These
countries will in all probability continue
to make an active contribution to the
process of détente in the future as well.

A programme should be preparcd at
the Belgrade mecting for the continua-
tion of détente and creating a more
stable framework than the existing one
for the follow-up activity of the CSCE.
One can speak of institutionalization, but
the forms ought not to become a stum-
bling block.

Ideological Questions

I have been examining the prospects
for détente primarily from the point of
view of inter-state relations. Major
changes occurring in international re-
lations will also have a profound effect
on social relationships in national soc-
ictics. The CSCE is in itself a sign that
the traditional rivalry between East and
West is shifting more and more into the
cconomic and social spheres. At the same
time, ideological questions will also
manifest themselves in a new manner.
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There have been suspicions both in
the East and in the West that détente
might weaken the prevailing power
structures in communism and capitalism.
In the West it has been fcared that com-
munism would sneak in through the
back door if statesmen spoke about
friendship and peace.

From the point of view of social
democracy, the swing that has occurred
towards a policy of peace has repre-
sented an historic breakthrough to un-
precedented political influence. We soc-
ialists have nothing to fear from allow-
ing ideas to test each other’s strength
instead of judging political superiority
by the number of divisions.

I am fully convinced that the ideals
of socialism and democracy that we
represent will influence developments all
over the world. In conditions of détente
they will have an impetus of their own.
There is no need to sct out on ideologi-
cal crusades; the example will be the
power, the ability to provide an answer
to the questions of today's world.

The dialogue between democrats and
communists has been developing fav-
ourably in recent years. The Finnish
Social Democratic Party has held dis-
cussions concerning, especially, peace
policy with the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and the leading partics of
other Eastern European countries. We
can summarize our report of these dis-
cussions by saying that they have been
of benefit and have vindicated the initial
advances that we made ten years ago.

At the meeting of communist parties
held in Berlin in June, great emphasis
was placed on consolidating the achieve-
ments of the CSCE and on efforts to
continue the policy of peace. In this
respect, the meeting made a positive
contribution to the process of détente.

Within the Socialist International, we
should continue to discuss questions of
European security and co-operation and
to produce initiatives towards these ends.
The initiative taken towards this objec-
tive by the Dutch Labour Party is to be
noted with great satisfaction. One means
of activating the International’s Euro-
pean sccurity and co-operation group,
that one could consider, would be that
the European member-parties would take
urns to host the working party’s meet-
megs to the extent their means permit.

e topical task would be — as the
Dutch Labour Party proposes — to
2=amine the problems of the Belgrade
meeting.

The point of departure of the Finnish

Democratic Party in participating
= this discussion will naturally be our
couniry's foreign policy, a peace-oriented
molcy of neutrality. It is on the basis

7 1h's policy that Finland will continue
m=r eforts to make a constructive con-
‘mouton to reinforcing peace and co-
speration in Europe.

Towards Middle East
security & co-operation

Yitzhak Rabin
Prime Minister of Israel

My response to the question “Hel-
sinki: What Next?” Is necessarily
non-European. I bring to the discussion
the perspective of onc who is deeply
interested in the motivations, the mech-
anics and the message of Helsinki as an
operative model. 1 speak of it as an
example to be perhaps emulated in other
parts of the world, not least in my own
region.

A Crucial Lesson

Helsinki did not produce a European
order which all parties could consider
as eternally legitimate. Its imperfections
and limitations were perceived even be-
fore the conference assembled. And yet,
in an important way, this was its signi-
ficance and strength.

The Conference on Security and Co-
operation in Europe carried a crucial
lesson in basic diplomatic common sense.

It taught all Governments that inter-
national relations have to project the
synthesis between the hope of the world
as we would like it and the world as it
really is; that in this last quarter of the
twentieth century wars solve nothing:
that talking is better than killing; that
history cannot be reversed; and that,
therefore, de facto situations require
responsible, reasonable and realistic
solutions.

This, I see to be, the achievement of

Helsinki. It rackied th
imperfect situaton
build upon it 3 =ew
pean stability asd g
And because &z achieved some measure
of success. we =sre mtw able to ask
ourselves the questien: “What next?”.
What, indeed?

I would like. modav. to suggest one
answer. I address 1t o my colleagues of
the Socialist Intermational in the spirit
of the principles & ses for which

reality of an
snd attempted to
structure of Euro-
‘ul co-existence.

our great movement stam

I put it to the Socialist International
that the time hzs ¢ome o advocate the
example of Heisiaki as a model for

the Middle East. Let
ce conference be-
f the Arab-Israel
i & Geneva conference

peration in the

peace-making in
a renewed Geneay
come the Helsisk
dispute. I speak
on securityv aad
Middle East.

I believe it is opportune. I am con-
vinced that the Helsinki expericnce is
invaluable. lts purpose. pattern, com-
position, agenda and principles all have
application. in ther spirit if not exactly
in their letter.

I have no doubt that such a confer-
ence — like Helsinki — will have its dis-
advantages and limitations. For like
Europe, the problems to be solved in
the Middle East are sometimes complex
and deeply rooted. But I am also equally
convinced that they cannot be resolved
by war.

I would wish that this be the view of
others in our region. We have recently



heard some voices in the Middle Fast
— communicated through the media
and by visitors to a certain Arab capital
— that seem to suggest that it might.
However, I speak with no mecasure of
certainty. I say this because none of the
talk on a desire for a peaceful solution
has been addressed to Israel.

I believe, thercfore, that if the inten-
tions are, indecd, scrious, the place to
examine them is in the kind of the con-
ference I propose. Its decisive imperative
must be, as in Helsinki, dialogue — not
the threat of war.

The conference must not attempt the
impossible through a futile illusion that
history can be put back. Its theme has
to be détentc and co-existence. Its goal
should be the creation of a new regional
structure of stability, security and peace
founded upon Middle East realities.

The Helsinki Parallel

Allow me to draw the Helsinki parellel
still further. I do so because it has im-
pressively important political ramifica-
tions for our situation.

What made the European conference
possible was not only the two great
powers. It was, in the first instance, the
European powers themselves. They were
the ones who created the building blocks
of regional détente as a basis for a
broader East-West dialogue. The prin-
cipal characters of creative peace-making
were the parties located in the geography
of Europe itself. There could be no im-
ported solution. This was given dram-

{left to right) Yram Peri, Yitzhak Rabin, Bruno Kreiski

atic and symbolic recognition in the
richly-deserved Nobel Peace Prize
awarded to our eminent colleague now
our President, Willy Brandt.

May I say that T would be more
than willing to share in such a prize
with my neighbours, were it but offered
and were they but ready to join in its
pursuit. For Helsinki teaches us that the
détente of our region is our own respon-
sibility — Arabs and Israelis together.
It is we who must create the building
blocks of regional understanding. Only
when we fulfil our part can the outside
powers possibly fulfil theirs in helping
to cement the structure we prepare.

I see a vivid reflection of this prin-
ciple in the very composition of the
Helsinki conference. Who attended, and
who participated in its Final Act?
Present was everyone concerned with
the peace of Europe — the heads of the
sovereign governments of the region, in
addition to the two major powers —
and only them.

We in the Middle East must learn this
principle well, both for its regional les-
sons and its big power lessons. The
readiness to talk regionally is the con-
dition for understanding globally. The
latter can never begin without the
former.

It is only then — when we begin —
that we will weave Middle East baskets
of our own. And here again, Helsinki
has much to tell us. Helsinki did not deal
only with borders and territory. It main-
ly dealt with the relations between the

peoples. It addressed itself to mutual
trade, technological exchange and the
requirement to build human bridges of
trust and understanding.

Allow me for a while to go back to
Helsinki. Onec requirement speaks of
cultural contacts and the obligation of
positive and humanitarian spirit with
the right of persons to reunite with their
families in other countrics. I make
particular reference to this because free-
dom of emigration and cultural contact
have a very special rclevance to the
Jewish people. The implementation of
this right represents one of the tests of
the Helsinki agreement.

Co-existence, sccurity, trade, technol-
ogy, cooperation and human bridges —
these arc the cssence of an agenda for
a Geneva conference on security and
cooperation in the Middle Fast. For
lasting pcace is a matter of relations and
exchange between peoples, not only
Governments.

There is one important area where I
must depart from the example of
Helsinki as an example for us in the
Middle East. In the European confer-
ence, momentous de facto post-war
territorial changes did not become an
issue. The map of thirty years ago was
solidified if not legitimized.

Israel is asking for much less. We do
not consider the existing lines as final
de facto realitics. Unlike the realities of
Europe, we do not demand their perpet-
uation in peace.

In accordance with our declared
policies, Isracl is willing to negotiate
with its neighbours peace boundaries that
are different from the existing ones,
short of squandering away again our
vital security and defence.

Relevance to the Middle East

I submit to you the thought that
“Helsinki — What Next?” is a question
that has as much relevance for the
lasting peace of the Middle East as it
has for the lasting peace of Europe.
Indeed, the two are almost inseparable.

It is our collective task and challenge
to communicate the spirit of Helsinki
across the Mediterranean to a region
long in need of its message. For all its
limitations and imperfections, Helsinki
articulates an historic effort to break
down walls of enmity betwcen nations
even while matters of borders and terri-
tory remain to be finally resolved. It
transmits the understanding that wars
solve nothing; that in their stead there
has to be dialogue, first between the
regional parties themselves, and backed
up at the proper time by the great
powers.

Given this, the stage will be sct for a
Middle East Helsinki, here, in Geneva.
Given this, the Arab-Israel conflict will
be well on the way to a pcrmanent,
peaceful solution.
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Socialists and the
Helsinki Agreement

Richard Muller
Yice-Chairman of the
Swiss Social Democratic Party

Helsinki was and remains a milestone
on the road which American President
John F. Kennedy called upon the
peoples of the world to follow when he
warned that mankind must put an end
to armed conflicts before they put an
end to mankind.

Helsinki was and is an important stage
in the political progress towards this goal
and paved the way for a continuing con-
solidation of détente between East and
West by the practical implementation of
multilateral agreements. What must now
be done is to build upon the foundations
thus laid and to use the means created
in order to establish what we democratic
socialists have long sought to achieve —
a policy which seeks to secure world
peace by social progress, democratic
freedom and economic stability.

There is no alternative to this policy
of democratic socialism which was initi-
ated by the new President of the Social-
ist International, Willy Brandt, and
which spread beyond the territory of the
Federal Republic of GGermany to the rest
of Europe — or no alternative able to
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withstand reason and the evidence of
history. No nation has anything to gain
from a return to the former situation of
confrontation that existed in FEurope.
No nation can benefit by a resumption
of the cold war. A new flare-up of the
arms race could only impose new and
insupportable burdens on the peoples
of the West and East and at the same
time put obstacles in the way of a peace-
ful future for our children.

No Alternative

It is against this background that we
must assess any progress which has been
made since Helsinki, and particularly in
relations between the two Germanies.
Anyone acquainted with the difficulties
which have to be overcome in the process
of political détente and who is thus in a
position to assess, realistically and with-
out false illusions, the progress that has
been possible only since Helsinki, will
not deny the importance of what has
been attained. There simply is no alter-
native to a policy of détente.

It is not that people are wearying of
this policy, but there are in Europe, as
in the world at large, conservative, re-
actionary forces both social and political
to whom such a policy of increasing
détente is a thorn in the flesh. Tradi-

tionalists in the East and West prefer,
in their egoism and short-sightedness, a
policy of strength and these exponents
of an out-dated epoch who do not re-
present their people but nonetheless
enjoy influence and power. do everything
they can to turn back the clock of
history and to guide political events
along the path which best suits their
interests.

Just as at the time when Ulbricht and
Adenauer together escalated the Euro-
pean political situation which was in-
dissolubly linked with that of Germany,
until no solution was possible, conserv-
atives and traditionalists in the East and
West provide each other, where they
can, with opportunities to discredit the
policy of détente. This kind of conserva-
tive “European™ policv is grist to the
mill of traditionalisi thinkers in the East
whose efforts to hinder détente and
relations between East and West may be
judged by the recent depriving of
citizenship to Wolf Biermann by the
authorities of the Gzrman Democratic
Republic.

The people have not tired of détente
but we, as demecratic socialists, must
do more than we are doing in order to
bring the essence of this policy closer to
our peoples. And then we shall also
succeed in achieving a much more last-
ing support for democratic socialism as
the most relizble guarantor of a policy
of détente without false illusions, which
is the way to secure peace.

In Switzerland we have heard from
the right-wing rzeoisie expressions of
scepticism and criticism of Helsinki —
scepticism regarding the value of certain
signatures on the final conference docu-
ments and criticism to the effect that the
status quo in Europe had been formal-
ised. Fortunaiely. however, such people
are also in the minority in Switzerland.
Although it is occasionally stated that
Switzerland does not have a foreign
policy but at best a foreign trade policy,
the position has changed since Social
Democrats have been responsible for
foreign policy. Our present Foreign
Minister. Comrade Pierre Graber, was
actively involved in the Helsinki confer-
ence even at the preparatory stage.
Under his leadership Switzerland sub-
mitted a constructive proposal for the
creation of a system for the peaceful
settlement of disputes in Europe. Such
a system would be the logical and nec-
essary complement to the principles
worked out by the conference and is also
in line with the inaugural address of the
First International in 1864 which Willy
Brandt so appropriately quoted in his
opening speech as President. “The simple
laws of morality and right, which should
regulate the relations between indivi-
duals, should also be applied as the
supreme law of intercourse betwecen
nations”. I hope that this proposal,



which is to be developed after Belgrade
at a meeting of experts, will be given
the utmost support of Social Democratic
Governments and of European Social
Democrats.

Caution and Realism

The nations of Europe do not wish to
return to the cold war. They want peace
— a peace they can only be safe to
enjoy in freedom and prosperity if the
policy of détente which will be enforced
by us democratic socialists, regardless of
opposition, can be consolidated. It would
be completely false to assert that détente
is merely a mirage and is not really pro-
gress, that there is no sense in it or that
its only purpose is to camouflage the
dark purposes of those in the other
camp. It is also wrong to say that the
Helsinki Agreement is simply a recogni-
tion of the status quo — on the contrary,
adherence to the principle of the peace-
ful modification of all frontiers has
brought in an element of greater flex-
ibility.

We regard the Helsinki documents
with caution and the necessary realism
but refuse to condemn them out of
hand: this is both unreasonable and un-
justified and puts in jeopardy the very
thing we are trying to achieve.

Helsinki laid the foundations for
détente but these foundations will only
serve their purpose if practical steps,
backed by multilateral agreements, take
us bevond the mere proclamation of
principles. The peoples of Europe do not
wish merely to hear words. They want
deeds — deeds which set a limit on the
use of strategic weapons; deeds which
halt the continuing arms race; deeds
which give further proof that all the
signatory states take the subject of
détente seriously.

It is up to us as socialists to gain
hearing and consideration for the
longing of our peoples for peace, lib-
erty and social security. It is up to us,
by uniting all our efforts and by holding
more firmly together and disregarding
the individual matters on which we may
occasionally differ, to mould Europe
politically and economically to socialist
principles. And it is up to us to measure
the progress achieved with détente not
merely by military and diplomatic stan-
dards but in terms of progress achieved
in matters of humanitarianism, human
rights and democracy.

We stand by Helsinki. We welcome
Belgrade. But let us rely only on our
own strength, on the strengthening of
democratic socialism in Europe and
throughout the world and on the frater-
nal solidarity of all workers regardless
of frontiers. We greatly wclcome the
motion of our Dutch friends demanding
greater activity by the Socialist Inter-
national in helping to secure peace and
reduce tension in Europe.

DEMOCRATIC SOCIALISM AND

IN THE WORLD TODAY

1GHTS

Beyond liberal

democracy

Francois Mitterrand
First Secretary of the
French Socialist Party

In this debate on democratic socialism
and human rights in the world today, I
will concentrate on four main themes,
the first of which is the relationship
between socialism and the achievement
of political democracy.

Achievement of Political Democracy
Socialism must take into account the
rights and liberties won by ‘liberal’
revolutions. Examples of these are the
principles promulgated by the “Declara-
tion of the Rights of Man and the
Citizen” in 1789, or originating from
that Declaration, namely freedom of
movement, the right to hold public
meetings, to join associations, freedom
of speech and freedom to write and to
express opinions, the sovereignty of the
people and the equality of all before the

law. Also of major importance was the
proclamation of universal suffrage in
1848 in France.

Democratic socialism has inherited
all of this plus the struggle for freedom
which has taken place from the begining
of time. However, democratic socialism
must provide a real answer in today’s
industrial society. The struggle for free-
dom will not succeed if we do not begin
by abandoning and condemning all forms
of exploitation of man by man and by
ridding the world of economic oppres-
sion.

Socialism must restore real meaning
to these political rights and liberties.
This must be done in both a practical
and a theoretical way. In many coun-
tries these rights have become meaning-
less in the hands of the ruling class or
authoritarian regimes.

For example, in the context of free-
dom of information, what point is there
in writing into constitutions that there
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Bettino Craxi (left) and Frangoislutterrand

is freedom of speech and exchange of
information when the major sources of
today’s technology have concentrated
media power in a few centres which are
tightly controlled.

Economic and Social Democracy

Socialism must preserve and expand
the scope of the collective rights and
liberties of economic and social demo-
cracy. Further rights and liberties should
be created, and we should seek to
achieve the preservation and expansion
of collective rights and liberties.

These include the right to work and
the guarantee of employment: the right
to earn wages; the right to strike and
to belong to a trade union: and cdu-
cation for workers. 1 also include here
leisure activities, perhaps more aptly
described as ‘time for living’. This can
be achieved by reducing working hours
on a daily, weekly, monthly or yearly
basis and by lowering the rctirement age
and improving retirement conditions;
access to cultural activities is also vital.
The right to decent housing, moreover,
is a particularly pressing problem in the
urban population densities of today’s
industrial centres. -

But if socialists are going to preserve
and cxpand the scope of collective rights
and liberties at the very heart of ccon-
omic and social democracy, we must at
the same time define new rights and not
be content to tread the same paths as in
the 19th and early 20th centuries. 1976
is the time for new social and economic
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achievements. Every generation has a
job to do.

I now move on to the rights of nat-
ional minorities. in other words, their
right to their own identity; to the rights
of migrant workers, who in certain
socialist countries alrcady participate to

the full in civic life with complete
citizenship. Working in a country should
be in itself a principal reason for the
granting of citizenship.

Women are really only now beginning
to win their rights — in the family,
rights of inheritance, social and personal
rights, the right to education and de-
velopment. We must also consider the
rights of elderly people — how socialists
can help people to feel that they are
uscful members of the community.

As [or workers’ control and power in
the place of work, this is a major
factor if we wish to transform capitalist
socicty from the inside. And the rela-
tionship between the police and justice
needs to be investigated and redefined.

Technology and Nature

Man is no longer in control of the
workings of science and technology
(particularly in respect of safety, health
and frecedom). By mecans of socialism
mankind must control the instruments
that he has created.

As examples of these fields, I would
cite the development of audio-visual
methods and of telecommunications and
satellites; the development of data
systems: and the increasing threat to

privacy through
devices etc.

Man destroys nature’s natural balance.
The subjugation of the elements by man
necessitates national and international
laws and systems for collective security.
Capitalist society does not and cannot
offer a useful answer.

As instances of these trends we need
only consider the atom and nuclear
energy, toxic gases. the destruction of
oxyvgen, defoliation. pollution of rivers
and lakes, misuse of chemicals, destruc-
tion of forests. pollution of the sca and
the ocean beds and the abuse of hunting
and fishing.

the use of bugging

Conclusions

The themes we have considered are
embodied in the following general
socialist principles: fa) people’s right to
sclf-determination and freedom from
imperialism: (b) nationz! institutions to
ensure a diversityv of opmion: (¢) the
setting-up or the promoiion of genuine
international instiftutions for arbitration,
disarmament. work. health and safety:
(d) the struggle against exploitation of
man by man and thus support for the
workers™ struggles o end domination
by the bourgeoisie and to end the econ-
omic power of the monopolies: (e) out-
right condemnation of  oppressive
regimes and those that rule by terror
and consequently the refusal to aid and
abet them.

If these principles continue to be
ignored or treated with contempt, it is
due to a great extent io the absence of
an international polizical and moral
authority that is capable of making itsclf
heard. The most powerful states have -
based their power on relations of force
and maintain themselves by the use of
terror.

The principal spiritual voices too often
remain mute in the face of the worst
oppression. Existing international bodies
exercise only a fictitious authority.
Democracy (and thus socialism) is re-
treating in the world even if those who
proclaim it are becoming more
numerous.

From now on the duty of the Social-
ist International is to proclaim a message
for the future by first of all ensuring
that it remains true to its own commit-
ments. It can do this without becoming
the victim of ideological complexities.

In 1920. in France. democratic social-
ism refused to recognise the claims of
Marxism-Leninism. To this end, Léon
Blum made clear his devotion to demo-
cracy. The evolution of communism in
several countries in southern Europe
shows that the desire for freedom re-
mains man’s primary motivation. We
must take account of this and of the fact
that, in the final analysis, the socialists’
fundamental choice is justificd as much
by practical necessity as by idealistic
considerations.



in Britan

Michael Foot
Deputy Leader of the
British Labour Party

The subject that we are discussing
this morning is human rights and the
relationship between human rights and
socialism. Our Government, the Labour
Government which came to power in
March 1974, has had to deal with many
pressing and urgent economic problems,
and has had to do it with a most pre-
carious majority. At times, indeed, we
did not have a majority at all; but I do
believe that we can claim that despite
all those pressures and difficulties and
anxieties which we have had to confront
in Britain, we have sought at the same

time to expand human rights; and in
many fields, over the past 2} years, that
expansion has taken place on a scale
which  people sometimes do not
recognise.

First of all, we had to remove from
the statute bock in Britain the measures
taking away from trade unionists rights
which they had had for something like
a hundred years; and we had to make
sure that full democratic rights were
restored to trade unions. We believe we
have done that. We do not say that our
legislation is perfect. We have sought to
learn from many other countries, but
we believe it is amongst the best trade
union legislation that exists on any
statute book throughout the world.

Sex Discrimination Banned

We have also carried into effect me=-
sures to forbid sex discrimination on a
scale that we had never contemplaied
before and in a way that we believe can
be of great benefit in protecting human
rights for one half of the human race
over these coming years. And we have
also placed amongst our laws, after we
had managed to overcome the obstacles
of the House of Lords, the Race Re-
lations Act. This is an Act forbidding
racial discrimination stronger and firmar
than anything we have had on the
British statute book before. establishing
a Commission with stronger powers than
we have ever had before: and we believe
that this can play a most notable par:
in ensuring that we enhance our demo-
cratic rights and our human rights and
our civil rights in the future.

We wish also to ensure that we can
carry out our obligations to other
countries throughout the world. In pari-
cular, our determination is to mainiain
cffective pressure on the military junta
in Chile until human rights are agam
restored there. It may be a short time.
it may be a longer time: but certainly
there will be no departure from that
principle by the British Labour Govern-
ment. Then again, despite our economic
difficulties, when we came to power
March 1974, even though we had no
majority, onc of the first acts that we
took was to reimpose the arms’ embargo
on South Africa. Here again there is
strong pressure within our movement
for the British Government to do more
and to do it more speedily, and 1 am
sure that that pressure will be sustained:
but we have shown by the action that we
have already taken our determination to
do what we can to ensure the establish-
ment of human rights in South Africa,
in Namibia, in Zimbabwe.

The negotiations that are now being
conducted on Zimbabwe we believe can
be brought to a successful conclusion.
Certainly it is the intention of the
British Government to do everyvthing in
its power to ensure that majority rule,
genuine full majority rule, is established
in Zimbabwe on an agreed date. The
conference is taking place here in
Geneva. There are no doubt many other
obstacles to be overcome. It is not easy
to dismantle the kind of dictatorship
that has existed in Zimbabwe over these
past years, but the British Government
will do everything in its power to assist
in that aim.

Portugal and Spain

And perhaps I could mention also two
other countries. 1 know that we must
keep our dedication to human rights
universal and not pick and choose and
be selective as to where we wish 1o
sustain those rights. These arc universal
rights that we are seeking to maintain,
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but it would be very difficult for the
human spirit not to have its favourites
when we look back over what has hap-
pened in Europe. It is impossible for us
to look back to the 1930s and not pay
some special regard to what is happening
in the Iberian peninsula. Way back in
1934 Portugal was a fascist state, and
ever since then Portuguese Socialists
have been hunted and harried until re-
cent times. Now we have a Socialist
Prime Minister in Portugal and the pos-
sibility of human rights being establish-
ed there, and certainly I believe that we
in Britain will do everything we can to
assist in that direction.

And in Spain too, because for all of
us who are socialists all over the world
surely Spain has a special significance.
If British policy had been different, if
other policies had been different in the
rest of Europe, the whole catastrophe
and horror of the Second World War
might have been avoided on Spanish
soil if the free Spanish Republic had
been properly sustained at that time. And
then came the long black night that
Spain has endured. And yet in these
last few months the prospects for a
free Spain are opening again. We
know we have far to go before that is
achieved, but the pace of events may
be much swifter than we have previously
imagined. Certainly, considering what
happened in the 1930s, it would be one
of the greatest days that this Inter-
national has experienced if we were able
to celebrate the full establishment of
democratic socialism in Spain, where
they have endured so much during this
period. Way back in the 19th century,
when Italy was fighting for her freedom,
Byron wrote a poem in which he said “A
free Italy, it is the very poetry of
politics”. I believe that today we can
say “A free Spain, it is the very poetry
of politics”; and I trust that we in this
International will live to see it in the
not too distant future.

It would be impertinent of me, after
following the speech from Frangois
Mitterand, to go back to 1789. But I
think it is quite proper that we should
do so, because of a speech that I heard
delivered in the British Parliament only
a few days ago. The l.cader of the Con-
servative Party in Britain spoke on these
matters of human rights and tried to
draw a sharp distinction between the
search for liberty and for equality.
Liberty, we are told, was something
that Conservatives had always fought for
— although we have not always noticed
it in Britain and in other places. But
the search for equality was something
that she condemned. Well, there is a
much older story than that. 1789 tells
us the real truth. The ideas of liberty,
equality and fraternity came into the
world joined together and woe to those
who would put them asunder.
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New dimensions

Felipe Gonzalez
General Secretary of the
Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party
(PSOE)

For the human rights prospect, one
should not only try to improve what ex-
ists but rather to make it real in all its
dimensions. Thus autonomy and indivi-
dual freedoms require new basic rights
in the search for the new society of
democratic socialism.

The new dimensions of human rights
are less developed than the traditional
freedoms and cannot consist, as do these
classical freedoms, in mere ‘“freedoms-
autonomy”. They are instruments of
collaboration in the creation of a new
society and are indispensable elements
for the new image of man that socialism
wants to transform into reality. These
shall then be much more freedoms of
participation and shall require an active
presence of the state and other social
groups, in particular the trade unions
and labour parties. Often, we shall have
to build a juridical theory, including this
requirement of positive behaviour from
the state, supporting these new rights.
One has to say that at theoretical level,
the juridical theory is still at its start and
that naturally it will not be liberal phil-
osophy but rather social thought which
will have to formulate it. One can
already set out the following points for
consideration:

® The need to move from wishes and
good will to a detailed juridical regula-
tion of economic, social and cultural
rights and to formulate them so that
real subjective rights may derive from
them.

@® The need to differentiate the con-
crete man — the man who is placed in a
determined circumstance — from the
abstract man, the citizen, with individual
rights. One will have to regularise the
rights of the man as worker, consumer,
citizen, member of a cultural or lingui-
stic community, a sick or physically
handicapped person etc.

@® One should not forget that in the
present world, alienation has several
subtle facets that Marx could not have
foreseen and which are the product of
present society. As the opposite to these
types of alienation, socialist human
rights have to be one way to overcome
them.

@® Faced with alienation in the work-
place, one will have to organise the right
to self-management, security and hygiene

in work, social security, leisure-time
rest and strikes.

@® Faced with alienation of the con-
sumer, we should organise (i) the right
to control products, (ii) the participation
of trade unions and consumers associa-
tions in the organisation and regulation
of internal trade, (iii) the right to have
honest information, preventing publicity
which tends towards debasement and
trickery, and (iv) the control by the
consumers of publicity and advertising
information.

@® Faced with the alienation of the
resident, one has to organise the right of
direct participation by districts and sec-
tors in the management of their city;
we need dignified housing and a rational
and human urbanism without specula-
tion. the right to clean air and water,
non-<contamination and a pleasant en-
VIFOnmen:.

@® Faced with the alienation of cul-
tural and linguistic minorities, one will
have 1o orgamise the right to use and
deveiop the vernacular language in equal
coadiqons as the official language; this
mmplies the right to a proper culture, to
its development and the organisation of
scienufic and umiversity institutions for
the study of minority languages and
cultures.

@® F:iced with the alienation of the
ill persom. one will have to organise his
right 0 compulsory medical care and to
ch the doctor in whom he has con-
fidence: he & has a right to respect
and dignity. responsible information on
his trearment amd 1ts possibilities and
when dezzh s inevizable the right to put
an end o the treatment to enable him
to die.

® Faced with the alienation of the
handicapped. oze will have to organise
his night to social iztegration and work,
to social security, eic.

We could go on giving examples of
alienation which show that all our
efforts are needed to establish new
human rights having a socialist and
democratic basis: but these few examples
are enough io make us understand their
importance in the new liberalising
society.

The state should promote and show
a special interest in public bodies, associ-
ations, parties and the trade unions in
order to inform and organise the struc-
tures of these new basic rights; it has to
be aware that these are one of the most
important ways for the construction of
the new society inspired by democratic
socialism.



Influence of Democratic Socialism

What I have said puts emphasis on
the decisive influence of democratic
socialism in the progress and strengthen-
ing of individual freedoms and economic,
social and cultural rights. This con-
sciousness has to be the starting point
of systematic action, as much intellec-
tual as scientific, in order to continue
and if possible to strengthen our social-
ist concept of human rights. This action
programme has to be taken in hand by
this International, at theoretical and
doctrinal levels, and this body should
approve a resolution recommending the
active interests at both levels, theoretical
and practical, of all member-parties. The
launching of such a campaign on social-
ism and human rights would reaffirm
our traditional ideological lines, empha-
sise the compatibility between socialism
and freedom and differentiate us from
other traditions who now lay claim to
the slogan of socialism in freedom.

Without prejudice to asking for the
biggest possible attention from all the
member-parties, this International, in
view of the importance of the problem,
should organise a first international
colloquium on socialism and human
rights, inviting the main specialists on
this item so that they think together and
publish their thoughts. This would then
be the starting point of a series of per-
iodical meetings to activate, maintain and
deepen the thoughts and initiatives on
this item, for a better orientation and
action of the member-parties.

At the same time, we could initiate a
practical campaign for the establishment
in each country, where possible, of a
“statute on public freedoms™ at consti-
utional level and to include in the Euro-
pean Convention on Human Rights an
additional procedure for the safeguard
of the rights and basic [reedoms of the
Council of Europe, enabling all parties
and trade unions, international organisa-
tions of parties and trade union Inter-
nationals at European level, to initiate
a trial before the European Court — a
possibility which at present is reserved
to the member-states and the European
Commission of Human Rights. These
two campaigns simultaneously carried
out by the member-partics of the Inter-
national, adapting them to the peculiar-
ities of each country, would represent a
defence of freedoms by the socialist
partics, which is already an evident
reality but which should be strengthened
in case the communist parties try to
mount the same type of campaign.

In any case, it seems to me that a rcal
promotion, at the level of both thought
and of positive juridical organisation, of
human rights is today indispensable; and
democratic socialism represented by the
parties of the Socialist International
has a special responsibility to assume it
with all the means at its disposal.

Defending

Mario Soares
Prime Minister of Portugal

For us socialists, the defence of human
rights is neither a simple ideological
publicity show, nor a mere tool of our
political struggle. On the contrary, it is
the reason for the existence of that
struggle and an essential element in our
political project. We feel that the true
defence of human rights can only effec-
tively be guaranteed through freedom,
democracv and socialism. These are
values which cannot be dissociated from
each other. It is not possible to con-
ceive socialism without freedom and we
mean to achieve it by means of political
democracy.

Due to their historical experiences and
to their present coherent actions, the
parties that we represent here are the
clearest expression of the aspirations of
many millions of human beings from
many parts of the world. These aspira-
tions to a freer, juster, more sympath-
etic and more humanc socicty are co-
substantiated within the same demo-
cratic socialist project, of socialism in
freedom and of socialism with a human
face.

We do not wish to confuse socialism
with its totalitarian perversions. For us,
socialism will never be the one-party
system where the sole party holds the
pseudo “‘historical truth” in a state-
owned economy or one of state capital-
ism with a socialist appearance.

But we do not, cither, give to the
work socialism a vague and general
meaning where its traces are confused
with sentimental humanism or with a
greater social justice. For us, socialism
is a very concrete hope and not a simple
illusion. Socialism implies the final sep-
aration from capitalism.

For us, the nuclear idea of socialism

is based on every human being’s funda-
mental right to freely develop his or
her personality with a responsible and
committed participation in the political,
economic and cultural life of the society.

We conceive socialism as a complex
of very precise aspirations translated
into the idea of making common to all
men and women what is today still the
privilege of a few.

We conceive socialism as the introduc-
tion to democracy in greater and more
diversified sectors of our society, namely
the participation of every citizen in the
management of the city and of every
worker in the management of the enter-
prise, within a perspective of socializa-
tion opposed to the system of capitalist
accumulation and to the authoritarian
systems which give all absolute powers
to the state.

We also conceive socialism as the right
of all oppressed human beings to their
emancipation and to the defence of their
own cultural identity, refusing any forms
of political, social and economic domina-
tion or discrimination.

Socialism is the recognition of the
creative power of the great popular
movements and it cannot be confused
with the artificial or ingenuous cult of
“self-appointed representatives of the
working class”, nor confused with an
alienating and hypocritical religion of
“the party which incarnates the pro-
letariat”.

Socialism is also a permanent effort of
critical analysis and of reflexion on our
own ideas, programmes and policies
without falling into the net of pre-con-
cepts and dogmas imposed by those who
always appeal to some supposed revolu-
tionary authority.

In the kind of socialism that we be-
lieve in there is no place for any forms
of organized oppression or repression. It
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does not tolerate the sacrifice of demo-
cratic rights and civil liberties. It docs
not accept the violation of the most
elementary human rights in search of
benefits to preserve the interests of a
leading class or to preserve the privileges
of an all-powerful bureaucracy, especi-
ally in the name of the right of the
State.

The Struggle in Portugal

During the 48 years of dictatorship
and 13 years of colonial wars, the
struggle to defend human rights has
always been closely tied, in Portugal,
to the struggle for freedom and demo-
cracy.

Once dictatorship was eliminated and
the old colonies (today sovereign states)
attained the right to their independence,
the political and economic change in
Portugal towards socialism was disturbed
by the hegemonic pretention of a party
which came to the wrong revolution.
However, Lisbon in 1975 had nothing to
do with the St. Petersburg of 1917.

Human rights werc in danger and,
with them, the future of freedom and
democracy in my country. The history
of this dramatic period of Portugucse
life and the fundamental role played by
the Socialist Party, with the support and
solidarity of socialist and social-demo-
cratic parties of the Socialist Internation-
al, is well-known by all of you.

An English philosopher stated once
with much acutceness that certain Marx-
ists “‘underestimate the possibilitics of
politics and what they call formal lib-
erties”, deliberately ignoring the most
recent revival of Marxism which took
place in all the open societies of the
western world and almost exclusively in
these.

In reality democracies are always open
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to ideas and, especially, to ideas from
the opposition. Contrary to what certain
Marxists say, democracies are not alwavs
dictatorships in disguise and they have
the experience of being rcady to doubt
themselves. They know that much is
not what it should be. New ideas onlv
have their chance in open societies and
those who think that democracies are
dictatorships in disguisc forget that
dictatorships are essentially alike whether
they come from the left or from the
right.

Freedom of expression and the con-
frontation of ideas as well as the possi-
bility that this confrontation can in-
fluence the political life and the exercise
of power has, obviously, a price: dictat-
orships are in principle more stable than
open societies since the latter are exposad
to discussion and criticism.
© It is also not possible to doubt that
democracy is the most appropriate form
of state to the progress and defence of
human rights and the most flexible form
of human organisation as well as that
which better can fight against the diffi-
culties of our civilization.

Whether it is from the point of view
of the frecedom of opinion and expres-
sion, whether it is from the point of view
of political and trade union rights, the
one-party systems which call themselves
socialist present all the democratically
regressive characteristics in relation to
open and free societies.

In the one-party systems one sees
the absence of clectoral competition to
all power organs, no possibility of
criticism, protest or claims. They lack
respect  for minorities and marginal
groups and the possibilities of social
circulation of the hicrarchy arc few.

These reflections do not imply that we
should fecl completely satisfied with the

results already recached in democratic
societies. In reality, as Maurice Duverger
once stated with great courage: “There
is no political regime which is simulta-
neously socialist and democratic. All
socialist regimes are dictatorships and all
democracies are capitalist. That is, how-
ever, no proof that democratic socialism
is impossible to achieve.”

One of the fundamental questions
which open and democratic societies try
to answer today is exactly to find out —
on the one hand -— which are the nceds
and objectives of their institutions and
— on the other — which means should
be put into practice so that one is able
to overtake the stage of traditional re-
presentative democracy and achieve a
participatuing democracy. a rank and file
democracy. net onlv limited to universal
suffrage. to parliementary activity and
to the freedem to discuss and criticize,
but one which becomes general and
effective a1 zll levels of society. Namely,
in ihe economic. professional, cultural,
political 2ad irade umionist sectors and
open 0 mew farms of workers’ partici-
pation and to self-management.

These new democratic dimensions have
to me & very clear project in which
we socialists become deeply engaged.
The rue and authentic defence of
heman rights 1s deeply tied to the reali-
zatoa of that project.

Social Justice for All

Bui the real defence of human rights
15 aiso, and especially, connected to the
= that the richest nations show
1m comveriing their overflow reserved to
the few mmio social justice to all.

The preseni staie of the world con-
imues 1o characierize iself by a deep
cnsss 2ad by the constant aggravation of
the cozditions which separate a minority
oi rich cosatries from a majority of
poar ones where hunger and misery is
abuadani. We assist simultancously a
dangzrous degradation of our cnviron-
men:. The words, so full of humanism,
of Wiily Brandt at the beginning of this
congresy have impressed us all with deep
concern

Iz more than two-thirds of the world
the mosr elementary human rights are
not respected. Such a situation cannot
be tolerated. Ferocious dictators have
often come forward under the pretext
of fighting communism. It would be wise
not 1o forget that more than two-thirds
of all capitalist countries are hateful
dictatorships where no human rights are
respected.

We have to adopt urgently new forms
of development, otherwise we may find
that within a few years it may be too
late to find humane and just solutions.
Those new forms of development will
necessarily  require  deep  structural
changes as a natural conscquence of
new political, economic and technolo-




gical strategies, as varied as the situa-
tions to be modified.

As someone clearly stated once, the law
of the relations of force hesitates before
the evidence of the Jaw of reciprocity. It
is indispensable to guarantee a fearless
future and a type of life to mankind
where at least basic needs arc provided
for.

These needs are real rights. The need
of nutrition, housing, protection from
disease are natural rights of all men and
women. Their societies will have to
guarantee these things.

However, as vital as the right to
nutrition is cvery man and woman’s
right to education, {recdom of expres-
sion and information and the right to
own the produce of sclf labour, with
participation in the management of pro-
duction. As is the right to participate in
the political life of the country and to
defend one’s beliefs.

This means that the discussion of any
new forms of development cannot be
restricted to the objective of simply find-
ing the satisfaction of what we call basic
needs.

Any ncw development project which
aspires to be fair and feasiblc cannot
allow that rural or industrial workers
are excluded from any responsibility in
the production system, that scientific
research is exclusively submitted to
profit, that educational models are im-
posed to make students strangers to their
own culture or mere tools of production,
that any protests are reduced to silence
by force and that political prisoners still
abound and are tortured.

The world crisis and the international
atmosphere of tension in which we live
favour authoritarian formulas. It is thus
urgent to find new forms of dialogue
between states and governments. It is
urgent to find new tools within the
framework of international and supra-
national institutions capable of avoiding
new conflicts and capable of increasing
technical, cultural and economic co-
operation.

In this perspective, Europe has a de-
cisive role to play guarantecing peace and
security to all its states, increasing co-
operation between East and West,
assuming its part of the common re-
sponsibility in the dialogue between in-
dustrialised  countries,  oil-producing
countries and developing countries so
that the conflicts separating the rich
north from the poor south are over-
come.

Only that way will we reach peace in
our time. For us, Portuguese Socialists
engaged in the great tesk of national
reconstruction in freedom, peacc is the
indispensable condition to construct
socialism in respect for civil liberties,
the one appropriate way to guarantee the
cffective and real defence of human
rights.

THE SITUATION IN THE

\ L/
NORlY

Costa Rica’s emphasis
on the possible

Daniel Oduber

President of Costa Rica

Costa Rica is a country which is little
known in the developed world. Perhaps
this relative lack of knowledge owes its
origin to the fact that, in my country,
there is an abundance of those very
things which, nowadays, never hit the
headlines — social peace, democracy,
fully independent courts of law, a plural-
ist Parliament. Perhaps, too, Costa Rica
fails to make news — and therefore re-
mains unknown — because political
prisoncrs and torture do not exist, and
because we take no part in the ever-
increasing disrespect for human rights
which afflicts the world, nor in the arms
race which so many states, both devel-
oped and developing, are cngaging in.

We are, in fact, a state of two million
inhabitants in which there has been no
army since 1949, when the barracks were
turned into schoolrooms and museums;
in which universal suffrage is a way of

life; in which, in a word, the political
and social disasters which usually typify
the media image of Latin America in
the developed world are simply not to
be found.

Almost Unrivalled Stability

We have built up and strengthened a
range of political institutions which have
guaranteed to our people a level of stab-
ility almost unrivalled in other countries.
Thus, for example, our judiciary not
only enjoys real autonomy within its own
sphere, but has the necessary financial
resources to make its autonomy cffect-
ive In practice, since the constitution
itself provides for such resources. As
far as voting is concerned, in 1948 we set
up a Supreme Electoral Tribunal, which
functions quite separately from the
Executive and which is exclusively con-
cerned with matters relating to the
electoral process.

Costa Rica is among those nations
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which devote most resources per inhabi-
tant to the provision of education and
health services. In fact our expenditure
on education is now 120 times higher
than it was 25 years ago: more than half
of the total number of employees of the
central government work in this field.
As for health, it should be pointed out
that at present over 70 per cent of the

population is covered by our social
security system.
The high educational level of the

country, and the efforts which have been
made to improve the provision of welfare
and social security benefits, are clearly
reflected in the fall of the rate of growth
of the population, which until recently
was one of the highest in the world.

The economic growth of the nation
has been particularly noteworthy and has
gradually moved towards two basic
goals. On the one hand, we have aimed
at allowing small and medium-sized pro-
ducers a fairer share of the value of
what they themselves produce, while on
the other hand we have consolidated a
mixed-economy system in which the
Government and its institutions act as
promoters and use their influence to en-
sure a fairer distribution of wealth.
While the population has doubled in the
last quarter of a century, per capita
income has gone up from US3$300 in
1950, to $700 in 1973 and to more than
US$1,000 in 1976.

We are particularly proud of how we
handle public cxpenditure in Costa Rica.
The resources of the state are to a con-
siderable extent used to promote edu-
cation and health. One third of the
present national budget goes on educa-
tion, which absorbs 7 per cent of the
gross national product.

The devotion of Costa Ricans to the
rule of law is a tradition which goes
back to our very birth as an independent
nation. It is a tradition which lies at
the heart of the high level of respect for
democratic institutions which character-
izes our people, and also explains our
strong defence of the institution of poli-
tical asylum. Within the frontiers of our
tiny country we are at present giving
shelter to more than 4,000 political re-
fugees from a variety of latitudes and
ideologies.

We Costa Ricans have come this far
because, over several generations, we
have applicd the tencts and programmes
of democratic socialism; our banking,
insurance, railway, electricity and tele-
phone industrics are statc-owned; the
hospital system is state run, and in 1949
we abolished the army in the constitu-
tion. Qurs is a good example of how a
poor country can combine socialist
change with democracy.

Future Talks
But, although we are proud of our
achievements, we are still also fully
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aware that we still have a long way to
go and that many obstacles still remain
to be overcome. We¢ are not happy with
income distribution, which should be
fairer; nor with the efficiency of our
ever-growing state bureaucracy: nor with
the way in which our trade unions are
developing, fundamentally as bargaining
agents for sectional interests: nor. gen-
erally speaking, are we satisfied with the
sort of society which development is
creating in our country. Our desire to
build a fairer Costa Rica comes up
against major obstacles, mainly internal
in origin, but also of external origin
whose solution does not lie within our
powers.

Some of the greatest difficulties of a
small country like Costa Rica arise from
international trade relations. which un-
fairly obstruct our development efforts.

+ In fact, while financial and technical

resources are made available to us to
enable us to raise our export production,
restrictions are placed on our ability to
sell our goods to developed countries,
and world markets impose on us prices
which are [ar below anything that could
be called fair or reasonable.

The vulnerability of our economy and
our dependence on cxternal factors in
the economic field are, in themselves,
serious obstacles to balanced and assured
growth. But the same thing is true of the
technology and the cultural patterns
which we import from the industrialized
nations. These patterns have stimulated
in our population, and particularly
among the middle and upper strata, pat-
terns of consumption which are incom-
patible with our cultural values and with
the productive capacity of the nation.

Internally, Costa Rica’s experience
has confirmed that, as in other countries,
a high level of development can go hand-

in-hand with the increasing impoverish-
ment of certain groups in society. In
spite of the indirect redistributive mea-
sures which we have carried out by using
public expenditure — in the fields of
cducation, nutrition, health and social
security, for example or by direct
means such as incrcasing real wages,
there still remains a substantial sector
of the population which has no prospect
of socio-economic advancement.

We are convinced that we will have
to redouble our cfforts in this field and
push for what we have called the
“possible revolution”. The *‘possible
revolution™ is always held back by the
“impossible revolution”. People who are
ignorant of the history of a country and
of 1ts relations with countries which
have alreadv passed a number of stages
in their development frequently confuse
the possible and the impossible, or real-
ity and 1deals. To expound a revolution-
ary thesis which fails to take account of
the stage of development which a coun-
try has reached is to doom that very
thesis to failure. To expound a revolu-
tion which is an impossibility is to
strengthen those very forces which are
supposed to be destroyed by the revolu-
tion and. essentially, is to strengthen the
conservative position.

Making the World a Better Place

As we look at Latin America and its
relations with the developed world, we
do so from the vantage-point of the
Costa Rica whose main features 1 have
just described. Qur concerns in the world
of today are the product of our way of
life, of the values we respect and of the
difficulties which we seek to overcome.
So is the strength of our desire to con-
tribute to making this world a better
place.

We are, therefore, concerned about
those governments which, while commit-
ted internally to seeking ever-increasing
social justice, do not apply the same
criteria to their actions on the world
stage. The aim of international socialism
is to prevent the exploitation of man by
man or ol one nation by another. While
much has been achieved within various
countries, no change has taken place in
the economic relationship between rich
nations and poor nations. The prices of
the industrial products which you ex-
port from Europe to our countries en-
able your citizens to live well. The prices
of certain primary products which we
sell to your countries force us to live
badly. These double standards work
clearly to the disadvantage of poor
countries and allow selfishness to triumph
over solidarity. These practices should
be set aside by all social democratic
governments and this task is a task for
all of us here to solve together, rich
and poor.

We arc¢ particularly concerned that



many governments seem to think that for
Latin America, and for the Third World
in general, cconomic progress and main-
tenance of social progress are only pos-
sible under dictatorial governments, I
cannot say whether these governments
reach these conclusions through conven-
ience or ignorance, but in either case
they are mistaken. Who can say that the
reason for the relative underdevelop-
ment of Latin America is the failure of
democracy? Only those who are unaware
that most of Latin America’s past and
present has consisted of dictatorships.
It is not true that dictatorships are more
efficient and those of you who are from
Europe know that.

The tendency to think that there are
good dictatorships and bad dictatorships
— or to think that, for some countries,
dictatorships can be better than demo-
cracy — must be set aside by every
social democratic government.

We are concerned that many people
scem to assumec that for Latin America
this is a time of dictatorships. Victor
Hugo said that nothing is more powerful
than an idea whose time has come. I am
convinced that the liberation of Latin
America from poverty and underdevel-
opment must necessarily come with
democracy. There is no doubt that today
the outlook for our Latin American
subcontinent is somewhat bleak. A maj-
ority of countries and of people live
under dictatorships, but that does not
mean that the majority of the people
participate in the dictatorships or sup-
port them.

The greatest paradox is that the advo-
cates of left-wing dictatorship think they
are the only people struggling against
right-wing  dictatorships. They have
succeeded in impressing many young
people with this fallacy — particularly
when they have not seen the democracics
at their side. For such young people
democracy remains a dirty word associ-
ated with moncy-making and old-time
capitalism. Few know anything about
the new, aggressive and fair democracy
which you represent. This is another
task for the Socialist International: don’t
leave our young people with a simple
alternative capitalist dictatorship or
socialist dictatorship. For us here social-
ism and democracy must go together.

This is, precisely, the challenge for
democratic socialism in Latin America
today. Our Latin Amcrica needs free-
dom for its economic devclopment. Our
L.atin America needs freedom to put an
end to exploitation and dependence. Our
Latin America needs ideas to arouse
thousands of thousands of sleeping
democrats. Our [.atin America needs a
movement to usher in the first day of
real freedom. Our Latin America nceds
social democracy. Our challenge — that
of all of us — is to build that social
democracy.

The warp and woof

of freedom

Carlos Andres Perez
President of Yenezuela

The Socialist International is holding
this congress six months after the meet-
ing which we organised at Caracas [see
SOCIALIST AFFAIRS, July-October 19761,
together with eminent social democrats
from the parties that belong to the
Socialist International, and outstanding
figures in Latin American democracy
including the Caribbean area. The host
was the Democratic Action Party
(Partido Accion Democrdtica), now
ruling in Venezuela.

FEurope and Latin America know little
about one another. Trade relations are
not the right way to link them up to
increase their mutual knowledge and
communication. We have found that the
best prospects of bringing the two re-
gions closer to one another, of exchang-
ing cxperiences and establishing system-
atic contacts are offered by the ideolo-
gical ties that bind together the social
democratic and allied parties of Latin
America and Europe.

This is why T attach such tremendous
importance to the Caracas meeting,
which represented the first direct en-
counter between the social democratic
movements of FEurope and Latin
America, without any kind of intermed-
iaries or red tape. It had no predeter-
mined and specific objectives nor did it
attempt to reach definitc conclusions.
It heralded the beginning of a dialogue,
which should be institutionalized without
setting up a new organization or dupli-
cating existing aims and activitics. The
very informality of that meeting is likely
to have a remarkable impact, as it
brought together not only influential
representatives of the social democratic
parties but also individuals and members
of related parties in North America,
Latin America and other continents. We
must take advantage of the valuable
opportunities for mutual understanding

and solidarity which are afforded by an
open dialogue of this kind between the
leaders of the democratic political move-
ments, who are in touch with the current
thinking of social democracy.

Social Democracy’s Obligations

Social democracy cannot be just an
attitude of mind, that is diffused
throughout the world; it must coalesce
into a, comprehensive, consistent and
specific position on the basic questions
that the new political and economic
world order will have to solve, a posi-
tion transcending blocs and alliances
and encompassing both developed and
developing countries. Ideological ties are
one of the weapons of communism and
other international political movements,
and the major economic interests of the
capitalist system also conspire together
to impose their will. Social democracy,
within its diverse and essentially demo-
cratic structure, untrammelled by ideo-
logical dogma and inspired by the basic
principle of justice, offers unexampled
opportunities for constructing a plan
for world solidarity and peace founded
on a new international economic order.

What we are all agreed upon is that
neither capitalism nor communism is the
lodestar by which mankind should steer
its course in future. The conceptual force
of social democracy has the flexibility
and balance necessary for respecting the
basic rights of human beings who are
deprived of their freedom by the one
side and exploited by the other. Social
democracy is based on the principles-of
freedom and justice; it has a vital and
universal message, which can give a new
dimension to solidarity to raise it above
private interests and nationdl sentiments
of lesser importance. Only in this way
can mankind escape from the web of
confusion and frustration in which rich
and poor nations alike are caught.

Capitalism is in the midst of a crisis
from which no amount of financial and
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monetary manocuvres can rescue it, still
less gloss over the already intolerable
gap between the industrialized countries
and those of the Third World, to which
we in Latin America belong. In the
meantime, the so-called socialist coun-
tries are standing aloof or are being pre-
vented from fulfilling their duty to the
international community. While agree-
ing with and supporting the aspirations
of the Third World, they seem to think
it unnecessary to participate in decision-
making, thereby compounding the pre-
vailing state of conlusion while vaunting
the validity and justice of their own
experiments.

Capitalism has been grafted upon
democratic socicties, disfiguring their
true identity in thc process. It has

created a network of interdependent re--

lations on the basis of inequality, and
has instituted an international division
of labour that inexorably divides people
into exploiters and exploited. Latin
America, and vast areas of Africa and
Asia, are regarded as a source of de-
preciated raw materials which are ex-
changed for manufactures and tech-
nology at rising prices. Unless the system
of interdependence is restructured on the
basis of equivalence and equilibrium in
order to establish true solidarity between
people, as the very warp and woof of
freedom and justice, the structure of
western democracy is doomed to collapsc.

The unity of the Third World has
made it impossible for any group of
countries, however powerful, to impose
its will on others. The energy crisis and
the action taken by OPEC has startled
every country into the realization of its
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vulnerability, and of the vulnerability
of peace itself when founded on injustice
as it is now.

Lack of Co-operation

I believe that clarity and ‘rankness
are essential if the discussions at this
congress are to [ocus on the most im-
portant issues. It is imperative to co-
ordinate the actions of the social demo-
cratic partics of [atin America, Europe
and the other regions. We can no longer
act in terms of local conditions alone. At
the present time, there is no co-ordina-
tion even between countries where social
democratic or allied movements are in
power. This is how it seems to us in
L.atin America at least.

Moreover, we fcel that the justice,
equity and international co-operation
proper to the social democratic govern-
ments of Europe are not extended to the
developing countries. On the contrary,
some intrinsic features of capitalism
such as a well-developed competitive
sense and self-sceking seem to have crept
into the intcrnational conduct of the
social democrats in power, who turn a
blind eye to living conditions in the
marginal countries that are producers
of raw materials. The promotion of nat-
ional economic interests is contradictory
to the principles of socialist solidarity.
It is imperative to analyse in depth the
problem of international solidarity so
that social democracy can point the way
towards a new world of freedom and
justice.

The Sixth and Seventh Special Sessions
of the United Nations (General Assem-
bly and the third and fourth sessions of
the United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development (UNCTAD) are inex-
cusable examples of this contradiction,
which must be resolved through the ex-
tension of the universal and democratic
spirit of our movement. The conflict
will be dramatic but is unavoidable. The
privileges that now exist in trade re-
lations are not only irrational but also
intolerable. We must become the leaders
of the New International Economic
Order, and follow the progressive path
illuminated for us by the great principles
of social democracy.

Indivisibility of International
Community

Because of the lack of contact between
Europc and Latin America, despite our
traditional trade relations and the strong
influence of European culture on our
people, our points of view are not always
in harmony. Europeans find it difficult
to appreciate the true value of our ex-
periences the other side of the Atlantic,
but much can be done if the democratic
political partics move closer together.
Our duty to guide man to live in free-
dom and social justice, and the urgent
need to proclaim and achieve the in-

divisibility of the international commun-
ity, entail consistent thinking and action
on the part of international social demo-
cracy. In our philosophy there is neither
subordination nor hegemony; this is the
only way to establish true and lasting
peace on the basis of a New Inter-
national Economic Order.

Among the distinguished persons at
this congress there are leaders of in-
dustrial nations in Europe and prominent
figures in the political life of those coun-
tries. Their responsibilities are heavy.
They must often be deeply distressed by
the continuing contradictions, and the
apparent impossibility of settling the
controversy over the international econ-
omic order, which professes the highest
principles of social justice and solidarity
while preserving dependence and injust-~
ice, in order to deal with international
commitments and  pressures  that
urgently require a solution.

What we must recognize in all sin-
cerity in this forum of international
social democracy is that we can no longer
relv on short-term solutions. What is
needed is a plan to meet the pressing
demands of the world that is emerging
before our eves. a plan conceived by the
social democratic movements. We must
not delude ourselves into thinking that
we can remedy the crisis and the vast
differences between the industrial and
the developing countries by exerting
political pressure on spheres of influence
or by economic manipulation, and still
less by evading the commitment to
create a new International Economic
Order.

Nor can we shelve the problem by
taking up an optimistic attitude. If we
are to solve it by presenting social demo-
cracy to the international community as
the best doctrine and the most effective
system of government, we have to sub-
stantiate our claims by presenting a well-
constructed body of solutions to the
basic problems confronting international
solidarity. The question is not whether
the industrialized countries are ready to
tackle the cmergency. Vested interests
have an irresistible force, and only the
conviction that the world is rushing
headlong to economic disaster with all
its appalling consequences will give us
the necessary strength to resist those
interests. The solutions proposed must,
of course, be compatible with the real-
ities of the situation which cannot be
changed in the short run. But unless we
try to do something, political tension will
increase to the point at which it will
favour interests and aims that are com-
pletelv alien to those of the democracy
we are trying to establish throughout
the world.

Social democracy in Europe has a
tremendous responsibility to shoulder —
that of rectifying basic errors of attitude
towards the Third World.



The future challenge

Jean Ziegler

Swiss Social Democratic Party

The First International held its first
main congress in (Gceneva. It was there
that Marx confronted Bakunin, this was
in 1866, in an old house situated on the
other side of the lake. The delegates who
were present werc on the whole poor
men. They were being put up by Gencva
militants and, as Jules Humbert Droz
reminds us, many of them could not
even afford two meals a day. These men
had neither money nor power but they
were, as the Communards were to say
later, ‘“‘the ancestors of thc future”.
Today delegates of the Socialist Inter-
national meet in this hall, and here we
find the leaders of the establishment —
prime ministers, heads of state, mini-
sters, members of parliament, senators
— from about 40 countries of the world,
including some of the most powerful
ones. What has changed since 18667 My
reply will be in the form of a paradox:
both everything and nothing. Let me
explain this.

In the debate between Marx and
Feuerbach, T stand rcsolutely on the
side of the latter. There is only one
irreducible factor which is the very
esscnce of man and at the same time is
still unachieved, and that is the aware-
ness of man’s identity, the awareness of
our species. Twclve thousand men and
women starve to death each day on our
planet. According to the figures of the
FAQ, 200 million people will die before
the end of the century. The planet upon
which we live is nothing but a boneyard
and, as René Char said: “The pyramid
of martyrs overbearingly haunts the
earth”. Humanity does not exist as yet,
because for threc-quarters of the four
thousand million human beings on this
earth, life is nothing but a martyrdom.

Unshakeable Statements

The basic principles of the Inter-
national are unshakeable statcments em-
bodying the most deep-seated hopes of
man, the desire for frccdom and happi-
ness, the determination to form recipro-
cal and complementary relations with
others, to conquer poverty, hunger, in-
justice, inequality and exploitation: in
other words, the determination to build
a socialist world.

At the same time, however, the actual
concrete conditions for the making of
a socialist world have undergone tre-
mendous changes. The class struggle has
been extended to the whole world and
merges with the struggle against im-
perialism.

The victims today — be they struck
physically in their health or life expect-
ancy, or psychologically because of the
impossibility of exerting any freedom of
choice whatsoever — are no longer in
the main the industrial workers, or office
workers and intellectuals in the central
capitalist countries: they are the anony-
mous masses, mainly of rural origin, in
the oppressed peripheric countrics.

These people, who arc not represent-
ed in this hall, the absent shadows, the
peoples of the night, are the damned of
the earth, the proletarians of whom
Marx spoke. It is for them in the first
place that the International exists today.
We, who are the involuntary accomplices
of the capitalist system of the centre
countries, thereforc have first and fore-
most the responsibility gradually to dis-
mantle monopoly capitalism and its
train of humiliations in our centre
countries, and furthermore to work as
from now towards an alliance between
the dominated classes of the industrial
countries and the oppressed people of
the third world. However, no govern-
ment, even a socialist one, can organise
this struggle. It cludes the rationality

of bilateral and multilateral relationships
between states. It can only emerge from
a patient, forceful movement at grass-
roots. The International must breathe
life into this movement in a return o :is
origins; and this implies the need for
breaking with the past.

A Crucial Turning-Point

Here are some examples. Firstlv: soc-
ialism, its theory and its practice. were
born during the historical phase of thz
emergence, development and apotheos
of capitalism. Today they have come 0
a crucial turning-point.

Socialism fed and nourished the hopes
of men in the now industrialized coun-
tries and later supplied the theoretical
weapons for the liberation of the peoples
of the Third World. Everything that the
socialism of 1866 said about the people
and their dreams and plans remain true.
The peoples of the world, men everv-
where, look today towards socialism and
place their hopes in its contents where
it has been brought up to date. We are
at a crucial turning point. Socialism at
present must absorb new practical terms.
and the Socialist International would
lose its meaning if it did not undertake
this task as a matter of first priority.

The task is immense as it presupposes
changes that we are not yet prepared to
accept. The socialist struggle in Europe
had to be founded on the rational econ-
omic circumstances that led to the for-
mation of the industrialised countries. At
this point of change, socialists coming to
power in Europe are inheriting the trade
structures, the culture and economic
organisation of capitalism. This capital-
its development is based on profit ac-
cumulation, productivity without limits.
The burden of this past is enormous,
because it fundamentally mortgages the
life of the people in the Third World.
This means that the socialists in Europe
must have the courage to say to the
workers whom they govern that the
dismantling of imperialist trade struc-
tures will require real sacrifices on the
part of wage-carners in certain sectors.
As T said: the class strunggle today
merges with the struggle against im-
perialism.

The fact is that very large sections of
wage-earners in Europe are living upon
tmperialistic profits. They will necessarily
be called upon to make sacrifices during
the period of transformation of the world
trade structures now based on premises
of inmequality.
| == e n ]

The texts of introductory speeches
delivered by Egon Bahr (General Sec-
retary of the German Social Democratic
Party) on Helsinki — What Next? and
Anselmo Sule (Chairman of the Chilean
Radical Party) on Democratic Socialism
and Human Rights will be published in
a later issue of SOCIALIST AFFAIRS.
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RESOLUTIONS OF THE
GENEVA CONGRESS

The following are the full texts of
the resolutions adopted by the
13th Congress of the Socialist
International.

The political
situation

L. Introduction

Justice, democracy, peace and equal-
ity in international relations are the
fundamental principles guiding the act-
ions of socialists throughout the world.

The present crisis and international
tensions increase their obligation to seck
a new militant, more open and more
authentic  internationalism  wherein
socialism may [reely express itself.

The crisis in world capitalism, its con-
sequences for the working class and the
tensions resultant in international rela-
tions all clearly show that socialism, the
harbinger of hope and justice for all
peoples, is the only alternative to poli-
tical systems that generate conflict, dis-
order and injustice.

In a world that continues to be dom-
inated by the power politics of blocs that
are both rivals and accomplices, the
political forces gathered into the Social-
ist International and all those likely to
rally to them must come forward with
a different alternative.

More justice for mankind

We seek more justice within the con-
fines of each country and in relations
between peoples and, particularly, be-
tween the rich countrics and the poor
countries. Co-operation between social-
ist parties and the progressive harmon-
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ization of their policies towards devel-
opment on the basis of respect for sov-
ereignty, independence and the dignity
of nations constitute at the present time
an important contribution to world peace
and to establishing the universal nature
of socialism.

More liberty and democracy

Without democracy there is no social-
ism and without socialism there is no
democracy.

Since it rehabilitates man in the face
of oppression and aggression by capital-
ism and by communism, socialism 1s the
only possible meeting place for all
oppressed peoples, for all those who fight
for the respect of liberty and social
progress and for full responsibility of
the individual within society. Action by
the international socialist community is
therefore quite naturally directed to-
wards exposing encroachments on liberty
whenever and wherever they may
appear; by solidarity in the struggle by
all movements fighting for self-deter-
mination and social liberation and to-
wards the adoption of policies that
favour individual fulfilment in a society
that will be more humane, more just and
more free — in a word, socialist.

More peace

Finally, pcace is indispensable for the
achievement of the .general aims of
socialism. The chief object of inter-
national socialism is to substitute co-
operation amongst peoples for confront-
ation between states. In this spirit, the
socialist parties and the tens ol millions
of men and women gathered together
beneath their flags can influence the
course of cvents wherever in the world
the destiny of mankind is being shaped.

II. International détente and
co-operation
Peace is a continuous creation. Soc-
ialists who, throughout the world, have
actively contributed to the progress of
detente feel that it can and should be
still further extended, strengthened and
consolidated. Every cffort will be directed
towards this permanent goal. The Social-
ist International therefore calls on all
member parties to give precedence to
dialogue between all nations, on the
basis of equality of rights and duties and
of respect for the identity and sover-
eignty of the states.

Recognizing that the progress of
détente has been achieved and main-
tained only through the effective parti-
cipation of two super-powers, the Social-
ist International nevertheless refuses to
acknowledge partition of the world
between two immovable and opposing
blocs that produce tension and run the
risk of dangerous confrontation as a
permanent fact of international relations.

It considers that the extension of
détente must lead to greater co-opera-
tion between the nations, thus progress-
ively reducing the sources of conflict and
grounds for intervention by the great
powers in fields that encroach upon the
sovereignty and independence of states.

Détente is in fact a sustained advance
which must make itself felt in both bi-
lateral and multilateral negotiation. The
present negotiations on the reduction of
armed forces must be the first priority
for this undertaking.

Agreements once achieved must be
implemented and maintained by the
gradual institution of an international
system of crisis control.



III. The C.S.C.E.

The Socialist International Congress
welcomes the outcome of the Confer-
ence on Security and Co-operation in
Europe. It considers that the Final Act
acceded to by all 35 states represented
at Helsinki formed an important stage
in the development of Iiast-West rela-
tions and in the prospects for a strength-
ening of European security.

The Socialist International Congress
reaffirms its intention to contribute to-
wards the implementation of the Final
Act.

It invites all the states concerned to
encourage real progress, before the Bel-
grade Conference in 1977, in the imple-
mentation of the following points:

@ regular political consultations at bi-
lateral and multilateral level;

@ the improvement of economic rela-
tions between states;

@® co-operation on joint projects, parti-
cularly with regard to the environ-
ment, health, energy, communica-
tions, culture and education;

@® professional frcedom of action for
journalists and the distribution of
cultural media throughout all
countries; and

@® wider facilities for the free circula-
tion of ideas, persons and the
reunion of families.

IV. International Disarmament
and Security

Disarmament and controls on arma-
ments and traffic in arms are of vital im-
portance to the whole world in view of
escalation of the arms race and dcter-
loration in the economic situation of the
majority of countrics.

The Socialist International calls for
an immediate halt to the proliferation
of nuclear capability through the control
of nuclear weaponry, controls on the
export and import of fissile material and
related technology, a ban on nuclear
testing and the creation of dc-nuclear-
ized zoncs.

[t considers, moreover, that substan-
tial progress could be achieved in the
process of armaments control by agree-
ments to prohibit chemical and bacter-
iological warfare and wecapons that
destroy the environment.

For the Socialist International, the
ultimate objective continues to hc that
of gencral disarmament. It invites all
governments to take suitable steps to
endow this great humanitarian under-
taking with real content.

In the existing situation, lasting sec-
urity for the world cannot be achieved
merely through cquilibrium between the
power-blocs on the basis of shared
spheres of influcnce.

Nor can it be brought about by a
balance negotiated between the super-
powers alone.

Nor, indeed, can it result from uni-
lateral disarmament or disengagement.
None of these formulae can adequately
guarantee the security of nations: on the
contrary, they are likely to occasion
dangerous imbalance at the heart of the
continent of IFurope, creating intolerable
pressurcs on the smaller European
powers.

In this context, the Socialist Inter-
national recognizes the desirability of
the fastest possible conclusion of the
SALT 1II negotiations between the
United States and the Soviet Union, so
that a reduction in both the quantity
and quality of stratcgic armaments may
be attained. Through such an agreement,
progress in the eventual reduction of
conventional arms would be feasible. As
regards the particular question of Euro-
pean security, the Socialist Intcrnational
emphasizes the importance it attaches
to the Vienna negotiations on the mut-
ual reduction of forces, which must be
aimed at achieving true military détente,
backed by effective, balanced and con-
trolled arms-limitation agreements within
the area of Central Europe.

The Socialist International feels that
such reductions must initially be aimed
essentially at forces and armaments of
states who are strangers to the area, and
eventually at the level of forces and
armaments of states within the area, in
an effective search for greater security
for all the nations concerned.

V. The United Nations

The Socialist International reaffirms
the spirit and the lctter of the resolution
adopted by its Vienna Congress in 1972,
holding that the United Nations is a
universal world organization in which
all nations, great and small, can meet on
an equal footing and in mutual under-
standing, and in which they can put their
case without resorting to procedures that
are contrary to the spirit of the Charter.

Faithful to the principle of the uni-
versality of the United Nations, en-
croachments on which it could never
countenance, the Socialist International
considers that the U.N. constitutes a
forum which must remain privileged. It
once again calls on its member parties
to strengthen this international organiza-
tion and, in particular, its specialist
agencies such as UNESCO, the FAO,
the UNCTAD, the ILO, etc., and the
development and solidarity programmes
that are their concern, so as to make
them more efficient instruments for
effective co-operation between all statcs,
which, in the final analysis, is the
essential condiion of peace.

VI. A still threatened world

The continuation of the crisis in -the

Middle East endangers the prospects for
peace not only in that region but it also
threatens the progress of détente between
East and West. The Socialist Internation-
al expresses its satisfaction over the
disengagement agreements signed be-
tween Israel and Egypt and Syria, and
most particularly the interim agreement
concluded between Israel and Egypt on
September 1, 1975.

The Socialist International emphasizes
the importance of ensuring that a peace
settlement between Israel and its neigh-
bouring states be based on negotiations
and agreement between the parties in
accordance with Security Council reso-
lutions 242 and 338, and not be imposed
upon them from outside. It calls, there-
fore, for the reconvening of the GGeneva
peace conference on the basis of the
two aforementioned resolutions and the
original letter of invitation.

The Socialist International acknow-
ledges and respects the right of all
peoples to self-detcrmination and to live
in peace within secure and recognized
boundaries.

The Socialist International, being con-
cerned with the escalation of the arms
race in the Middle East, calls upon the
parties concerned to start immediate
negotiations on arms reduction.

The threat to peace is manifest also
in southern Africa. While great strides
have been made, the battle for freedom
and development in the continent has not
been won. Africa’s economies are at the
mercy of the economic self-interest of
the advanced nations. Millions of
African people are still under colonial
rule, and their struggle for freedom has
become a batileground for great-power
rivalry.

The Socialist International must work
for a truly independent Africa, free from
domination from any source. The peoples
of Africa must not become the pawns
of great-power confrontation. The
economic help they receive must not
enslave them to other countries’ ccon-
omic interests or political philosophies.
The last remnants of colonial subjuga-
tion must be removed. Above all, there
can be no peace in Africa until the
evil doctrine of apartheid has been
eradicated.

Neutrality towards the existing and
coming struggles in southern Africa is
impossible. Betwecen the exploiters and
the exploited there is no middle ground.
Action must be taken designed to end
a system which is both evil in itself and
a threat to peace. The Socialist Inter-
national supports those who are striving
for an alternative structurc. The main
force against the status quo will be the
struggles of the peoples of southern
Africa themselves.

The key to the whole situation in
southern Africa is South Africa itsell.
The Socialist International is totallv op-
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posed to the apartheid régime and is
committed to the establishment of uni-
versal suffrage in South Africa. A major
contribution to this end can be made by
the international labour movement.

We call upon all governments to end
their unhealthy involvement with apar-
theid. This disengagement must include:
aid for liberation movements, an initia-
tive at the United Nations for manda-
tory economic sanctions against South
Africa, and the prohibiting of export to
South Africa of any equipment which
would enhance that country's military
capacity.

The Socialist International is similarly
committed to majority rule in an inde-
pendent Namibia. Recognizing that the
main force for achieving this will be the
people of Namibia themselves, the first
priority should be to give support to the
liberation movement of Namibia,
SWAPO.

In Zimbabwe (Southern Rhodesia), the
Socialist International is firmly commit-
ted to the principle of majority rule
based on universal and equal suffrage
and hopes that this will be achieved in
a very short time.

VII. Socialism and the Rights
of Man

Devoted as a matter of principle to
defending the fundamental rights of the
individual, the Socialist International
considers that only democratic socialism
is capable of meeting the deepest aspira-
tions of mankind.

Only democratic socialism can pro-
tect and guarantee the rights of man and
mitigate the sequel to colonialism, the
shame of apartheid and the survival of
racism and of racial discrimination.

The international socialist movement
therefore rejects as contrary to its nat-
ure and to its ideals, any form of dis-
crimination whether based on sex, creed
or race.

It repudiates, above all, the persistence
of aspects of political and economic
domination which, in too many coun-
tries, still affect the status of women
and prevent their truc cmancipation.

The Socialist International, finally,
condemns terrorism in all its forms as a
means of political action, whether
applied by governments or by political
movements. Terrorism has never resolv-
ed social or economic conflict; it merely
adds useless violence to injustice.

In today’s world, capitalism and com-
munism continue to express the major
forms of oppression in modern society,
both by sacrificing democratic rights and
civil liberties in the search for profit and
preservation of the interests of the ruling
class, and by serving to maintain thc
privileges of an all-powerful burcau-
cracy.

For those peoples who seek to achieve
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or consolidate their independence, for
those men who are fighting lor their
liberty, respect for their fundamental
rights, an end to incquality and an end
to alienation of all kinds, the only al-
ternative to capitalism and to com-
munism is — socialism.

Internutiqnul
economic
solidarity

The capitalist unplanned frec-market
economic system which dominates most
of the world has failed abjectly to pro-
vide harmonious economic solutions be-
tween the nations or an adequate stand-
ard of living for more than a minor part
of mankind. It has resulted in a con-
dition in which the machinery of ex-
change, distribution and consumption
has developed far too slowly to keep
pace with rapid progress in the instru-
ments and technology of production.
The consequence is that, between the
nations as well as within each nation,
there are gross and unacceptable dis-
parities in living standards: on the
global scene we witness the obscene
spectacle of poverty in the midst of
plenty, with millions of producers un-
able to find work to make the goods
which hundreds of millions of consum-
ers desperately want but have no hope
of acquiring. Not only docs this con-
stitute a condition of economic anarchy
and injustice: in addition, the envious
eyes which the starvelings of the south-
ern hemisphere cast upon the affluence
of the northern hemisphere constitute an
ever-present danger to the stability and
peace of the world.

That manifest failure of international
capitalism points to the necd for an
entirely new approach to international
economic problems, and that entirely
new approach, breaking away from the
outdated and discredited modes of the
past, can only be, and must be, a social-
ist approach.

(1) The purpose of development must
be to secure the basic needs of all pcople.
These basic needs comprise, inter alia,
food, housing, clothing, health, educa-
tion and work.

(2) A growth process which benefits
only the wealthiest minoritics and which
increases, or even maintains, inequalities
between and within countries cannot be
accepted.

(3) Tt is recognized that the concept of
development, in its broad scnse, is not
limited to the satisfaction of basic needs
alone.

Development also includes the attain-
ment of basic non-material goals, such
as freedom of expression, freedom of be-

lief and freedom for each individual to
contribute to the shaping of the future
for himself and his children, within his
own society.

(4) However, the satisfaction of basic
material needs is a prerequisite which
must be met first in order that man may
be able to enjoy and benefit from free-
dom and values in the spiritual field. The
satisfaction of basic material needs in all
strata of mankind can be obtained only
through radical and vigorous national
and international action based on, and
inspired by, a new sense of solidarity
throughout human society.

(5) This sense of solidarity must also
extend to future generations. Conse-
quently policies of development must be
shaped and pursued in such a manner
that our planet’s resources and the en-
vironment are not violated.

(6) The new urge towards economic
solidarity must find practical expression
in all fields of human cnterprise and
condition economic rclations both be-
tween and within nations.

(7) Thus, countries which are in a priv-
ileged financial position should provide
massive money transfers on concession-
ary terms to the less privileged nations.
These transfers should be on a scale
which will effectively diminish inequal-
ities between the diffcrent parts of the
world.

(8) It is realized that financial transfers
alone will not bring about an elimination
of existing disparities.

(9) They must therefore be supple-
mented by other measures in the econ-
omic, trade policy and monetary fields.
It is recognized that the automatic oper-
ation of the market mechanism is not
liable to create conditions of equality
and justice. On the contrary, in most
cases it tends to increase the power and
wealth of the stronger to the detriment
of the weaker. Consequently, nations
must be willing, in appropriate ways, to
take corrective measures to create a
massive redistribution of wealth and
income.

(10) Such measures should form part
of the new international economic order
on which a start was made at the Sixth
and Seventh Special Sessions of the
General Assembly of the United
Nations. Efforts towards creating a new
international economic order, based on
principles of solidarity and comprising
the whole of mankind, must be vigor-
ously pursued.

(11) In order to be able to fulfil the
various tasks which the new internation-
al economic order will impose on us, and
in order to solve the existing economic
problems created by unemployment,
stagnation and rising price levels, the
industrialized countries must be prepared
to intervene dircctly and cffectively in
economic operations. The [following
measures will be required:



@ full utilisation of productive re-
sources, together with policies on
investment, credits, profits, prices
and incomes designed to curb in-
flation and to eliminate unjustifi-
able inequalities in wealth and
income between different strata
of society;

@ the disposal of economic power
throughout the community and
the development of democratic
processes in the workplace;

@® mproved methods of control of
capital movements and of trans-

actions carried out by multi-
national companies across
frontiers:

@ extensive government interven-

tion, through public ownership or
control, in economic enterprises
in order to secure, whilst main-
taining full employment, better
opportunities for increased im-
ports of industrial products from
the developing countries;

@ co-operation between countries to
facilitate the flow of trade, to
ensure sound economic develop-
ment and to finance deficits on
current account for countries ex-
periencing special difficulties; and

@® the transfer of technology and
know-how from developed to
developing countries.

(12) An important part of a policy of
global solidarity must be the manage-
ment of resources and of the environ-
ment. Thus, international regimes must
be set up for the exploitation of com-
mon property resources which are out-
side national jurisdiction. This applies
particularly to the massive resources of
the ocean and the seabed. The principal
aims underlying the common manage-
ment of property resources must be a
just and equitable distribution of these
resources through a policy preserving
the balance with nature and in solidarity
with future generations.

(13) In accordance with a policy of
solidarity, no state should use its riches
from various natural resources as a
means of political or economic pressure
directed against other states. All states
should, on the contrary, strongly en-
deavour to reach international agrce-
ments which would ensure an equitable
allocation of resources to the bencfit of
all mankind.

(14) The principle of solidarity must
extend to the fields of science and tech-
nology, which must also, to a greater
extent, be directed towards satisfying the
basic needs of all people.

(15) However, given the magnitude
and complexity of the task, internation-
al action towards more just and equit-
able relations throughout the world will
not in itsclf be successful unless com-
plemented by internal policies in every
state. Only through the intcrplay of

national and international policies,
geared towards the primary aim of de-
velopment for all, based on a deep sense
of solidarity, and in collaboration with
nature and future generations, can
peace and justice be secured and a
future for mankind envisaged.

(16) Therefore, all governments and
parties of the Socialist International
should make it their primary aim to
carry out the policies set out in this
declaration.

Latin America

The Socialist International deplores
the spread of military dictatorship in
Latin America. These repressive regimes
have destroyed political, cultural and
trade union freedoms and the free press,
and have imprisoned and murdered trade
unionists and democrats.

These régimes have institutionalized
the use of terrorism and torture. It is
also of particular concern that people
are simply disappearing in both Chile
and the Argentine and in the latter case,
this includes political refugees from all
over Latin America. Persecution is
commonplace.

The Junta in Chile has recently an-
nounced that it will release most of its
political prisoners. HHowever, the fact is
that this refers only to those detained
and not to those already condemned or
awaiting trial. The Socialist Internation-
al denounces this attempt to appease
international public opinion for the sham
it clearly is.

In the Argentine Republic tens of
thousands have been detained without
trial and more have disappeared into
concentration camps. The names of most
are unknown. Yet morc have been
murdered by death squads, later attri-
buted to guerilla skirmishes. One case
is that of Hipolito Solari Irigoyen who
was kidnapped and later turned up in
prison. The Socialist International de-
mands his release.

Within l.atin America, Brazil is one
of the key elements and the Socialist
International believes that human rights,
the rule of law and effective democracy,
which have been massively eroded in
the last few years, must be re-establish-
ed. For some years, too, the United
States Government has armed, trained
and supported the Brazilian military to
play a major role in Latin America.

It is clear that pressure from the
Socialist International and its member
parties has had and can have a positive
effect in the field of human rights.- The
Socialist International will make greater
efforts to follow up past initiatives. This
endeavour will be intensified and extend-
ed to regimes such as those in Nicaragua,
Guatecmala, Haiti, the Dominican Re-
public, Bolivia, Uruguay and Paraguay.

It should be remembered that the
economies of those dictatorships are not
strong. They are dependent on foreign
trade and therefore sensitive to any
measures taken against them by their
trading partners. The Socialist Inter-
national and its member parties must
give deep and urgent consideration to
possible economic sanctions against these
régimes where they are deemed appro-
priate. This must include a rcappraisal
of aid programmes and banking and
financial transactions.

Members of the Socialist International
should understand and accept the rea-
sons for Latin America joining in the
call for a New International Economic
Order. Venezuela and Mexico have been
particularly active in promoting this
concept which includes the nationaliza-
tion and recovery of natural resources.
The Socialist International particularly
welcomes the creation of SELA (Latin
American Economic System) and of the
Caribbean Merchant Fleet.

The Socialist International must be
concerned that attempts are being made
to establish South Atlantic defence
cooperation between, on the onc hand,
Brazil, the Argentine, Chile and Uruguay,
and on the other, the racialist régime in
South Africa. The aim is twofold; to
strengthen those régimes politically and
to stifle by whatever means attempts to
achieve freedom and democracy. The
result would be a further threat to peace.
The situation will be exacerbated too if
the supply of arms and nuclear tech-
nology to this area is not curbed. Soc-
ialist governments have a particular
responsibility in this respect.

The United States will play a decisive
role in determining the future of Latin
America. The member-parties of the
Socialist International should therefore
use their influence to persuade the new
Administration to undertake a funda-
mental review of their policies towards
military dictatorships in Latin America
and the activities of multinational com-
panies. It must be hoped that this review
will include recognition of Panama’s
right to exercise sovereignty over the
Canal Zone. In this direction, the Social-
ist International considers the lifting of
sanctions by the Organization of
American States against Cuba as a
positive step.

The Socialist International reaffirms
its support for all those struggling for
freedom and democracy within Latin
America. The Socialist International
pledges itself to increase, by political and
economic means, its assistance to the
remaining constitutional governments.

The Socialist International will pursue
policies designed to assist economic and
social development in the region, aiming
to effect a radical re-distribution of
wealth and the recognition of basic
human rights.
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NEW STATUTES OF THE
INTERNATIONAL

New Statutes of the International
adopted by 13th Congress of the
Socialist International.

The Socialist International is an assoc-
iation of parties which scek to establish
democratic socialism as formulated in
the Frankfurt Declaration of 1951.

Purpose of the Socialist
International
The purpose of the Socialist Inter-
national is:
strengthen relations between the
ated parties and to co-ordinate their
tical attitudes by consent;
this end, the Socialist International
« .l seek to extend the relations between
tne Socialist International and other
Socalist-orientated parties not in mem-
oership which desire cooperation.

Composition of the Socialist
International
Socialist International consists of:
Member parties,
# =t shall have the right to speak and
:=. and the obligation to pay
o fees to the Socialist Inter-

= Fraternal organizations,

sem= :he International Council of
oo Democratic Women and the
=er==t.onal Union of Socialist Youth,

%% a2zl have the right to speak and

Cassultative parties,
“ % % have the right to speak but
Bl mec exercise a vote;

(4) Associated organizations,

of an international or regional character
recognized by the Socialist International,
which shall have the right to speak, but
shall not exercise a vote.

Organs of the Socialist
International

The following organs of the Socialist
International shall serve its purpose:
@® the Congress of the Socialist Inter-

national

@ the Bureau of the Socialist Inter-
national

@® the Finance and Administration

Committee of the Socialist Inter-
national

@ the Secretariat of
International

the Socialist

Organization of the Socialist

International
(1) The Congress

The Congress is the supreme body of
the Socialist International. It proclaims
its principles, determincs its Statutes
and, on the recommendation of the
Bureau of the Socialist International, de-
cides by a two-thirds majority of all the
members upon the admission and status
of new members and of organizations in
relation to the Socialist International.
The Congress shall receive a report of
activities for the period since the last
Congress.

The Congress, to be convened by the
Bureau, will meet regularly every second
year. The Bureau will decide its time
and place, and draw up its agenda.

Voting rights in the Congress

Member Parties shall have the right to
vote and to speak. The Fraternal Or-
ganizations, International Council of
Social Democratic Women and Inter-
national Union of Socialist Youth, shall
have the right to speak and to vote.

Consultative Parties and Associated
Organizations shall have the right to
speak but not to vote.
Representation at Congress

The delegations of Member Parties
and Fraternal Organizations shall be
limited to six members and of Consult-
ative Parties and Associated Organiza-
tions to two.
Expulsion of parties

Decisions to expel parties and organi-
zations from membership may be taken
only by the Congress by a majority of
two-thirds of parties voting.

(2) The Bureau

The Bureau of the Socialist Interna-
tional shall consist of all Member Parties
and the IUSY and the ICSDW, each
having one vote.

The Bureau shall establish
rules of procedure.

The Bureau shall make all necessary
decisions of policy and principle between
meetings of the Congress, and make
recommendations to the Congress con-
cerning new members, suspensions and
expulsions and amendments to the
Statutes.

The Bureau shall propose to the Con-
gress a candidate for General Secretary.

The Bureau convenes the Congress. In
addition, the Bureau shall have the right

its own



1o convene special conferences, expert
conferences, regional conferences, the
Socialist International Research Council,
as well as study groups, to appoint the
chairmen and secretaries of these bodies,
and to determine their terms of
reference.

The Bureau shall convene at least
once a year a conference of the party
leaders. The convening of party leaders’
conferences shall follow procedures laid
down by the Bureau.

The Bureau approves the annual bud-
get, presented by the Finance and
Administration Committee.

The Bureau shall mect at least twice
in each calendar year.

(3) The Finance and Administration
Committee

The Finance and Administration Com-
mittee shall consist of seven member
parties and fraternal organizations
elected by the Bureau from among the
Bureau members. The Finance and
Administration Committee will consider
reports and recommendations from the
Bureau, the General Secretary, and in-
dividual members of the Bureau. It will
supervise the financial administration of
the Socialist International and recom-
mend to the Bureau the scale of dues
to be levied by the International.

The Finance and Administration Com-
mittee shall, on behalf of the Bureau,
approve the complement of the secret-
ariat’s staff and the terms of their
engagement.

The quorum of the Finance and
Administration Committee shall be four
member parties. The Finance and Ad-
ministration Committee shall meet at
least twice in each calendar year. It shall
prepare and recommend to the Bureau
a budget for the following year.

Finance
The Secretariat’s expenditure shall be
covered by:

@ affiliation fees from the Member
Partics;

@ contributions from fraternal and
associated organizations and Con-
sultative Partics;

@ donations.

(1) Affiliation fees

The afiliation fees and contributions
shall be fixed in relation to finances and
membership of parties and organizations.

Parties and organizations are eligible
to attend and to vote at meetings of the
Socialist International provided they
have fulfilled their financial obligations
up to and including the present calendar
year by June 30.

(2) Properties and Reserve Fund

The freehold and leasehold properties
as well as the Reserve Fund of the
Socialist International shall be vested in

three Trustees. The Trustees may act by
a majority and may in emergencies allow
any property to stand and to remain in
the name of a nominee trust corporation.

The appointment of the Trustees shall
be effected by a Resolution passed by a
two-thirds majority vote at a meeting
of the Bureau and the powers and duties
of the Trustees shall be similarly deter-
mined. The term of office for the trustes
shall be one year or as determined by the
Bureau.

(3) Lay Auditors

Three lay auditors shall be appointed
by the Bureau to inspect the accounts
of the Socialist Intcrnational on a
quarterly basis.

Officers of the Socialist
International

(1) The President,

who shall be elected by the Congress of
the Socialist International. He shall be
eligible for two two-year terms.

(2) The Vice-Presidents,

who shall be elected for a single two-
year term by the Congress of the
Socialist  International. The number
of Vice-Presidents shall be a minimum
of two.

The President, or a Vice-President
present, shall preside at all meetings of
Congress and Bureau. The President and
Vice-Presidents will have the right to
attend all meetings of the Socialist Inter-
national.

(3) The General Secretary,
shall be elected by Congress on the pro-
posal of the Bureau. The General Sec-

retary shall supervise the administrative
functions of the Secretariat and be re-
sponsible for the organization of meet-
ings held under the auspices of the
Socialist International. He will in addi-
tion be responsible for the archives and,
subject to the endorsement of the
Finance and Administration Committee,
engage the Secretariat’s staff and fix the
terms of their engagement. He shall pre-
pare financial statements and budget
estimates for consideration by the
Finance and Administration Committee.
In consultation with the President and
any two Vice-Presidents, he will take
such decisions as are necessary in be-
tween meetings of the Bureau.

Officers of the Bureau

(1) The Chairman of the Finance and
Administration Committee,

shall be elected by the Finance and

Administration Committee. He shall pre-

side over all meetings of the Finance and

Administration Committee. He should

be consulted by the General Secretary

on urgent financial and administrative
matters in between meetings of the
Finance and Administration Committee.

(2) Honorary Treasurer

The Bureau will be empowered to
appoint, at its discretion, an Honorary
Treasurer. His powers and duties shall
be similarly determined.

Change in the Statutes

Amendments to the Statutes can be
made only by the Congress, on the re-
commendation of the Bureau, and by a
majority of two-thirds of the parties and
organizations voting.

SOCIALIST AFFAIRS SUBSCRIPTION RATES

Ordinary Party Members’ Price

Subscription Subscription Single Copy
Austria Sch.312.50 236.00 53.00
Belgium Frs.594.00 443.75 100.00
Denmark Kr. 90.65 68.00 16.00
France Frs. 67.00 50.15 12.00
Germany DM 43.75 32.50 7.50
Great Britain £ 5.00 3.75 1.00
Italy Lit. 7,500 5,625 1,300
Netherlands Fls. 42.50 31.90 7.10
Norway Kr. 87.50 66.25 16.00
Sweden Kr. 65.00 49.50 11.50
Switzerland Frs. 49.25 37.00 8.50
United States $ 15.00 10.00 3.00
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CONFERENCES——————

Historic Congress of

Spanish Socialists

PSOE Congress. (left to right) Willy Brandt, Frangois Mitterrand and Felipe Gonzalez

The Spanish Socialist Workers” Party
(PSOE) held its 27th congress in Madrid
on Dec. 5-8 — the first time the party
had been allowed to mect legally on
Spanish soil since the Civil War. Cele-
brating this historic return to open poli-
tical activity after more than 40 years
of clandestine existence were about
1.000 delegates from all parts of Spain
and from PSOE overseas fedcerations,
together with some 200 guests from the
PSOE’s fraternal parties of the Socialist
International as well as from other
parties and movements.

Leading the fraternal delegations was
the newly-elected President of the Social-
ist International, Willy Brandt, accom-
panied by a strong contingent from the
German Social Democratic Party. Also
present werc Francois Mitterrand (First
Secretary of the French Socialist Party),
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Olof Palme (Chairman of the Swedish
Social Democratic Party), Anseimo Sule
(Chairman of the Chilcan Radical
Party), Ina van der Heuvel (Chairman
of the Dutch Labour Party), Michacl
Foot (Deputy Leader of the British
Labour Party), Pictro Nenni (former
leader of the Ttalian Socialist Partv), Pier
Luigi Romita (Secrctary of the Italian
Social Democratic Party), Lydie Schmidt
(Chairman of the Luxembourg Socialist
Labour Party), Reiulf Steen (Chairman

of the Norwegian Labour Party),
Edmond Leburton former leader of
the Belgian Socialist Party), Hannes

Androsch  (Austrian  Vice-Chancellor)
and Jos¢ Francisco Pefa Gomez (Gen-
eral Secrctary of the Dominican Revo-
lutionary Party).

Other parties of the International
represented included those of Argentina,

Denmark, the United States, Finland,
Ireland, Isracl, Portugal, Switzerland and
Venczuela, as well as the International
Council of Social Democratic Women,
the International Union of Socialist
Youth and the International Falcon
Movement. The General Secretary of
the  Socialist  International, Bernt
Carlsson, was also present.

The strength of the representation
from within the Socialist International
testified to the gencral conviction, as
expressed by Willy Brandt in his speech
to the congress, that without a strong
Socialist Party Spain would not achieve
a durable social or political peace in its
transition to representative democracy.
That democracy had in fact already
come to Spain was asserted by Olof
Palme, who received great applause from
the delegates when he explained that he
was talking not about official Spain but
about the real Spain of the people.

However, perhaps the most emotional
moment came when octogenarian Pietro
Nenni, a veteran of the Civil War and
the Garibaldi Brigade, came to the
rostrum to speak and was greeted by a
rousing rendering of The Internationale
in Spanish. Never was the special place
which the Spanish struggle for demo-
cracy has in the hearts of socialists
everywhere more perfectly illustrated.

In his opening address to the congress,
Felipe Gonzalez (the PSOE general sec-
retary) stated that the Socialists were
willing to enter a pact with the other
democratic opposition forces in Spain
to provide the country with a democratic
constitution after the general elections
expected in 1977 and “to get rid of the
last vestiges of the Franco regime”. Such
a pact, he said. would include a wide
spectrum of parties ranging from the
Christian Democrats to the Communists.
He added that the Communists must be
allowed to participate legally in the
elections if the Government's pledges on
the transition to democracy were to be
taken in good faith by the opposition.

As regards future party policy, the
PSOE general secretary said that his
party stood for central planning, a
strengthened public sector and the in-
troduction of a progressive taxation
system. Spain was an “incredibly unequal
society” in the latter respect, he said,
with direct taxation representing only
1.4 per cent of total fiscal revenues com-
pared with 32 per cent in Britain.

Much of the proceedings of the well-
organized and highly disciplined congress
was  concerned  with  elaborating  the
party’s policy lines and ideological
orientation for the coming crucial period
of Spanish history

A statement adopted by the congress
reiterated the party’s identity as a ““class
party, Marxist and democratic”  and
opposed the idea of reforming capitalism:



=z the same time it stressed the PSOE’s
adherence to pluralist democracy and
sejected the concept of the dictatorship
of the proletariat. It also affirmed that
the “degree of pressure to be exercised
in achieving a socialist society” would
depend on “‘the resistance put up by the
bourgeoisie in the face of the demo-
cratic rights of the people”: moreover,
the rights of the majority would have to
be respected and achievements obtained
by the workers would be made “irre-
versible” through workers® control.

On economic policy the congress
adopted proposals for basic structural
changes and for 650.000 million pesetas
($10,000 million) of new taxation a year
to finance expanded welfare plans and
the creation of new jobs for Spain’s one
million unemployved. The congress drew
up a charter of women’s rights including
legalization of divorce, free abortion and
free contracception (all forbidden under
the current regime). It also proposed that
Spain’s minority problems should be
solved by the granting of a large measure
of autonomy to the Basques, Catalans
and other regional groups within a
federal system.

In the sphere of foreign policy the
congress condemned both the Warsaw

Pact and NATO as “politico-military
blocs dividing the working class world-
wide and delaving its liberation from all
forms of economic, social and political
exploitation”. It also called for the
scrapping of the military bases treaty
with the United States, on the grounds
that the treaty “mortgages the national
territory and Spain’s foreign policy, and
was concluded without the free and ex-
plicit approval of the Spanish pcople™.

The party also stressed its opposition
to Spanish membership of the European
Community until political freedom had
been fully established in Spain, and
called upon Socialist parties and govern-
ments in Western [furope to support this
approach.

As regards the immediate political
situation, a statement adopted by the
congress said that “the participation of
the PSOE in any type of elections will
be decided by the party’s national com-
mittee accompanied by an intensive
campaign to inform party supporters™.
In the coming period, it was made clear,
the opposition partics would seek to ob-
tain guarantees from the Government
concerning the legality of all parties,
cqual access to the news media and com-
plete freedom of association and the dis-

mantling of the Falangist party appara-
tus throughout the country.

During the congress it was confirmed
that Felipe Ginzalez would represent the
PSOE on the joint opposition committee
(including a Communist representative)
which would negotiate with the Govern-
ment on the modalities of Spain’s
transition to democracy.

The congress concluded on Dec. 8 with
the election of a new executive com-
mittee headed by Ramon Rubial (a
veteran Basque militant who had spent
a total of 24 ycars in Franco’s prisons)
as honorary president of the party and
Felipe Gonzalez confirmed as general
secretary. The other members were
elected as follows: Alfonso Guerra
(organization), Luis Yaifiez (international
relations), Javier Solana (press and in-
formation), Guillermo Galeote (propa-
gandaj), Luis Gomez Llorente (docu-
mentation), Enrique Mugica (political
relations), Eduardo L.ogez Albizu (trade
union and social affairs), José Maria
Benegas (youth), Jos¢ Luis Albifiana
(overseas federations), Carmen Garcia
(administration),  Nicolas  Redondo,
Manuel Cigarran, José Maria Triginer,
[.uis Fajardo, Miguel Boyer, Rafael
Ballesteros and Antonio Garcia Miralles.

Portuguese Socialists

take stock

Rui Mateus
International Secretary of the
Portuguese Socialist Party

The second congress in legality of the
Portuguese Socialist Party (PSP), held in
Lisbon between October 30 and Novem-
ber 1, was an historical event in Portu-
guese political life and in the life of the
Socialist International. The PSP, one of
the International’s youngest members,
was founded for the first time in 1875 by
Antero de Quental but had to wait over
one hundred years to come into govern-
ment and become Portugal’s largest mass
movement with 93,000 individual mem-
bers and over two million voters.

In fact, 910 delegates representing 410
sections and 240 enterprise groups scat-
tered all over Portugal, some 300 other
participants (members of the parliament-
ary group, government and party poli-
tical officers) and nearly 140 foreign
delegates came together into the party’s

highest body to consolidate democracy
in Portugal.

Among the forcign dclegates who
addressed the congress were important
party leaders such as Willy Brandt,
Bruno Kreisky, Olof Palme, Frangois
Mitterrand, Felipe Gonzalez, Bettino
Craxi, Kalevi Sorsa, Anselmo Sule,
Willy Claes and André Cools. In total,
5SS foreign parties and political organiza-
tions from 39 countries were repre-
sented.

One of the most important moments
in the threc days of fraternal gathering
was the report of the party’s Gencral
Secretary, Mario Soares. It gave a long
retrospective view of the past two years
in the country and in the life of the
party. Two dramatic years of coups and
counter-coups, of economic disruption,
manipulation by extremist forces and
of popular struggle for freedom and
democracy. Three major elections had
taken place and preparations were being

made for the coming local elections held
last December. In spite of all problems
and many uncertainties concerning the
country’s economic future, the party had
done well and repeatedly proved itself to
have become Portugal’s leading political
force and the party of socialism in free-
dom. It was also with immense pride
that Portuguese socialists had seen their
party’s important victories transcend
Portugal’s national borders. With the
Socialist Party, democratic socialism, of
which international solidarity is a major
component, had once again proven itself
to be the real alternative to those forces
which accept that poverty, oppression,
obscurantism and exploitation are daily
facts of life. With the fall of the fascist
dictatorship and the end of the colonial
empire Portugal was once again finding
her place among Europe’s democratic
nations and the major task of the Social-
ist Party for the years ahead had thus
become tied to the option expressed at
the Oporto socialist summit: to lead
Portugal into playing an integral part in
Europe and to continue to develop a
progressive policy towards the poor
countries of the Third World.

After a lively discussion and conse-
quent approval of this report, motions of
support for the Government led by
Mario Soares, against repression in
Brazil and requesting the Government
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to break diplomatic relations with the
Chilean junta were also approved.

Reports on the party’s organization,
labour relations, youth and local auth-
orities were read by Jaime Gama,
Marcelo Curto, Arons de Carvalho and
Jorge Campinos, who had respectively
been in charge of these scctors in the
past two years.

Speeches of foreign fraternal delegates
followed and time ran out before dis-
cussion and approval of the party stat-
utes could take place. The congress was
then compelled to approve a proposal
to hold an extra party congress in the
city of Oporto on January 30 with the
purpose of completing that part of the
agenda.

The last two scssions were completely
taken up with the secret vote election
of the General Secretary, the national
commission and the national disciplinary
commission. Mario Soares was re-elected
by a crushing majority of the votes, with
nearly 100 per cent of all delegates. For
‘the 151 members of the national com-
mission two lists were introduced and
this, plus the refusal of the then national

secretary and Minister for Agriculture,
Lopes Cardoso, to be included in any of
the lists created a certain emotional at-
mosphere among delegates. The previous
congress, in 1974, was still vivid in every-
body’s mind, since Manuel Serra who
then led the opposition list, was later to
split the party to create the Popular
Socialist Front — a small group that
during 1975 proved to be a fellow
traveller of the Communist Party.

The main reason for Cardoso's decision
is still unknown, but it is often attri-
buted to the fact that he was strongly
criticized — even inside the party — as
Minister of Agriculture, a post which he
later resigned to take his scat as deputy
in the Legislative Assembly.

Two weeks after the congress the new
national commission met for the first
time to elect Manuel Alegre, Sottomayor
Cardia, Alfredo Carvalho, Arons de
Carvalho, Marcelo Curto, Jaime Gama,
Maldonado Gonelha, Antonio Guterres,
Catanho de Menezes, Rui Mateus, Tito
de Morais, Edmundo Pedro, Antonio
Reis and Salgado Zenha as national
secretaries for the coming two years.

Name change for
Senegal party

An extraordinary congress of the
ruling Union progressiste sénégalaise
(UPS) held in Dakar on Dec. 27-29,
which was attended by about 6,000 dele-
gates, decided to change the party’s
name to Parti socialiste. This move fol-
lowed the party’s admission to full
membership of the Socialist International
at the Geneva congress in November
(sec this issue), when the party’s sec-
retary-general, President Léopold Sédar
Senghor, was elected a Vice-President of
the International.

In March 1976 constitutional changes
and a new law had been adopted in
Senegal providing for a pluralist political
system in which two other partics would
be permitted in addition to the ruling
party.

BALLOT
BoX

ELECTIONS

Jamaica

General elections held in Jamaica on
Dec. 15 resulted in a decisive victory for
the People’s National Party (PNP) led
by Prime Minister Michael Manley. The
PNP (which is a member party of the
Socialist International) won 47 seats in
the enlarged House of Representatives,
roundly defcating the Jamaica Labour
Party (JLLP), which obtained only 13
seats. The state of the partics at the
dissolution of Parliament on Nov. 23 was

40

PNP 35, JLLP 15, independents two, and
one vacancy.

In an 85 per cent turn-out of the
electorate, the PNP won a massive
56.8 per cent of the votes and the JILP
43.2 per cent. The size of the PNP
victory was unprecedented in the island’s
electoral history.

The elections took place under the
state of emergency declared in June 1976
in response to a rapid growth of violent

crime in the island and to the mounting
by dissident clements of what the Gov-
ernment called a “terrorist plot”. The
JLLP was said to be implicated in this
attempt to undermine Jamaican society
in general and the democratic socialist
experiment of the PNP in particular.

FEarlier in 1976. Michael Manley had
published evidence to the effect that
“external elements” were involved in a
Chile-stvle  destabilisation  campaign
against the PNP Government, citing as
evidence the mounting urban violence in
Kingston and consistently adverse re-
porting on Jamaica's internal situation in
certain foreign newspapers. While the
Prime Minister had said that it was
impossible to identify the precise source
of the external threat, he did attribute
hostile American press treatment of his
Government to Jamaica's support for
Cuba’s intervention in the Angolan civil
war.

Apart from law and order. the main
election issues were the interrelated areas
of economic and foreign policy. In this
context, the PNP defended its commit-
ment. reaffirmed at its 1976 conference,
to the democratic socialist economic
strategy which it had followed since 1974
and which the opposition, backed by big
business interests, sought to portray as
“crypto-communism™.

In its manifesto the PNP listed the
Government’sachicvements in such fields
as the extension of free education, the
development of co-operatives, land re-
distribution to small farmers, public



s>ctor housebuilding and the introduction
of a statutory minimum wage. The
manifesto also promised that if re-elected
the PNP would continue to give priority
to the redistribution of national resour-
ces in the interests of greater social
justice. The ‘“‘pillars of the economy”
would be brought under state control (in
the context of a mixed economy), a
national development plan would be

instituted and the Government’s existing
import substitution programme would be
intensified to achieve greater national
self-reliance.

The PNP also pledged in its manifesto
to introduce constitutional reforms to
end Jamaica’s ‘“‘monarchial situation”,
which was described by Michael Manley
as “no longer relevant” and as repre-
senting ““a psychological barrier to true

independence”.

After the election, Michael Manley
said that “the people have rejected in a
very, very decisive way the attempt to
smear us with communism”. He describ-
ed the PNP victory as ‘“‘very important
in the whole evolution of the Third
World” and pledged that his party would
“show how a democracy can tackle
fundamental change”.
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Japan

Shozo Sugiyama
International Secretary of the
Japan Socialist Party

The 34th Japanese general clection
was held in December with the people’s
attention focused on the question of
whether or not a stop would be put to
the one-party dictatorial conservative
government which had continued for 30
vears since the war’s end and of whether
or not the progressive forces would be
able to establish a bridgehead for a pro-
gressive coalition government. As a
result of the election, a historic change
was effected, with the Liberal-Demo-
cratic Party (LDP) failing to maintain
an overwhelming numerical superiority
in the Lower House: thus a virtual
reversal in the balance of forces be-
tween the conservative and the progres-
sive camp has been realized.

This is because the people who were
angered by corrupt, money politics such
as was graphically illustrated by the
[.ockheed scandal and by the power
struggles within the LLDP (which com-
pletely deprived the LLDP of its govern-
ing ability). and who were suffering from
the increased difficulties of living under
the current inflation and recession,
strongly demanded a major change in
politics.

But this critical attitude of the people
to the L.DP was not necessarily trans-
lated into increased support for the
Japan Socialist Party (JSP), with the
result that the JSP did not go bheyond
winning 123 seatls (an increase of five
scats). Mcanwhile, the Komeito (Clean
Government) Party won 55 scats (an
increase of 26 seats), the Democratic
Socialist Partv 29 (an increase of 10),
and the 1.DP breakaway faction, the
New Liberal Club, 17 (an increase of
12). The Communist Party lost 21 seats,
winning only 17 scats.

In view of this situation, the Socialist
Party held a meeting of party leaders in
Tokyo on Dec. 7 and decided to make

eftorts for increased unity among the
opposition partics to mect the expecta-
tions of the people. As part of the JSP’s
efforts in this direction, the meeting de-
cided to propose a meeting of the
secretaries-general of the opposition
parties.

The recent general election is signifi-
cant in that in it people were asked to
pass judgment on the money politics and
corruption of the LDP, as was typically
exposed in the lLockheed scandal.

Since the IL.ockheed scandal was a
question affecting the very basis of
Japan’s post-war democratic government,
the December gencral clection was of
historic  significance posing a basic
question regarding the very basis of
Japan’s parliamentary democracy.

At the same time, attention was also
focused on what judgment people would
make on the failures of the economic
policies of the I.DP, or the bankruptcy
of its high-rate economic growth policy,
which issued from the same root as the
Lockheed scandal and which was respon-
sible for the inflation and recession.

The recent general clection was the
first in four vears since the general
election of December 1972, and the first
election that was held under the present
constitution as a result of the expiry of
the term of office of the Lower House
members. In this respect, too. the gen-
eral election differed from all the pre-
vious postwar clections. A large number
of new cligible voters had been added,
and it was casily imaginable that the
voting public had changed their views
and outlooks greatly in the four-vear
period, and attention was directed to
the question of what judgment the vot-
ing public with more than 7 million new
eligible voters would pass.

Furthermore, it differed from previous
elections in that it was held in social
conditions in which there was a remark-
able tendency among the public to drift
away from politics and in which,
according to public opinion polls, the
percentage of those who replied that

they had no party to support or were
non-committal, was larger than the per-
centage of supporters for any political
party.

But the election results showed that
73.45 per cent of the total eligible voters
went to the polls, or 1.69 per cent more
than the percentage for the December
1972 poll, and 4.91 per cent more than
the 67.51 per cent who voted in the
general election of December 1969. The
percentage is nearly equal to that for the
general election held in January 1967
after the ‘““black mist” dissolution. This
high percentage for the latest election
indicated that the people’s political con-
sciousness and their interest in the
general election were not at all low.

The election results also show the
same tendency. Thus, the right-wing
LDP suffered a shattering defeat, win-
ning less than half the total of 511 seats
of the Lower House. This shows nothing
but a non-confidence vote of the people
against the LDP. As a result, the LDP
barely succeeded in maintaining a maj-
ority (of 257 seats) by belatedly recog-
nizing as official LDP candidates eight
of the 21 independents who were suc-
cessful in the election. But this cannot
conceal the fact that the number of
officially recognized successful candid-
ates of the LDP was less than half the
Lower House seats.

After the start of the election cam-
paign, JSP Secretary-General Tomomi
Narita made a statement (in Tokushima)
regarding the party’s plan for a pro-
gressive coalition government as a con-
crete development of our party’s plan
for a progressive government, saying:
“Our party is ready to accept any poli-
tical forces if they are agreed in policy
and objectives.” Further, he elaborated
(in Shizuloka) on the concrete economic
policy to be followed by such a govern-
ment.

These statements aroused widespread
interest among the people and were fav-
ourably received by the other opposition
parties, giving the people anew the im-
pression that "the JSP was playing its
role as the central force of the oppo-
sition parties. With these statements, the
JSP was able to take the lead in the
general election campaign.

The results of the election, however,
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show that the reverse suffered by the
LLDP was not directly translated into an
increase in the seats for our party, but
we can see there a major trend for
change.

Firstly, the number of successful LDP
candidates officially recognized by the
party was less than half the total Lower
House seats, as mentioned before. Se-
condly, the percentage of votes cast for
the LDP fell 5 per cent from 46.8 per
cent for the previous election to 41.8
per cent. Thirdly, the number of clectoral
districts in which the number of suc-
cessful progressive candidates was larger
than that of successful conservative can-
didates, increased from 29 in the previous
election to 40. Fourthly, the number of
electoral districts in which LDP can-
didates monopolized the seats fell from
six to five. Fifthly, the number of elec-
toral districts in which no LLDP candid-
ate was successful, increased from two
(Aichi Prefecture, 1st and 2nd) to three
(Aichi Prefecture, 6th; Kanagawa Pre-
fecture 4th and 5th).

But of the six “black and grey
officials” implicated in the Lockheed
scandal, five (former Premier Kakuei
Tanaka, and four others) werc returned,
with only one being defeated in the
election.

This was a contradictory result, in
that generally speaking, the LDP was
sharply criticized by the voting public,
whereas the individual candidates invol-
ved in the Lockheed scandal were “‘ex-
culpated” by the electorate.

A remarkable feature of the last elec-
tion was that the New Liberal Club, the
Komeito (Clean Government) Party and
the Democratic Socialist Party greatly
increased their seats. We cannot but say
that it is questionable to conclude that
this indicated public preference for the
middle-of-the-road parties, because it is
possible that those who were critical of
the LDP temporarily ‘“marked time”
around these parties. Further, the de-
cline of the Communist Party in the
number of seats won by it cannot be
interpreted as a loss of public support,
since it obtained more votes than the
Democratic Socialist Party and won
about the same number of votes as the
Komeito Party, despite the decreasc in
the number of its seats.

It is necessary to analyze the results
of the election further, because we must
view the last election as a development
in the transitional period of the political
scene. Further, it is also necessary to
analyze the election from the standpoint
of election techniques.

The Socialist Party won 123 seats in
the December election, or five seats
more than 118 won in the 1972 election.
However, as the total number of seats
was increased by 29 according to a re-
vision in the Public Election L.aw, there
is hardly any change in the percentage
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(24.1 per cent) of Socialist scats from
the percentage (24.0 per cent) of scats
won in the previous election.

Further, in terms of votes, the JSP
won 11,700,000 votes, or 200,000 votes
more than in the 1972 election. But the
percentage of votes won by the JSP
dipped 1.2 per cent from 21.9 per cent
for the 1972 election and 0.7 per cent
from 21.5 per cent for the 1969 clection,
to 20.7 per cent. This shows that in
spite of an increase in the number of
eligible voters, the JSP failed to increase
its number of supporters accordingly.

Regionally speaking, there is an im-
balance in the number of votes and in
the percentages of votes won by the
JSP. For instance, in Hokkaido where
we succeeded in getting all our 10 can-
didates elected, the JSP was able to in-
crease both the number and percentage
of votes won by us, and succeeded in
increasing our seats by acquiring votes
from those who were critical of the cor-
rupt money politics of the conservative
party. Particularly, in the third elector-
ate of Hokkaido, the JSP won three of
the total five seats. As a result of the
JSP’s election struggles, the party suc-
ceeded in defeating one of the “‘grey”
officials (Sato) in the third electorate of
Hokkaido. He was the only “grey”
official contesting the election to be
defeated.

Further, the JSP won two seats each
in the first and second electorates of
Akita Prefecture, the first electorate of
Tochigi Prefecture, the third electorate
of Okayama Prefecture, in Shimane and
Tottori Prefectures, the second elector-
ate of Fukuoka Prefecture, and in the
first electorate of Kagohshima Prefec-
ture. In Akita and Tochigi prefectures,
the JSP were able to step up the number
and percentage of votes.

On the other hand, the JSP did not
fare well in urban areas, particularly in
Tokyo and Osaka.

Another important feature of the

election was that many new candidates
were successful. Of the 123 successful
JSP candidates, 28 were newly elected
members. On the other hand, many
leading JSP members, including the in-
cumbent vice-chairmen and some
former chairmen or secretaries-general,
were defeated. This made clear again
the importance of organized election
campaigns spearheaded by workers and
ordinary citizens and that the popularity
of candidates or a general public mood
is no longer an effective weapon in
election campaigns in the present severe
political situation.

The suggestion that in the December
election the JSP did not conduct a well-
organized election campaign is reflected
in the fact that in spite of the mounting
criticisms of the LDP, the Socialists
were unable to win this critical voting
public to the party. This is the main
reason why these people voted for the
middle-of-the-road progressive parties
and the new conservative party (i.e. the
NLO). The flow of votes to these parties
was promoted by the mass communica-
tions media, which did everything they
could to promote a mood for “middle-
of-the-road” politics in order to lead the
public to “moderate” parties.

Conversely speaking, this was due to
the failure of the Socialist Party suffi-
ciently and effectively to repulse these
attacks. It is expected that the capitalist
class will carry out sophisticated pro-
paganda work more intensively to emas-
culate opposition parties. Under these
circumstances, the JSP’s advance can
be guaranteed only by exposing the
nature of capitalism as the cause of
corruption in politics and also of the
current economic crisis, by clearly
showing the JSP message of social trans-
formation to each individual and by
strengthening organized movements and
intensifving propaganda work for the
solution of the present tasks of the
people.

Mavritius

In general elections held in Mauritius
on Dec. 20 — the first since 1967 — the
Independence Party (comprising an
alliance of the l.abour Party led by Sir
Seewoosagur Ramgoolam and the
Muslim Action Committee) suffered con-
siderable reverses but was subsequently
able to form a new Government in
coalition with the Mauritius Social
Democratic Party (PMSD) led by Gaeton
Duval. (The Mauritius Labour Party is
a member party of the Socialist Inter-
national.)

Substantial gains were registered by the
Marxist-orientated Militant Mauritian
Movement (MMM), which will have 34

seats in the new Parliament as against
28 for the Independence Party and eight
for the Social Democrats. Thus the new
Government, which is again led by Sir
Seewoosagur Ramgoolam, will have a
narrow two-seat majority. Among the
Labour candidates, ten ministers were
defeated, including Sir Harold Walter
(External Affairs) and Kher Jagatsingh
(Economic Planning and Development).
Also defeated was the PMSD leader,
Gaeton Duval, who has not taken a
portfolio in the new Government. The
Mauritius Social Democrats had pre-
viously been in coalition with the Inde-
pendence Party from 1969 to 1973.
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Buopean Commussan

The new Commission of the European
Communities which took office on Jan.
6 is headed by a socialist and contains
five socialist members, two of them
newly-appointed. The new President of
the Commission is Roy Jenkins (56), the
former British Labour l1lome Secretary
and Chancellor of the [xchequer and
former deputy leader of the Labour
Party. The two socialist newcomers arc
Henk Vredeling (52) of the Dutch
[.abour Party and hitherto Defence
Minister in Joop den Uyl's Cabinet, who
will be responsible for social policy: and
Antonio Giolitti  (61) of the Italian
Socialist Party, who will hold the port-
folios  of regional policy and co-
ordination of Community [unds. The
three reappointed socialists are Wilhelm
Haferkamp (Federal Republic of Ger-
many), now given responsibility for ex-
ternal  relations:  Claude  Cheysson
(France), in charge of development co-
operation policy: and Raymond Vouel
(Luxembourg), who continues with the
competition portfolio.

January 17 marked the beginning of
a week of international trade union pro-
test against thc South African regime
organized under the auspices of the
International  Confederation of Free
Trade Unions (ICFTU), following a
South Africa Conference held by the
ICFTU in Brussels in September 1976.

While the international labour move-
ment has long fought against the apar-
theid system in South Africa, the im-
mediate cause of the January campaign
was the arrest of many leading African
trade unionists by the South African
authoritics and the imposition on them
of restrictions affecting their work and
place of residence. It appeared that these
measures were an attempt by the South
African Government to destroy once and

for all the young black trade union
movement which, despite repression and
deliberate efforts to hamper its work, is
constantly gaining in strength.

The ICFTU campaign was aimed
primarily at the South African Govern-
ment, but also at South African firms
and subsidiaries or branches of foreign
or multinational companies operating in
South Africa. In particular, organized
labour in the industrialized countries was
called upon to demonstrate its concern
over the fate of black trade unionists in
South Africa and to give active support
to their struggle for rccognition and
respect for human and trade union
rights.

The ICFTU call elicited a strong
response, with rallies and demonstra-
tions being held in many countries.
Industrial action as determined by nat-
ional tradc union federations was also
taken in a number of cases.

New Pony Secretnnes

The federal exccutive of the German
Social Democratic Party (SPD) confirm-
ed the appointment of Egon Bahr as
party manager (i.e. general sccretary)
on Nov. 22, with effect from Dcc. .15.
Egon Bahr, who had been Minister for
Lconomic Co-operation in the Schmidt

Government, succeeded IHolger Borner,
who had become Premier of Hesse after
holding the SPD post since January
1972.

The ccentral committece of the Italian
Social Democratic Party on Oct. 1, 1976,
elected Pier Luigi Romita (52) as Sec-
retary of the party in succession to
Mario Tanassi. Since the latter’s resig-
nation in March 1976 the post had been
filled by the PSDI Chairman, Giuseppe
Saragat. The new PSDI Secretary had
most recently held ministerial office in
1972-73 when he was Minister for
Scientific and Technological Research.

Earlier in 1976, the Ttalian Socialist
Party (PSI) had also elected a new
Secretary in the person of Bettino Craxi
(42), who succeeded Francesco De
Martino in July.

Socialest press
QMM EVSONES

The daily newspaper of the Luxem-
bourg Socialist Workers’ Party, Tage-
blatt, celebrates its 50th anniversary of
publication in 1977. The same year
marks the 40th anniversary of the British
independent Labour weekly journal
Tribune. On behalf of democratic
socialists everywhere SOCIALIST AFFAIRS
sends greetings to both papers and wishes
them continued strength and longevity
in the difficult field of left-wing news-
paper publishing.

The President of the Socialist Inter-
national, Willy Brandt, secnt a message

of condolence to the Socialist Party of
Catalonia on _the death on Jan. 10 of

the party’s general secrctary, Josep
Pallach. A veteran of the Spanish Civil
War, Joseph Pallach had been imprison-
ed several times by the Franco regime
and had also spent many years in exile
in France. He had been elected general
secretary of the Catalan party only a
week before his death at the age of 57.
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