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ANNOTATION

B This work examines the pressing problems associated with the Marxist-Leninist teaching
on war and the army. Writing this book, the collective tried to make broad use of
the rich theoretical legacy of the classicists of Marxism-Leninism, and decisions
and documents of the CPSU and the entire 'worid communist movement; it tried to re-
flect our party's tremendous experience in leading miiitary development and armed
protection of the socialist fatherland, and to account for the advances of the

- Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army enjoyed in recent times. Antiscienti-
fic bourgeois conceptions and the viewpoints of rightist and "leftist" revisionists

) are exposed. ’

- The book is intended for a broad range of readers interested in the problems of the
Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army. It is recommended as a handbook for
officer Marxist-Leninist training, and for cadets and students of military educa-
tional institutions.

= INTRODUCTION

distory is irresistibly traveling the road of the world's revolutionary transforma-
tion, initiated by Great October. The intemational positions of socialism are
growing stronger and expanding with every year. The successes of the national
liberation movement are increasing. Laborers are intensifying their class struggle
. against the yoke of the monopolies, and against the orders of exploitation. The

) revolutionary-democratic, anti-imperialist movement is acquiring “ncreasingly

= greater scope. The ideas of Great Octocber are capturing the minds of millions upon
millions of new people on our planet. "No event in world history," said CPSU
Central Committee General Secretary, Chaimman of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme
Soviet, Comrade L. I. Brezhnev in his report to a joint ceremonial meeting of the

- CPSU Central Committee, the USSR Supreme Soviet, and the RSFSR Supreme Soviet dedi-
cated to the 60th anniversary of Great October, "has ever had deeper, farther-
reaching consequences to mankind than the Great October Socialist Revolution. The
flashes from the October thunderstorm 1lit the way to the future for peoples of many
countries. History marched forward in giant strides."*

* PRAVDA, 3 November 1977.

1
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP382-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

The most important prerequisite of mankind's progress is peace. Nations always
dreamed of a sound, just peace, a peace without social and national oppression, but
throughout the centuries and millenia one war after another broke out on earth--the
social forces opposing the aggressive policy of the classes of exploitation were
too weak and disorganized. In our times the peace movement has acquired a depend-
able support--the power, unity, and activity of world socialism, its growing union
with all progressive and peace-loving forces.

Faithful to the principle of socialist internationalism, the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union is doing everything possible to provide the conditions for peaceful
development in our country and in other countries of the socialist fraternity, as
well as for peace and security of all nations. The main result of its foreign
policy, noted the Accountability Report of the CPSU Central Committee to the 25th
CPSU Congress, is that "The i~’arnational position of the Soviet Union is stronger
than ever before. This is che fourth decade we are living in peace. The positions
of socialism have grown stronger. Detente has become a dominant trend,"*

At the same time the congress emphasized the need for high alertness, and the im-
portance of energetic actions and unity of all forces of peace and good will. The
enemies of detente and disarmament have many resources at their disposal. Attempting
to adapt themselves to new international conditions, these reactionary forces are
displaying aggressiveness, they are experimenting with various tactics, and they

are attacking the peace effort from different directions. We cannot forget for

even a single day that although the possibilities for aggressive actions by imperi-

.alism have now been significantly reduced, its nature has not changed. The issue of

war and peace remains the main issue of modern times.

In this situation of conflict between opposing social systems, in the international
arena the solution to the problem of war and peace is being sought in all spheres
of public life and activity--in economics, politics, ideology, and culture. Exper-
iencing shocks and failures in domestic and foreign policy, and bridled by the
powerful revolutionary forces of modern times, imperialism now rests special hope
on ideological sabotage, and it is mobilizing more and more sources and resources
for ideological disorientation of the masses.

The sole correct solution to the problem of war and peace is provided by Marxism-
Leninism. Deeply revealing the laws governing society's development and exposing
the reactionary sccial essence and scientific groundlessness of various sorts of
bourgeois and revisionist viewpoints on war and peace, it is a dependable founda-
tion for developing the correct strategy and tactics of the struggle for peace,
prevention of war, and international security.

Marxism-Leninism also provides the sole correct solution to problems of war and

the army inseparably associated with a more-general issue--the issue of war and
peace. The system of viewpoints on these problems makes up the Marxist-Leninist
teaching on war and the army, the premises of which are supported by the fundamental
conclusions of dialectical and historical materialism, political economics, and
scientific communism.

*"Materialy XXV s"yezda KPSS" [Proceedings of the 25th CPSU Congress], Moscow, 1976,
p 34.
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} The teaching on war and the army is an organic part of the Marxist-Leninist teaching
on society. Utilizing the categories and concepts of dialectical and historical
materialism, the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army analyzes the most
general, fundamental problems of the essence of war as a social phenomenon, the
origin and class nature of war and the army, the relationship between war and
politics, the mutual ties existing between economic, scientific, sociopolitical,
and moral-political factors in war, the social nature and types of wars, the role
of the popular masses and the individual in war, the role of ideology in war, and
others. Being the most general and profound, the premises of historical material-
ism perform an integrating function within the entire structure of sociopolitical
~ knowledge on war and the army, permitting us to interpret it in a dialectical
- mutual relationship with different elements of this structure's foundation and
superstructure.

In addition the teaching on war and the army utilizes the categories and concepts
of political economics, scientific communism, and other sciences. Witn their
assistance, we analyze the economic roots of war and the army, the role of the
economic factor in war, the relationship between war and the society's economic
) life, and the economic foundations of a state's military power. In addition the
teaching on war and the army examines, from a sociopolitical aspect, the relation-
ship between war and revolution, armed defense of the socialist fatherland, the
essence and laws of development of the army, the particular featurcs of scientific
control in military affairs, and so on. Naturally these problems are not indepen-
dent of one another. In their sum total and in their dialectical mutual relation-

ship, they represent a single, integral Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the .
army.

The Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army bears a creative nature. It
) is constantly developing, and being filled with new content. Basing themselves
on the ideological-~theoretical legacy of Marx, Engels, and Lenin, the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and other fraternal communist and workers parties are
consistently and persistently enriching this teaching with new premises and conclu-
sions, in accordance with changes in the conditions and balance of forces in
different stages of human society's development, and in accordance with the ob-
} jective trends of history.

- One of the most important prerequisites for scientific leadership of the troops !
and for improvement of the style of work of our military personnel is deep mastery
of the entire sum of knowledge contained in the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war
and the army, and development of the ability to competently use this knowledge in
practice. This task has acquired special urgency in the present stage of develop-
ment of the Soviet Armed Forces, swift development of military science, deepening
differentiation, and concurrent integration of military knowledge.

- Preparing this book, the author collective tried to make the broadest possible use
of the rich ideological-theoretical legacy of Marx, Engels, and Lenin and the de—
cisions and documents of the CPSU and the entire world communist movement, to re-
flect more fully our party's tremendous experience in leading Soviet military
development and armed protection of the socialist fatherland, and to account for
the advances the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army has enjoyed in recent
times.
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The structure of the work reflects the Marxist-Leninist approach to integrated
analysis of the problems of war and the army.

The book contains three parts.

The first analyzes the fundamental issues in the teaching on war, and it explains
the Marxist-Leninist interpretation of war, and its roots, essence, and place in
history.

The second part of the book reveals the mutual ties and interactions of material
and spiritual forces in war, and describes the military power of the state, the
fundamental laws determining the course and outcome of a war, and the mechanism of
their action and utilization by social forces.

The third part of the book examines the origin, essence, and laws of development of
the army, its place and role in social life and in the fate of war and peace, and
the nature of modern armies and military alliances. fThe concluding chapter illumi-
nates the methodological functions of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and

the army.

A significant part of the book is devoted to a criticism of antiscientific bourgeois
and revisionist viewpoints on the causes, nature, and social consequences of war,
and on the social nature and purpose of the army.

The author collective expresses the hope that this work, which has the purpose of
systematizing the basic provisions of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the
army, will provide assistance to our military personnel in their effort to raise
the level of their theoretical training and in their practical activities aimed at
constantly reinforcing combat readiness, as required of the Soviet Armed Forces by
the 25th CPSU Congress, and expressed by the new USSR Constitution.
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PART ONE
WAR AS A SOCIAL PHENOMENOM

CHAPTER I

ARISAL ALD DEVELOPMENT OF THE MARXIST-LENINIST TEACHING ON WAR AND THE ARMY

The Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army is the result of many centuries of
the development of society's thinking, and it is its greatest achievement in the
investigation of military phenomena. Having made a real vevolution in the view-
points on society, Marxism was the first doctrine to encourage scientific study of’
war and the army, from the positions of the proletariat.

Citing the history of philosophy and social science, V. I. Lenin noted that Marxism
arose not as an offshoot of the trunk of world civilization's development, but as

a direct continuation of the teachings of the greatest representatives of philosophy,
political economics, and socialism.! Naturally, Lenin's conclusion also extends to
formation of the Marxist teaching on war and the army. This teaching did not

arise in a vacuum; it was the continuation and a further, qualitatively higher
development: of the achievements of pre-Marxist military-theoretical thought, criti-
cally reexamined from the standpoint of working class interests.

1. The Problems of War and the Army in Pre-Marxist Philosophy and Sociology

The birth of viewpoints on war and the army is associated with formation and develop~
ment of a class-based slave-owning society, and its ideology. Being one of the as-
pects of ideology, from the moment of its arisal military-theoretical thought began
expressing the viewpoints of the dominant class on war and the army, and the function-
al nature of a class society. Slave-owning society, which was typified by the
cruelest sort of exploitation and by numerous wars, also generated certain ideas

about war and its instruments.

One of the first attempts at a theoretical generalization of the issues of war was

the "Manu-smrti" (an ancient Indian collection of laws reflecting Brahman dogma and
ideology; 6th century B.C.). Later such attempts were undertaken in the 5th century
B.C. in Ancient Greece and Ancient China. The attention of the thinkers was attrac-
ted mainly by the roots of wars, by their origin. Representing the class interests
of the slave-owners, for whom war was a means for reinforcing their dominance, they
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= explained war as supposedly a natural phenomenon. The ancient Greek philosopher-
idealist Plato (427-347 B.C.) asserted that wars are a natural and permanent state
of mankind, since they provide slaves, without which society could not exist.
Sharing this viewpoint, Aristotle (384-322 B.C.) viewed the art of warfare as the
art of acquiring slaves.

Ideologists representing the progressive faction of the ruling class--slave-owning

democratic materialists such as Democritus (460-370 B.C.), Epicurus (341-270 B.C.),

and Titus Lucretius Carus (99-55 B.C.)--felt that wars came into being with forma-

tion of society. As long as people remainedwild, Titus Lucretius Carus wrote as an
- example, there had been no wars, and thousands of people were not called to arms.

Because the dominant form of ideology in the era of feudalism was religion, war was
interpreted from the standpoint of religious philosophy. One of the "Fathers of
the Church”, A. Augustine (354-430 A.D.), represented the life of society in the
form of a struggle between two opposing kingdoms--"profane" and "divine", and he

< - structured his conception of war accordingly. He recognized war to be a riecessary

- evil, without which the "blessings of the Christian world and justice" could not
exist. In the same period, however, the ideas that the causes of war are not in
Heaven but on Earth, that they lie in the  mercenary - goals of feudal lords and
princes of the Church, were also stated as a protest against feudal wars, and in

- opposition to state doctrine protecting the interests of the feudal lords. Thus
in his book "Defender of the Peace", the Italian philosopher Marsilius of Padua
(1280-1343) named the exorbitant claims of the Roman bishopsas one of the main causes
breaking the peace and generating war.

The ideas and problems suggested in Antiquity enjoyed further development and sub-
stantiation in recent history. In the period of early bourgeois society, the
interpretation of war as an Earthly social phenomenon enjoyed much greater accept-
- ance than under feudalism. The English materialist philosopher Thomas Hobbes
(1588-1679) , as an example, found man's nature to contain "the three basic causes
of war: first, rivalry; second, mistrust; third, passion for glory."2 "The first
cause," wrote Hobbes, "compels people to attack one another for the purposes of
personal gain, the second for the purposes of personal security, and the third
out of considerations of honor. People motivatéd by the first cause use force to
make themselves the masters of other people, their wives, children, and chattels;
people motivated by the second cause use force for the purposes of self-defense; the
third category of people resorts to force in response to trifles such as a wrong
word or a smile, and in response to disagreements of opinion and other manifestations
of disrespect...."3 Hobbes suggested that wars were also associated with a lack of
room on earth due to the growing numbers of people. As we can see, given the limita-
tions of the naturalistic approach, in opposition to religious dogma Hobbes reduced
the origin of wars to earthly causes.

The German idealistic philosopher G. Leibniz (1646-1716) felt war to be inevitable.

In his words the roots of war lie in the insurmountable hostility of people; monarchs
toy with the fate of peace as if they were playing cards; to them, peace treaties were
nothing more than temporary truces, and perpetual peace was possible only in the
grave.
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The ideologists of the French bourgeocis revclution made a noticeable contribution
to our understanding of the causes of wars. Among the most important causes of war,
J. J. Rousseau (1712-1778) indicated the inequality of property in society, man's
yearhing for private ownership.“ But he believed the latter to be derived from "the
. hature of man", and therefore he was unable to reveal the material sources of war.
Nor were the French materialists of the 18th century able to see the true causes of
wars, inasmuch as they remained idealists in their interpretation of social life. -
In their conceptions, wars were associated with various ideological, mental, and
other factors. Thus P. H. Holbach (1723-1789) wrote that an excess of sarcasm in -
the bile of a fanatic, blood running hot in the heart of a conquoror, indigestion
in a monarch, and the capriciousness of a woman are sufficient causes of war.>

The theoretical activities of utopian socialists and Russian revolutionary democrats -
occupy a special place in formation of our viewpoints on war and its roots. Ex-
pressing predominantly the interests of the oppressed masses, these intellectuals
managed to arrive at deeper conjectures on the origin and essence of war. Long -
before Rousseau, T. Campanella (1568-1639) suggested that private ownership elicits
wars. G. Winstanley (1609-1652), the leader of the English Diggers, discussed the -
causes of war lying in private ownership.® The French utopian J. Melier (1664-1729)
attempted to substantiate the thesis that distribution of wealth based on private
- ownership engenders feelings of hatred and envy among people, who in turn cause
mutinies and wars. All of these ideas were developed by Saint-Simon (1760-1825),
R. Owen (1771-1858) , and C. Fourier (1772-1837). They argued that private ownership
is a constant cause of wars, leading to rivalry not only among people but also among
states and alliances of countries, and drawing them into wars. -

Expressing the interests of the peasant masses, Russian revolutionary democrats

arrived at a scientific interpretation of wars and their sources. N. G. Chernyshev— -
skiy (1828-1889) viewed war as a social phenomenon inherent to particular historical
conditions, to a particular civil structure of society.7 War, he wrote, is generated

by a society in which oppressors dominate and the common people are enslaved, and as

long as such a society exists, its development would proceed through conflict, through -
wars.

- Democratic sociopolitical thought also attempted to explain another important pro-
blem--the relationship between war and politics. This problem was stated in primitive
form as long ago as inthe "Manu-smrti". Canakya, a prominent progressive intellec=-
tual of Ancient India, suggested in his work "Arthasastra" (4th century B.C.) that -
war is not an end in itself, that it serves politics.8 Aristotle felt war to be a
part of the art of politics.

This problem was developed in recent history by the works of the prominent German
- philosopher G. Hegel (1770-1831). He approached war as an implement of politics.
"Troops were used,” Hegel wrote "to achieve the special objectives of politics.. .9

Hegel's dialectics had an influence on the military-theoretical viewpoints of

- K. Clausewitz (1780-1831) one of the prominent military ideologists of the bourgeoisie.
He was able to sense the mutual relationship existing between war and policy.
Clausewitz noted that war cannot be understood apart from politics, since war is
a part of a whole, and that whole is policy. He wrote: "War is...a continuation
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<?f state policy by other means.... War is not only a political act but also a real
instrument of policy, a continuation of political relations, their exercise by
other means. That within it which remains unique has to do only with the unigueness
of its means."10

However, Clausewitz was unable to reveal the deep obiective mutual relationship
existing between war and policy, since in view of his idealism and class limitations
he could not understand the essence and nature of policy. He based himself on the
idea that policy, being the "wisdom of the state embodied,"11 represents the
interests of society as a wholel2-~that is he felt policy to be above the classes.
War, according to Clausewitz is a continuation only of foreign policy, which in

his interpretation is essentially subjective. Clausewitz could not see the
material, economic foundations of state policy.

Democratic intellectuals also tried to explain the nature of wars in accordance
with their understanding of the origins of wars and their relationship to policy.
Plato, the ideologist of the slave-owners, attempted to justify the legality of
R wars which pursued the goals of énslaving other peoples {("barbarians") and suppressing
slave uprisings. In the well-ordered state he describes, honors are paid to those
who distinguish themselves in "the greatest form of war"--foreign war. 13 aristotle
forwarded the concept of a just war. But his, and Plato's, was not yet a moral
- assessment, being only a legal one, inasmuch as the criterion of justice used by
Aristotle was the interests of the slave-owning state, as reflected in its laws.

Augustine attempted to provide religious grounds for his moral assessment of war.
Since war is the product of divine predetermination, he asserted, then the justice
of a war waged in the name of faith, in the name of Christianity, emanates from
God. This conception was developed by Thomas Aquinas (1225-1274) . He felt that a
war would be just if it is engendered by "jegal causes" sanctioned by the Church,
if it is waged by a "legal power", and if it pursues “"legal goals". 1In the condi-
tions of feudal separatism, where "might made right" and where every feudal loxd
engaged in warfare, the teaching of Thomas Aquinas, a proponent of centralized
state rule, satisfied the interests of absolutism (secular and clerical) in
preservation of peace within the country, which was constantly being broken by the
feudal lords. However, this teaching justifies predatory wars and crusades ini-
tiated at the will of monarchs and the Church.

Bourgeois ideologists had their own interpretation of the nature of wars. They
declared feudal wars and armed uprisings of oppressed masses to be iliegal,

- recognizing only bourgeois wars to be legal. This was the position taken, in
particular, by Hegel, who justified the reactionary demands of the German bourgeoisie
for Germany to congquer and enslave other countries, defended its predatory wars,

and rejected wars of liberation by the popular masses. Hegel's reactionary ideas
were precisely the ones used subsequently by the Nazis in their ideological
ngubstantiation" of their piratic policy.

Concurrently, certain pre-Marxist philosophers and sociologists suggested more-
rational ideas. Thus the French materialist Holbach justified war 6nly in one
case: if it were waged for defensive purposes. "War," he wrote, "is just and un-
avoidable only in the event that it is waged in order to repel an attack by an un-
just predator, to restrain the violence of a rabid nation...."ll* The German
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philosopher I. Kant (1724-1804) felt that it was natural for an alliance of states
to b2 created to repel another state forwarding unjustifiable claims. !5

The most progressive ideas to explain the nature of wars were suggested by utopian
socialists. Saint-Simon hypothesized that it would be possible for a defensive war

to transform into a predatory war under the influence of certain factors. G. Babeuf -
(1760-1797) presumed that the goals of a war make it legal or illegal; war pursued

for mercenary goals was illegal.

- N. G. Chernyshevskiy made a significant step forward in resolving the issue as to
the nature of wars. The prominent Russian revolutionary democrat noted that wars
are not unique. In this connection he criticized the passivists, who condemned all
wars. Chernyshevskiy supported force directed against evil. He distinguished
ruinous, harmful. devastating wars from useful, beneficial wars; useful wars were -
_ only those which were waged to repel an enemy, "to defend or recapture national
independence, " while harmful wars were ones fought in the interest of the exploiters.

Chernyshevskiy appealed for a struggle against harmful wars and support for useful :
ones.

The social consequences of wars were also examined by pre-Marxist philosophy and -
sociology. The class goals of the exploiters affected the interpretation as a

) rule. Expressing the viewpoints of the slave ~owning aristocracy of Ancient Greece, -
Plato and Heraclitus the Ephesian (circa 544-circa 483 B.C.), for example, saw wars
to have only positive consequences for the state. Heraclitus promoted war as some-
thing good because, he wrote, the stronger and braver survive in war. "War," read
the writings of Heraclitus, "is the father of all, and the ruler of all; it made

- some gods, and others men; it made some slaves, and others free."l6 The ideologists

of slave-owning democracy--Democritus and others--pointed out the negative results -

of wars. Canakya said that war is accompanied by a loss of wealth and the fall of -

morality.

Many irtellectuals of recent history tried to represent the wars of the bourgeoisie
as something necessary and beneficial to the country. The English materialistic
philosopher F. Bacon (1561-1526) condemned feudal wars but tried to Jjustify Great
Britain's colonial expansion. He was one of the first ideological defenders of

the colonial wars of the bourgeoisie. A nation, Bacon declared, cannot develop

its wealth in any way other than at the expense of another nation.

In order to justify wars and their consequences, Hegel suggested the thesis that

war is a moral necessity. "...the great significance of war," he wrote, "is that

owing to it...the moral health of the people is preserved... In the same way that

the stirring of winds keeps a lake from decaying, which would be the unavoidable

i ‘consequence of a prolonged still, so it is that war keeps nations from decaying,

- which would be the unavoidable consequence of a lengthy and, all the more so, a
permanent peace.”"l7 Nations emerge from war spiritually strengthened, Hegel con-
cluded, achieving internal peace.

In addition some bourgeois intellectuals defended the notion that wars and their -
consequences were ruinous to the state and its subjects. Thus Hobbes condemned

wars as bearing misfortune and disaster for people, since in a state of war there
is no place for labor, agriculture, crafts, or sea trade, there being only perpetual
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- fear and the constant danger of violent death.l!® But if war happens, "every indi-
- vidual is obligated in view of the law of nature to protect, byprotectingwith all
of his strength, that power which affords him protection in peacetime."!?  Following
Hobbes, Leibniz noted that war devastates a country, inasmuch as it is difficull

to preserve that which is won through war, and even a vVictorious war does tremen-
dous harm to the trade of the victors. .

Developing these premises, French materialists called wars the vestiges of the
"barbarian era". They sharply condeumned conquest and violence, they defended the
principle of the equality of nations, and they opposed feudal wars, believing them
to be disastrous to the people. War, wrote D. Diderot {1713-1784), suppresses the
voice of nature, justice, and humanitarianism, it generates piracy and crime, and
it distorts the morality of entire nations.

Russian revolutionary democrats revealed the negative consequences of wars. War,
felt A. I. Gertsen (1812-1870) "is a misfortune, an evil necessity."20 N. G.
Chernyshevskiy argued that the results of wars waged by the exploiters are negative
in all respects. The preparations themselves for war enrich the propertied classes
-and devastate the country. War disturbs finances and all administration, placing a
heavy burden upon the common people. The deprivations of the people grow to enormous
proportions during wars. War annihilates masses of people, and it tears them away
from peaceful labor even more. The moral consequences of such wars are especially

- dangerous to society. These wars kill the people's love for labor, and produce
tyrants and predators.

Condemning wars and their consequences, almost all pre-Marxist intellectuals tried
to indicate the road to peace. Representatives of utopian socialism, for example,
believed that wars could be avoided if people would live a communal life, and if
all of their property were to become common tuv all. Then, noted Campanella, there
would be no wars, and people would beat their sabers into plowshares. Winstanley
concluded that peace would set in and wars would disappear with elimination of pri-
vate ownership. T. More (1438-1535) wrote that in a society in which private owner-

- ship does not exist, wars would not exist either; in such a society, in order not
to reveal an inability to make war to foreign ememies, the citizens must constantly
exercise themselves in the military sciences.

Utopian socialists tied peace in with the activities of an enlightened ruler who
might eliminate private ownership and thus insure the unity and equality of nations.
Though in naive form, we can discern here the idea of doing away with wars by making
a transition to a different kind of society, to socialism. This made the utopians

Bourgeois theorists took a different approach to the problems of peace. As an
example Hobbes believed the roots of peace to lie in the people's fear of war,
of the disastrous consequences it bears. The ideologists of imperialism now make
rather broad use of this Hobbesian thesis to justify the arms race, as if it is
necessary to create "a balanceof terror"as the foundation of peace. Condemning
wars in general, Hobbes also condemned civil wars, associating them with the fall
of a state. He believed that opposition between secular and clerical power to be
the cause of these wars.?2!
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Believing the causes of wars to lie in chance phenomena, the French materialists
were unable to understand the ways to peace, and they placed their hopes on achieving
it through "the wise administration of an enlightened ruler."

The German philospher Kant surmised the existence of an objective law leading to
affirmation of permanent peace, one of the inevitability of creating, on a founda-
tion of peace, a union of nations serving peace. To Kant, however, peace was

only a moral ideal, and not a practical objective.

The Russian revolutionary democrats came right to the threshold of a scientific
conception of the ways of achieving peace. In order to do away with war, N. G.
Chernyshevskiy believed, we must do away with the social structure generating wars;
wars would disappear only when the common people assume power. In his opinion there
is only one means for eliminating wars: the overthrow of a reactionary regime, a
popular revolution.

Pre-Marxist intellectuals also posed the problem of the army. Viewing it in their
majority from the standpoint of the ruling classes, they were nevertheless able

to correctly discern certain aspects of the army of the exploiters as an instru-

ment for reinforcing their supremacy. It was stated as long ago as in the "Manu-smrti"
that the army controls subjects, that it suppresses uprisings by lower castes.
Aristotle pointed out that a state cannot exist without troops.

Bourgeois theorists criticized the feudal army and tried to substantiate the idea of
a national army, one supposedly called upon to stand guard over the interests of all
society, in contrast to the purpose of the feudal army. Giving substance to this
premise, Hegel wrote that the army, being an instrument of policy in the hands of
the state, protects national interests.

An attempt to portray the army as being a national force, one independent of classes,
was typical of all philosophers and sociologists expressing the goals of the classes
of exploitation. The ideologists of the oppressed masses, meanwhile--~the utdpian
socialists and the revolutionary democrats--arrived at the threshold of clarifying
the class nature of armies. Utopians correctly caught the essence of the armies of
exploitation, labeling them social parasites, and noted that this minority of armed
slaves was intended to restrain the majority of unarmed slaves.

Rejecting the false assertions of bourgeois theorists that the army of exploitation
was supposedly national in nature, N. G. Chernyshevskiy demonstrated that it served
the interests of the exploiters and their government as a means for suppressing the
commcn people in their state and in other countries, and as a means of warfare with
the goal of enslaving and plundering neighboring nations. 1In this case he sharply
condemned the use of armies against nations, and he used the term vileness when de-
scribing the desire of the ruling classes to keep other nations dependent for their
mercenary interests. 2?2 Exposing the true nature of the reactionary theories on the
perpetuity of armies, N. G. Chernyshevskiy wrote that armies came into being and
underwent development under certain social conditions, ones in which the dominance
of exploiters was established. When common people come into power in most countries,
the need for a permanent army would wither away.
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_ The intellectuals of the pre-Marxist period tried to resolve the question as to the
conditions of victory in war, and as to the sources of an army's strength. The

- "Manu-smrti", the writings of Sun-tzu, and other theorists of Antiquity offered

- suggestions concerning the significance of moral forces in war, which they defined ~
as a unification of a ruler and his people, concerning the influence of the geo-
graphic environment, and concerning the role of troop training and supply. However,
the military leader, who was said to hold the fate of war in his hands, was given
the main role.  These problems énjoyed further development in bourgeois military
and philosophical conceptions. New questions of other kinds were posed as well.

As an example Bacon suggested an interesting idea about the relationship between
military affairs and science. He wrote that the printing press, gunpowder, and the
compass "altered the countenance and state of the entire world, first in the art of
writing, second in the art of war, and third in the art of navigation."23 Hegel
suggested ideas about the role of the moral spirit of the people and the army, and
the military leader and common soldier in war, and about the dependence of the
military organization on the internal structure of the state.

Russian revolutionary democrats hold views on the sources of a state's military
power that are very interesting. Analyzing the history of wars and contemporary
military affairs, Chernyshevskiy concluded that for war to be successful, there
must be developed industry and transportation, and this would be impossible without
eliminating serfdom. Chernyshevskiy attached important significance to the morale

- of the troops in war. He criticized foreign and Russian theorists who examined the
morale of the troops apart from the nature of war and the goals of the dueling
sides.

Chernyshevskiy noted two conditions for moral supremacy over the enemy: 1) recogni-~
_ tion, by the people and the army, of war goals useful to the people; 2) the confi-
dence of the people and the army in their strength and in victory over the enemy.
These conditions arise only in the event that the war is in fact waged in the
interests of the people. The miraculous energy of Garibaldi's volunteers,
Chernyshevskiy wrote, was an expression of the popular forces of Italy.zq He
demonstrated with many facts that the strength of an army lies, in the end, in its
ties with the people, in the people's support of the army. This strengthens the
morale of the army. The morale of the troops is the main prerequisite of their
strength.25 Arms, training level, and discipline are important to an army's strength.
Discipline is the foundation of all in a good ammy. Without it, the army is a mob,
unsuited for war. Chernyshevskiy opposed the discipline of the rod, and mechanical
drill. An army trained in this fashion "would always fall to an enemy whose soldiers
B are not dead machines but live beings."26 Chernyshevskiy attached great significance
to nurturing patriotism, love for the fatherland and the people, awareness of
civic duty, and a sense of personal worth in soldiers of the army of a democratic
state.

As we can see, justification of wars as a means of social development was typical
of most pre-Marxist intellectuals expressing the interests of the ruling classes.
They suggested a number of ideas which sometimes correctly captured the essence of
certain aspects of war and the army. However, these ideas were nothing more than
conjectures that were not supported by detailed scientific evidence. War and the
army were made dependent on the will of a great personality as a rule, and they
were felt to be permanent attributes of society. It is in this that the class
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limitations of the authors of these ideas and their idealistic and metaphysical
understanding of social phenomena manifested themselves. At the same time the
materialists, especially those who defended the interests of the oppressed classes,
viewed war and the army not as perpetual phenomena but rather ones associated with
arisal of an unjust society. They condemned the wars of the exploiters. But these
were only isolated theses which did not enjoy scientific substantiation. In view
of their theoretical and methodological weakness, as well as their social limita-
tions, pre-Marxist materialists could not create a consistent teaching on war and
the army. This task was completed by the founders of Marxism.

2. The Revolution Made by Marx and Engels in Viewpoints on War and the Army

In new historic conditions, when the proletariat entered the arena of the class
struggle, Marx and Engels developed a social teaching for this most-progressive
class. Extending materialism into the realm of social phenomena, they caused a
revolution in views on society. In V. I. Lenin's words, by doing so they indicated
"the path toward scientific study of history as the sole natiral path, in all of
its tremendous diversity and contradiction."27 Marx and Engels surmounted the
limitatizns and other shortcomings of previous sociology, and together with this,
the existing interpretations of war and the army. They also caused a revolution

in this sphere of human cognition. Critically reexamining the military-theoretical
legacy of the past, Marx and Engels generalized the tremendous amount of military
historical material from the standpoint of the working class, and they created a
teaching on war and the army based on proletarian philosophy. All of this pre-
determined the start of a qualitatively new, higher stage in the development of

the teaching on war and the army. Problems posed by former intellectuals were
deeply developed at a truly scientific level, and new important problems associated
with war and the army were posed and solved.

The founders of Marxism deserve great credit for the fact that they were the first

in history to scientifically explain the origin and sources of war. Marx and

Engels thoroughly substantiated the dependence of wars on social and historical
factors, and they demonstrated the causes of their arisal, which came into being
with the appearance of private ownership, with division of society into antagonistic
classes, and with formation of the state. War arises as a natural phenonenon of a
society of exploitation. It becomes an inseparable property of social relations
based on a system of social and national oppression. The role of war in the functions
of exploiting states grows as their sociopolitical organization becomes more complex,
as antagonistic contradictions grow more acute, and as the results of material pro-
duction are used more and more extensively in the interests of militance.

Exposing the idealistic "theory of ViO}ence",according to which social inequality
is elicited "simply" by violence imposed by some people upon others, Engels demon-
strated that inequality and classes were not brought into being by wars, that on the
contrary it was class inquality that caused the arisal of war as a social phenomenon.
The founders of Marxism criticized various antiscientific theories explaining the
origin of wars on the basis of biological, psychological, geographic, and other
factors of similar nature. They revealed their scientific groundlessness and their
social purpose--that of covering over the true causes of wars, which were contained
within the very nature of antagonistic society.
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After answering the guestion as to the causes of wars, Marx and Engels were able
to provide a scientific explanation of the relationship between war and state
- policy: being a product of class—antagonistic society, wars arise and proceed in
belialf of the poiitical interests of certain classes. In war, one of the extreme
forms of violence--armed violence——is used for political purposes. "...an act of
violence..." Engels stressed, "is a political act."28

The leaders of the international proletariat did not restrict themselves to re-
vealing the ties between war and policy. They revealed the roots of war pelicy in
the economy of the society of exploitation, and they demonstrated that no matter
what the motives of war, its roots 1ie in economics. "...violence is only a means,"
wrote Engels, "and the end is something altogether different--economic gai.n."2

Marx and Engels also deeply and thoroughly analyzed the nature of wars contemporary
- to them, and they laid the basis for a concretely historical interpretation of wars.
- They closely tied their dialectical-materialistic analysis of wars in with the
general objective of the liberation movement of oppressed masses, and mainly with
the struggle of the working class, and they determined, from the standpoint of its
interests, their relationship to concrete wars of their era. Their works drew the
- distinct outlines of the teaching on different forms and types of wars, and laid
the foundation of a scientific classification of wars. ‘

Marx and Engels divided wars into defensive and offensive depending on their socio-
political content. pDefensive wvars, they said, were ones fought by nations and
states with the goal of protecting themselves against foreign invaders, and revolu-
K tionary wars fought by oppressed classes rising against social oppression. Marx
and Engels categorized aggressive, predatory, and reactionary wars fought by ex-
ploiter classes and states as offensive wars. In this case Marx cautioned that
- it was wrong to confuse defensive wars with defensive military operations.
"Defensive war...," he said, "by no means excludes offensive operations dicatated
'py the course of military events'."3l Marxist classicists felt defensive wars
fought by oppressed classes against the oppressors, and popular wars of national
liberation, to be legal and historically justified. Concurrently they sharply con-
- demned, as illegal and unijust, the predatory and dynastic wars of the exploiters.

- Basing themselves on an analysis of the sociopolitical nature of wars, Marx and
Engels examined the role and place of armed violence in historical progress from
a concrete historical aspect. They made a tremendous step forward in the study of
this problem, raising its development to a qualitatively new level.

The issue as to the conditions for excluding wars from the life of mankind and-con-
solidating peace enjoyed development and "full scientific substantiation in the works
of Marx and Engels. Regarding war to be an invariable satellite of a society of
exploitation, the proletarian intellectual genuises proved that only the victory
of the most progressive structure--the communist order--would put an end to class
antagonisms and insure the triumph of peace. Thus they dealt an annihilatory
blow against antiscientific bourgeois theories which, justifying the aggressive,
predatory wars of the exploiters, declared them to be a permanent phenomenon, and
asserted that they were supposedly inherent to the nature of human society and that
they were the principal motive force of its development. The founders of Marxism
were the first to scientifically determine the historical bounds of the existence
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of wars. The union of the workers of all countries, wrote Marx, will, in the end,
eradicate all wars and lead to peace among nations, since in opposition to the old
society, the new society will have peace as its international principle, and each
nation will have one and the same master--1:bor.32

Marx and Engels were the first to pose and solve the problem as to the relationship
between war and revolution, demonstrating that this relationship is complex and
contradictory, and that revolution does not necessarily occur through war. They
also outlined another aspect of this highly important problem, tying in the possi-
bility for consolidating peace with revolution. The leaders of the world prole-
tariat believed socialist revolution to be a means for avoiding war. ius, noting
the growth of militance in the late 19th century, Engels wrote that had a revolution
occurred in Russia at that time, it would have saved Europe from the calamity of
universal war, and laid the basis for a world social revolution.

History also credits Marx and Engels with scientific development of the question

as to the origin, class essence, and functions of the army as an armed organization
of the state intended for warfare. They deeply analyzed the antipopular, reactionary
nature of the armies of exploitation, which serve as an instrument of suppression
of the oppressed classes of their states, and enslavement of the peoples of other
countries, they substantiated the idea that the bourgeois state machine, and the
bourgeois army, would disintegrate in the course of a socialist revolution, and

they demonstrated the need for replacing the old, disintegrated army by a new

armed organization capable of protecting the revolutionary achievements of the
laborers. The founders of Marxism defined the nature, the most important principles,
and a number of the significant traits of the proletarian army.

Marx and Engels made a significant contribution to analysis of war and the army
with their woxk on the prerequisites of victory in war and on the sources of an
army's strength. Basing himself on a materialistic conception of history, Marx
concluded that "the fate of war...rests upon material factors."33 aAfter this,
Engels revealed the dependence of armed violence on material resources. lie empha-
sized that "the victory of violence is founded upon weapons production, and in turn,
weapons production is founded upon production in general, and consequently...on the
material resources at the disposal of violence."3* Without these resources,
violence would generally '"cease to be a force."

The Marxist classicists were the first to scientifically resolve +he issue as to

the role of the popular masses and military leaders in war. They noted that the
success of combat is directly dependent on the morale of the army and people, since
"battles will be won by people, and not by muskets...."3% 1In the course of war, the
moral element transforms into a material force. An army fighting for just goals

is characterized by higher ideals, resolve, and unity. Defending the true father-
land, a citizen of communist society would fight with inspiration, with fortitude,
with courage.36 In addition to this, Marx and Engels turned their attention to

the fact that the material and spiritual forces of an army create only the possi-
bility of victory. Its transformation into reality would depend on both the
conscious activity of the masses and the ability of the organizers and leaders to
correctly understand the course of events in war, and direct the actions of the
masses accordingly.
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Marx and Engels made an important contribution to the theory of war and the

army by revealing the laws governing development of military affairs. They sub-
stantiated the dependence of the methods and forms of warfare on the level of
development of productive forces and on the nature of production relations. Engels
emphasized that "new productive forces would be the prerequisite of each new im-
provement in the system of waging war."37 He pointed out that fundamental changes
occur in military affairs as a result of social revolution. New social relations
generate a new system of waging war.

The founders of Marxism demonstrated the revolutionizing influence major technical
discoveries and inventions have on military affairs. As productive forces develop,
military technology and weapons improve constantly, at an ever-increasing rate and
scale. Appearance of new weapons leads to fundamental changes in the strategy of
warfare and the organization of the troops. "With invention of a new instrument

of war...," Marx wrote, "the entire internal organization of the army inevitably
changed, the relationship on the basis of which individuals form an army and are
able to operate as an army transformed, and the relationship of different armies

- to one another also changed."3® Engels noted that “"technological advances, as soon
as they became applicable and did in fact find application in military affairs,
elicited changes and even revolutions in the means of warfare--almost violently,
often even in opposition to the will of the military command. ..."32 This depen-
dence stems from the fact that improvements in arms have their own source of
development--internal contradictions. The most important of them is competition
between offensive and defensive weapons--the saber and the shield, the lance and
the suit of armor, the artillery projectile and armor plating. such competition
promotes invention of increasingly more effective offensive weapons, in response to
which more~dependable means of protection are created. Engels saw in this competi-
tion a manifestation of the intrinsic law of dialectical motion.

The appearance of a new weapon creates the technical possibility for a turn in
military affairs. After the availability of a new weapon in the troops reaches

= a certain point, fundamental changes also occur in the very foundation of military
affairs. Only the mass use of new, improved weapons, and mass qualitative changes
in the personnel, can lead to a revolution in the means of warfare, to a revo.ution
in military affairs. Discussing such transformations in the second half of the

- 19th century, Engels wrote that “conscription of all persons fit for military
service into the army, which was now millions of soldiers strong, and use of fire
weapons, artillery projectiles, and explosives of unprecedented power created a
complete revolution in all military affairs, immediately putting an...end to the
period of. Napoleanic warfare...."*0 @When military affairs assume a new qualitative
state, they acquire a new quantitative character. This law reveals itself as a
constant increase in the quantity of army personnel and arms, an increase in the
proportion of equipment in the troops, and growth in the scope of engagements and
wars in general.

The revolutionary intellectual genuises were the first to conclude that new social
relations create not only a new system of warfare but also a new military science.

" _.the military science created by the revolution and Napolean," Engels emphasized,
wwas the inevitable result of the new relations generated by the revolution."%!

He suggested the idea that liberati~» of the proletariat would also express itself
in a special way in military affairs, leading to creation of a unique, new military
method.
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Marx and Engels also deserve trewendous credit for developing a number of fundamental
provisions of the strategy and tactics of the working class in an armed uprising,
which they validly interpreted as an art. In his article "Revolution and Counter-
revolution in Germany” Engels pointed out that an uprising is an art, in precisely
the same way as is war. It follows cértain rules, neglect of which harbors fatal
conseqguences.

Thus, interpreting social developments from the standpoint of dialectical material-
: ism, Marx and Engels critically assimilated, qualitatively reworked, and developed
- the achievements of prior philosophical, political, and economic thought, including

investigations of war and armies. Surmounting the limitations of the latter, they
- revealed the deep economic roots and the class-political nature of war and armies,
- demonstrating their historical bounds. Thus they caused a revolution in the
teaching on war and the army, and they created the foundation for the military
program and the military science of the proletariat.

3. The Leninist Stage in Development of the Teaching on War and the Army

V. I. Lenin was the brilliant successor of the affairs and teachings of Marx and
Engels. "An entire revolutionary era in the life of mankind is associated with
the name and activities of Lenin. Lenin gave answers to the most pressing ques-—

: tions posed by the course of hiztorical development, he comprehensively developed
the theory of socialist revolution and development of communist society, he armed
the Russian and the whole international revolutionary movement with scientifically
grounded strategy and tactics, and he led the struggle of the working class for
implementation of the ideals of socialism."42

Lenin's activities associated with developing the teaching on war and the army
were also multifaceted and exceptionally productive. He laid the basis for a new,
Leninist stage in improvement of this system of knowledge, one which was the
immediate continuation and a further development of the viewpoints of Marx and
Engels on the issues of war and the army in new historical conditions: in an era
of imperialism and proletarian revolutions, in an era of mankind's transition from
capitalism to socialism, of colonialism's fall and the victory of national libera-
tion movements. Under these conditions, there arose an objective need for scienti-
fically analyzing development of class and national collisions, antagonisms, and
conflicts in order to permit a correct understanding of the essence of all of the
basic types of wars, and determination of the relationship of the proletariat to

- them. The new factors affecting the social and military-technical nature of war

- had to be interpreted from Marxist positions, the working class had to be given
the theoretical weapons it needed in its struggle against imperialist, predatory
wars, and the way to pull down the military organization of imperialism in the
course of socialist revolution and to organize armed defense of socialism had to
be shown. This task of historic proportions was completed by V. I. Lenin. He
defended and developed the Marxist teaching on war and the army, and he exposed
its falsifications by opportunists.

The important contributions Lenin and his associates made to the Marxist teaching
on war and the army consisted of their analysis of the essence of war and its
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class nature. Relying on the premises of Marx and Engels and generalizing the
historical experience of wars in the new conditions, Lenin explained the essence
and class nature of war from the standpoint of dialectical materialism.

Lenin did a tremendous service by enriching the Marxist classification of wars
= with his hypotheses on the types of wars typical of the imperialist era. Con-
sidering tne trends of economic, political, and scientific-technical development,
Lenin pointed out the most important features of modern wars. This permitted
him to deepen, and make more concrete, the premises of the founders of Marxism
on the role of the popular masses in war, and to demonstrate the possibility the
laborers had for preventing imperialist wars and the reality of transforming an
imperialist war into a civil war. In this way, Lenin also made a significant
contribution to analysis of the relationship between war and revolution.

Lenin's thorough study of sociopolitical development of capitalist countries in
the imperialist era and his generalization of the revolutionary experience of the
working class in the new historical conditions permitted him to enrich Marxist
ideas on the role of armed violence in the class struggle of the proletariat.
Even before the revolution Lenin clearly defired the fundamental principles of
development of the working class's military organization. Lenin's analysis of
problems in military theory armed the proletariat with a military program in the
- time of its preparation for and performance of the socialist revolution. Lenin's
’ work on these issues significantly supplemented and deepened the Marxist teaching
on war and the army.

The Great October Socialist Revolution was a turning point of world history. It
initiated the era of universal revolutionary renewal of the world, the era of
transition of capitalism to socialism. Socialist transformations in our country
laid the basis for revolutionary change of the entire planet's social countenance.

With the victory of Great October, Lenin and the Communist Party found themselves
facing, for the first time, the full measure of the responsibility for generalizing
- the world-historic experience of the socialist revolution, including the military
experience of the proletariat within it, and of revealing the laws and motive
- forces governing development of socialist society and the military organization
of the working class, and its utilization in the defense of the achievements of
socialism. Marxists interpreted the problems of military theory from the aspect
of the most typical traits of the new historical era.

Socialist society came into being in a country encircled by a hostile capitalist
world. TLenin warned that this encirclement, by exerting military, political,
economic, and ideological pressure, was not about to halt its attempts at re-
storing capitalism or at least retarding the growth of our social economy, forma-
tion of a new way of life, and development of socialist consciousness.

During the years of foreign military intervention and civil war, military problems
acquired vital significance to the state of socialism. "In our times...," Lenin
said in October 1918, "the issue of war, of strengthening the army has priority.
The main efforts of the military theoretical activities of the Marxists were

directed at resolving this issue. During this period the Marxist teaching on war

ul3
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and the army served as the immediate scientific foundation for formation of Soviet
military doctrine; it provided effactive assistance in organization of an army of
a new type.

V. I. Lenin and the Communist Party decisively fought against bourgeois and oppor=-

tunist distortions of the problems of war. There was great significance in the

fact that V. I. Lenin and the party armed our military personnel with the princi- -
ples of scientific criticism of militant ideology, with an irreconcilable and ’
uncompromising resolve to fight for preservation of the purity of the Marxist

teaching on war and the army, and with the understanding that ideological defeat-

of the enemy is just as important as his military annihilation. .

Posing and resolving the issves of war and the army in the new historical situa-
tion, Lenin suggested and substantiated the idea of peaceful coexistence among
states with different social structures. His great contribution to Marxism was
creation of an integral teaching on defense of the socialist fatherland. Lenin
enriched the teaching on war and the army with an analysis of the essence and
laws of the armed defense of socialism. He clearly demonstrated that protection
off the socialist fatherland is one of the most important laws of development and
consolidation of the new society, and an international responsibility of inter-
national proletariat,

Lenin was the founder of Soviet military science. Owing to Lenin and his asso-

ciates, the military science of the working class developed from its first days

on the sound theoretical and methodological foundation of Marxism. Relying upon

the premises of Marx and Engels, Lenin exerted the full power inherent to him to -
place a scientific foundation beneath the question as to the mutual relationship
existing between Marxist philosophy and military science. His premise that without
dialectical materialism as a method of scientific cognition, scientists would be
hopeléss in their philosophical conclusions and generalizations”% has great methodo-
logical significance to military science as well. Lenin was a master of dialecti-
cal analysis of the problems of war, armies, and military affairs. He served as

- an example of application of dialectical materialism to the problems of military
theory, and of practical achievement of a union between Marxist philosophy and
military science.

Decisions of the 8th RKP(b) [Russian Communist Party (of bolsheviksJ] Congress

- had special significance to assertion of Lenin's principles for creating the

army of the socialist state. The party program adopted by the congress defined

the road of socialism's development and determined military policy. The congress

based its resolution on the military issue on the main principle of our army's

- ‘development and activities--the Communist Party's leadership of all of the

' state's armed forces. The congress pointed out the need for strictly complying
with the class principle in the army's development, for intensifying formation of
the officer corps out of the proletariat and semiproletariat, for elevating the
role of commissars and the entire party-political machinery, for improving politi-
cal work in the troops, and for implementing other important measures aimed at
strengthening the Red Army's battleworthiness. The tremendous significance of
clear centralized control and high military discipline in the Soviet Armed Forces

- was emphasized.
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After the foreign interventionists were expelled and the civil war came to an end,
Lenin and the Communist Party raised development of the Marxist teaching on war
and the army to an even higher level. Bll possibilities were employed in order

to broadly develop military-theoretical research based on the military experience
of the revolutionary masses. Marxists concentrated significant efforts on concep*
tualizing the experience of World War I and the Civil War, and they determined the
course of development of the Soviet Armed Forces with a consideration for this
experience. Such was the will of the times. "We have seen the end of one stage
of war," V. I. Lenin pointed out, "and we must prepare ourselves for the second;
but we do not know when it will come, and we must do what needs to be done so that
when it does come, we could stay on top of it."45

The acquired experience was to go a long way in guiding the party in its subsequent
work. At the same time Lenin's ideas on military issues had to be generalized,

and used as a sound theoretical and methodological foundation for development of
the socialist state's military science and formation of Soviet military doctrine
fully satisfying internal and external conditions.

In the 1920's-1930's the Communist Party posed and promptly solved the problem

of the union between Marxism and military science. It actively fought against
anti-Marxist conceptions in military theory and against the mistaken and hostile
viewpoints of "leftist" communists and Trotskyites on the issues of military con-
struction under socialism. The party did a great service by thoroughly analyzing
the tasks arising in the course of improvement of military affairs, deeply
analyzing the nature of wars, and revealing the fundamental laws governing develop-
ment of the country's military powexr, with a consideration for new elements
appearing within it and for the features of a future war.

The question as to the unique features of a possible war occupied a central place
in analysis of the problems of war. It had great theoretical and practical
significance because the success of strengthening the state's defenses and

gaining a clear understanding of the nature and objectives of military development
depended in many ways on achieving correct, scientific viewpoints on future warfare.
A large group of outstanding military leaders and theorists of the Lenin school
participated actively and productively in this highly important research——

M. V. Frunze, M. N. Tukhachevskiy, K. Ye. Voroshilov, B. M. Shaposhnikov,

I. S. Unshlikht, Ya. M. zhigur, A. K. Toporkov, S. M. Belitskiy, and others.

They thoroughly analyzed changes in warfare elicited by its sociopolitical nature,
growth in army strength, and the increase in the equipment available to armies.

It was concluded that engagements of unprecedented scale would be typical of
possible war. Hundreds of millions of persons would be drawn into the savage
struggle--on land, at sea, and in the air, over tremendous territory. In such a
war, the sharp boundary between the front and the rear would disappear. The out-
come of the war would be defined not only by decisive victories at the front but
also by the productive power, organization, and steadfastness of the rear.

It was in this connection that the relationships between war and armed conflict
were illuminated. M. N. Tukhachevskiy, A. V. Golubev, K. I. Bocharov, and others

wrote that war is not limited to just military operations alone, that it is also
waged in the economic, diplomatic, and ideological spheres. New forms of conflict
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in the future war were examined: mass attacks by aviation, airborne assaults in the
deep rear, actions by the submarine fleet, economic blockade, agitation and propa-
ganda among enemy troovs and population, and so on.

The problems of the army enjoyed further development, especially the socialist army.
They were illuminated in documents of the Comintern, in decisions of our party, and
. in the works of B. K. Blyukher, K. Ye. Voroshilov, S. M. Kirov, V. V. Kuybyshev,
- I. V. Stalin, M, V. Frunze, and others. ‘fThe basic trends of military development
were thoroughly studied.

Realizing the decisive significance of man in war and the swiftness with waich
science and technology were progressing, M. V. Frunze, V. K. Blyukher, and others
raised the issue of increasing the role of science in the army's consolidation, in
personnel training, and mainly in the training of command personnel. Daily atten-
tion was devoted to the task of troop political indoctrination. §S. M. Kirov,

M. V. Frunze, A. S. Bubnov, S. I. Gusev, M. N. Tukhachevskiy, and others developed
Lenin's premise that the Red Army was strong due to its political awareness, and
because each of our soldiers knew who and what he was serving. The power of the Red
Army rested upon the selfless devotion of the personnel to the Soviet motherland

and the CommunistParty, on the inwviolable principle of proletarian internationalism,
and on a burning hatred of the enemies of socialism.

Careful analysis of the pressing problems of the Marx.st-Leninist teaching on war
and the army in the period between the wars went a loig way to promote creation of

- the military-theoretical prerequisites of the Soviet Armed Forces' victory over the
fascist aggressors in the Great Patriotic War.

In the harsh years of war, owing to the theoretical and organizational activity of
the Communist Party our commanders, all armed forces personnel, and all Soviet
people were armed with the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army as a daily
guide in their struggle against fascism. In turn, the practical efforts of Soviet
troop commanders, the combat experience of the army and navy, and the heroic labor
of workers in the rear nurtured the party's theoretical activities, and enriched
them.

In those hard times the party systematically generalized the experience of the war
and helped military personnel assimilate it in the interests of developing military
science and organizing the swiftest possible defeat of the aggressor. The situa-
tion demanded that we concentrate our attention on analyzing the social essencs' and
unique features of the war, on publicizing Marxist-Leninist ideas concerning pro-
tection of the. socialist fatherland, on mobilizing all of the strength of the people
to repel the enemy, and on unmasking the piratic nature of fascist actions in the
war. The party did everything to insure that the Soviet people would clearly under-
stand the goals of the struggle, that they would maintain an unshakeable faith in
their strength and in their victory, and that they would selflessly fight at the
front and work in the rear.

The just, progressive goals of liberation and the popular nature of the war fought
- by the Soviet Union were deeply revealed. MAnalysis of the sources of victory and

the foundations of the state's military power assumed a prominent place, as did

examination of the economic, moral-political, and especially the military factors
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of the victory. Much attention was turned in the study of the army to the mission
of liberation of our armed forces.

Following the world-historic victory of the Soviet people and other freedom-loving
peoples over fascism in World War II, Marxist-Leninist thought found itself faced
by the tasks of critically studying and assimilating the experience of the past war,
and theoretically generalizing all of the innovations that had arisen during it.
This task was completed with a consideration for the achievements in economics,
science, and technology, the constant changes occurring in the balance of economic,
political, and military forces of the two social systems in the world arena, and
improvements in troop armament and organization.

The conclusions and premises forwarded by Communist Party congresses on the problems
of war and peace, military development, protection of the achievements of socialism,
and development of communism were a tremendous contribution to development of the
Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army. The congress documents examined

the unique features of the country's militzry power at the present stage, and they
substantiated the importance of considering the combined military power of systems
of states--coalitions. The documents placed special emphasis on the growing role

of science and technology in the state's military power and in the fighting power of
the armed forces. The successes of socialist production and of Soviet science and
technology, noted the 224 CPSU Congress, permitted us to enact a true revolution in
military affairs.

Problems associated with the army, its functions, and the laws of its development,
and the tasks of the party associated with affording leadership to all Soviet
military development occupied an important place in the proceedings of the CPSU
congresses. The CPSU Program adopted by the 22d CPSU Congress stated: "The CPSU
views defense of the socialist fatherland and reinforcement of the USSR's defenses
and the power of the Soviet Armed Forces as the sacred duty of the party and all
Soviet people, as the most important function of the socialist state. The Soviet
Union feels it to be its international responsibility to insure, together with other
social&gt countries, dependable protection and security for the entire socialist
camp."”

The conclusions of the 25th CPSU Congress were a new and significant landmark in
development of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army. Defining the
new, grand prospects of peaceful construction, the congress based itself on Lenin's
premise that development of communism and the country's security were inseparable.
It pointed out the constantly increasirg significance of scientific research on

the fundamental problems of the clash of forces in war and peace, and it devoted

a great dGeal of attention to this problem's examination. The congress described
the forces blocking the path of the policy of war and insuring peace on earth.
Countries of the socialist fraternity make up. the foundation of these forces.

The 25th CPSU Congress determined the specific causes of military danger in the
present era, causes contained within the imperialist camp, and it revealed the
most important manifestations of the aggressiveness of reactionary forces. Forxces
of this sort in the USA and other imperialist states had no wish o halt the arms
race, divorce themselves from cold war psychology, or successively implement a
policy of mutually advantageous cooperation and noninterference in the internal
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affairs of other countries. Military actions against nations fighting for their
liberty and independence continued.

The Soviet Union, the congress emphasized, will conduct its foreign policy, one
enjoying the respect and support of the multimillion popular masses in all the
- world, with doubled energy. It will neutralize the forces of war and aggression,
promote consolidation of universal peace, and insure the rights of nations to liberty,
independence, and social progress.

Basing itself on an analysis of the alignment of the forces of peace and war, the

congress pointed out that as long as a danger of war exists, and as long as mili-

tant circles pursue the arms race and the NATO bloc continues to function, the need

for strengthening the country's defense capabilities, improving the armed forces,

- and strengthening the military-political alliance of the members of the Warsaw Pact
would persist. Our country has supported and will continue to support nations
fighting for their liberty.

The proceedings of the 25th CPSU Congress revealed the fundamental contradiction

_ existing between bourgeois and socialist armies, they demonstrated the progressive
nature and purpose of the army of the socialist state, and they theoretically sub-
stantiated its historic mission in foreign policy and its role in the internal life
of the countries of socialism.

The congress deeply analyzed the relationship between detente and the class struggle.
Detente has to do with international relations. It means that disputes and con-
flicts between countries must not be resolved by war, by the application of force

or the threat of force. Detente does not supplant, and it does not change the laws
of the class struggle. No one can hope that in the conditions of detente, commu-
nists would make peace with capitalist exploitation, or that monopolists would

come over to the revolution. '

The fundamental principles of party and state policy in the area of the socialist
fatherland's defense enjoyed legal documentation in the new USSR Constitution. It
emphasizes that defense of the socialist fatherland is one of the most important
functions of the state, and that it is a matter of all the people. The duty of the
armed forces to the people is clearly spelled out: dependably defend the socialist
fatherland, and maintain constant combat readiness guaranteeing an immediate re-
pulse to any aggressor. Consequently the responsibility for maintaining constant
combat readiness of the troops and naval forces is now a constitut.onal provision.

The analysis of the most important problems of modern international life, made in

the documents of the postwar international conferences of representatives of

communist and workers parties, has great significance to further development of

the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army. These documents describe the

alignment of political forces in the world arena, and they formulate the tasks in

- the struggle for peace, democracy, and socialism, and against the aggressive actions
of imperialism.

The decisions and documents of the CPSU, of the communist parties of other socialist
countries, and of the international conferences of representatives of communist and
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workers parties feed new ideas and premises into the Marxist-Leninist teaching on
war and the army, and guide and accelerate its development. The quality and
quantity of works on philosophical, sociological, sociopolitical, and economic
problems of war and armies are growing. They are typified by a wide grasp of
the important problems, and by effective analysis of the arising questions.

New integrated studies based on the systems analysis approach became a significant
feature in the postwar development of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the
army. They analyzed the problems of war and the army on the basis of a unified
philosophical and sociopolitical approach. This approach reveals itself, for
example, in the collective works "Marksizm-leninizm o voyne i armii” [Markism-
Leninism on War and the Army] (published in five editions), "Metodologicheskiye
problemy voyennoy teorii i praktiki" [The Methodological Problems of Military
Theory and Practice] (two editions), and others.

Another important feature is the significant expansion of the subject matter dealt
with, the addition of new problems of war and the army, elicited by profound changes
in the sociopolitical and military-technical areas. Priority attention is devoted
to the study of the revolution in military affairs: its causes, essence, unique
features, and sociopolitical consequences.

Publication of a number of works on the history of the past war has great signifi-
cance to development of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army. This is
especially true of the continuing publication of the twelve-volume "Istoriya vtoroy

- mirovoy voyny 1939-1945" [History of the Second World War 1939-1945]. It provides
a thorough scientific analysis of the events of the prewar and war years.

In the period under examination a new feature toock shape in the development of

the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army--analysis of the teaching's
history itself. This was promoted in many ways by publication of a number of party
documents, as well as books devoted to the 150th anniversaries of the birthdays of
_ Marx and Engels, and the 100th anniversary of Lenin's birth. This research direc-
- tion is typified not only by profound generalization and multifaceted analysis of
the military-theoretical legacy of the classicists of Marxism-Leninism, but also
by utilization of this rich material to solve the problems of modern military
development. Mention should be made of collective works such as "Filosofskoye
naslediye V. I. Lenina i problemy sovremennoy voyny" [The Philosophical Legacy of
V. I. Lenin and the Problems of Modern War], "Karl Marks i voyennaya istoriya"
[Karl Marx and Military History], "Fridrikh Engel's i voyennaya istoriya"
[Friedrich Engels and Military History}, "V. I. Lenin i voyennaya istoriya"

[V. I. Lenin and Military History], "Problemy voyny i mira" [Problems of War and
pPeace], and others.

Marxist-Leninist military-theoretical thought also concentrates on development of
the methodological foundations and.problems of military science under socialism.
study of the processes and phenomena of presently developing military affairs and
the phenomena of war occupies an important place in this regard. This is primarily
an analysis of modern warfare in all of its complexity and contradictions from the
standpoint of dialectical materialism. Problems associated with the essence, nature,
and types of wars in the modern era, the consequences and historical role of wars,
the relationship between war and state policy in the nuclear age, the relationship
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between war and revolution, the mutual ties existing between military science and
military doctrine, the essence of scientific control of troop activities, and

other méthodological problems of military theory and practice énjoyed especially
deep illumination in recent years. ‘Scientific criticism of bourgeois conceptions
of war and armies has become broader. Further development of the Marxist-Lenihist
teaching on war and the army in the postwar era served as a highly important pre-
requisite for development of the fundamental premises of Soviet military science.
Questions concerning the forms and methods of military activities and the relation-
ship among different resources of armed conflict were answered on the basis of an
analysis of the unique features of modern wars and the fundamental changes occurring
in military affairs. The dominant significance of nuclear missiles was pointed out,
and at the same time the necessity for correctly accounting for the role of conven-
tional weapons, for avoiding the extremes when assessing both new and existing forms
of armament, and for being ready to perform missions with both conventional and
nuclear resources was stated. These conclusions promoted successful solution of
other complex problems of military science, which arose in connection with the
revolution in military affairs.

Thus the Leninist stage in the development of the teaching on war and the army is
typified by further development of the entire complex of its problems, and enrich-
ment of this teaching with new premises and conclusions, as stated in the works

of V. I. Lenin, his associates and scientists, in the documents of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and other fraternal parties, and in the works of Marxist-
Leninist scholars.

The Leninist stage in development of the teaching on war and the army embraces the
same historical period that Leninism as a whole does. And this is natural. Develop-
ment of Marxism is a single process of theoretical reflection of economic, political,
and scientific life in close interaction with the requirements of the class struggle
of the proletariat against imperialism. Therefore the issues of war and the army

and of protecting the socialist fatherland undergo development within the framework
of the same revolutionary teaching as well.

Development of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army is distinguished
by a creative, international nature, by a broad research front, and by an uncompro-
mising struggle against bourgeois and revisionist ideology. It is proceeding in
organic interaction with the practice of socialist military development and armed
defense of the revolutionary achievements of the laborers against imperialist
aggression. An inseparable tie between the Marxist-Leninist tea.hing on war and
the army and practice has great significance to constant growth in its effective-
ness. The following premise stated by the 25th CPSU Congress pertains equally to
it and to all other social sciences: "The tasks facing our social science could
be completed only on the condition of its most intimate association with life.
Scholastic theorizing can only hinder our movement forward. Only an association
with practice can raise the effectiveness of science, and today this is one of the
central prc>blems.""7 It is in daily reliance upon practice, in an inseparable
association with it that we can find a guarantee for constant growth of the effec-
tiveness of the Marxist~Leninist teaching on war and the army, and of its influence
upon reinforcement of the defense capabilities of the Soviet state and the entire
fraternity of socialist countries.
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CHAPTER II
ORIGIN AND SOCIAL ESSENCE OF WARS

Climbing the endless ladder of social progress, mankind has dragged behind it a
lengthy train of wars and conflicts over the millenia. The insatiable Grim Reaper
of war gathered an abundant harvest for many centuries. The principal instrument
. of international disputes and of national and racialdiscord was the force of arms.
Scholars believe that in the last five and a half thousand years there had been
more than 14,000 wars on earth, which took the lives of more than 4 billion persons--
as many as there are now in the present population of the planet. The 20th century
was not an exception in this regard. Two world wars unleashed by imperialism in
just its first half took more than 50 million human lives and annihilated colossal
quantities of material and cultural valuables. After 1945, new wars and military
conflicts arose more than 100 times in the world.

Nor has the danger that imperialism might unleash new wars, including a world war,
disappeared today. Therefore Marxist-Leninist analysis of war and of its origin
and essence has extremely important significance.

- 1. Origin of Wars and the Causes of Their Arisal

Wars, teaches Marxism-Leninism, are a historical phenomenon. Throughout the
lengthy existence of primitive society, people did not know wars as a sociopolitical
phenomenon. Contrary to this, however, bourgeois sociologists and historians assert
that war has existed since the dawn of man, that it is a permanent phenomenon. B2s
we can see, that there are two fundamentally contradictory viewpoi.ts on the origin
of wars is obvious. This can be explained by the fact that the approach taken by
different researchers to the study of war depends entirely upon their class-based
attitude--their philosophy and the methods they use. Only a materialistic inter-
pretation of history faithfully reveals the genesis and social essence of all social
phenomena associated with war. Marxism-Leninism has demonstrated that the history

- h of human society is a socially dependent process depending to a significant extent
on the level and nature of development of the society's material foundation--its
means of production. It is namely upon the means of production that the relations
among people, the social ties, and the contradictions and conflicts arising in
soclety depend.
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Primitive society, which existed for hundreds of thousands of years, was the very
first stage of social progress. It was distinguished by an extremely low level of
productive forces, and an exceptional dependence of man upon nature. But social
relations which separated man from the natural environment forever evolved at this
first stage of history. This was not a society of domination by some and subordina-
tion by others; primitive collectivism and equality were the society's dominant
features. The tribal structure, in which the relations of primitive society attained
their greatest maturity, promoted maximum unification of the efforts of all members
of the tribe in their struggle against natural elements, and for survival and
existence.

Consequently the main source of the primitive social structure's progress was a
struggle between natural and sociohistoric factors, man's struggle with surrounding
nature. The contradictions and conflicts arising between tribes were secondary,
they were not paramount. The primitive means of production was based on common needs
and interests. The social organization of this classless society, which was typi-
fied by a low level of economic development, required close unity and cooperation
within the tribe and family. The natural environment--the cradle and source of the
people's existence--was to them a hostile demoniacal force which could be fought
only if the people were closely unified. Without such unity, people simply could
not have survived.

Armed conflicts between tribes did not have a social nature; they were only
skirmishes fought in an effort to acquire the best hunting grounds, pastures, and
shelters. They were also fought as vendettas. The founders of Marxism sometimes
referred to such armed collisions as "ancient wars".! The element of armed
violence--a permanent attribute of all wars--was present in such tribal battles,
but the only goal pursued by this violence was immediate satisfaction of the
economic needs of primitive people. Therefore Marx felt that "ancient wars" were
one of the forms of primitive labor. Armed conflicts in pre-class society remotely
recalled wars as we define them today only in form, inasmuch as the sociopolitical
sources of their arisal and conduct did not exist at that time, and there were no
special implements of war. Absence of classes and private ownership in primitive
society deprived "ancient wars" of their main stimulus--they were not fought in
- order to enslave and exploit the conquered. This was economically unsuitable owing
to the extremely low level of development of productive forces. Captured members
of other tribes were eaten, and sometimes they were killed or accepted into the
winning tribe.

Consequently the armed collisions of primitive peoples were a continuation and a
part of their common struggle to create the conditions permitting their existence.
Immediate economic necessity was at their basis. Except for blood feuds, they were
to a significant extent chance encounters, and they were not unavoidable. All of
this confirms that war had not been with us forever, and that mankind went through
a very long period of history without the sociopolitical phenomenon of war.

Investigating the origin of wars, it is important to understand the conditions of
their arisal and existence; in the modern era, it is also important to understand
= how to prevent and exclude them from the life of society.
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The conditions of arisal of war are also the prerequisites of the actual birth,
manifestation, and realization of social conflict. They are the prologue of war.
We know that at a certain stage of history, the possibility for accumulating
surplus production arose as a result of a certain amount of growth in labor
productivity. It became the economic source of social violence and inequality.
Private ownership, classes, and states arose. Exploiters could no longer survive
without wars as a means for enslaving other peoples and reinforcing their domina-
tion within their own country. This historic period of transition caught primitive
society in the stage of its disintegration and at the time of arisal of the slave-
owning socioeconomic formation. Armed aggression, which, as Engels noted, existed
previously "only as a means of revenge against aggression or as a means for ex-
panding territory when it was no longer large enough, was now resorted to only
for the sake of plunder, becoming a permanent craft."?

After antagonistic classes formed, the class struggle became the source of society's
progress, though the initial contradiction (between the social organism and the
natural environment) can never be fully erased. Striving to acquire boundless
wealth, thc classes of exploitation "legalized" the "craft" of war as one of the
means for achieving this goal. Organized armed violence became a permanent element
of their policy.’ )

Thus with the appearance of antagonistic class society, its permanent satellite--
wars--naturally arose. All wars without exception were the result of the action of
profound socioeconomic processes within this society. In other words the source
of wars and their genesis are embodied within the structure of exploitation itself,
being based on private ownership of the means of production, and on oppression of
the laborers. But the economic goals of the classes of exploitation are reached
through the implementation of a certain state policy. In this sense policy is a
"generalization" of economics. "Politics," wrote Lenin, "is a concentrated ex-
pression of economics...."3 Lenin's statement is the key to analyzing and under-
standing wars as a sociopolitical phenomenon brought into being by the very nature
of a society of exploitation. His premise permits us to understand the initial--
ecornomic--foundation of war, which can be differentiated in terms of concrete causes
of each war viewed individually.

We can distinguish several levels of historical causality of wars.® First there is
the level of root causes. The overall, root cause of every war reflects the inner-
most production relations of a society of exploitation, and the sociopolitical
phenomena these relations generate, taking the form of armed vio“ence of some
classes (states) against others. War is an expression of ultimate aggravation of

- political conflicts, and it is simultaneously a specific means of their manifesta-
tion and resolution.3

- In other words the contradictions of antagonistic society create the permanent
= base of various sociopolitical conflicts (including those taking the form of
war) between classes and states.

The next level of causality consists of specific, special causes. They express
the dialectical relationship between the given antagonistic means of production
and the concrete historical conditions, and the social situation under which a
certain form of social antagonism arises and develops. The sociohistoric situation
in which the general cause of war manifests itself may retard or accelerate its
action.

_ 31

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

The general, root cause of wars is ever-present today, inasmuch as it still persists
within the capitalist structure; however, wars are not fatalistically unavoidable.
It is only when the cause leads to a certain crisis situation that it serves as a
trigger, irreversibly igniting the flame of war. But when the action of concrete
factors that keep the cause of war from manifesting itself is intensified (whett the
balance of forces shifts away from the potential imperialist aggressor, when the
social movement to prevent war grows, when antimilitant movements become unified,
and so on), the possibility for preventing war grows.

Within the bounds of historical necessity, as defined by the root causes, events

are unrepeatable and unique in their manifestations. A concrete situation ex-
pressing a particular acuity and maturity of the root causes of war can lead directly
to war, or it may provide a possibility for avoiding war. This depends on the
nature and orientation of the efforts of the masses, classes, and parties, through
the activities of which social necessity is realized. It may even be said that

the specific, special causes of war are a unique manifestation of the root cause
within a particular social situation, in particular historic conditions.

And, finally, we can distinguish another level of causality of wars reflecting

unique, particular causes. These are associated with individual factors behind

manifestation of the root cause of war in a particular historic situation. A unique,
- particular cause is not the dominant cause of war, but in each case it imparts a
special hue to this process, in a sense supplementing it, giving the root cause
concrete form. The actions of personalities, social groups, special circumstances,
and random factors can retard or hasten, and weaken or intensify the influence of
the general, root cause. The general cause manifests itself precisely through a
set of social acts, through the social will. of individuals possessing different
political qualitiés. A unique, particular cause mainly reveals the dialectics of
necessity and chance in cause-and-effzct relationships, and it serves as the means
by which the general and special causes of war become more concrete.

Both the general, root causes and the specific and particular causes of wars
_ ~ operate not on their own, not in isolation, . but together, in their unity. Their
relationship and their manifestation in each separate war are unrepeatable and
unique. But unigueness does not preclude the fact that no matter what the circum-
stances, the root causes, the basic causes always remain the decisive, dominant
causes. The conditions and causes eliciting a social crisis taking the form of a
war do not disappear completely; instead, they appear to undergo modification,
and they become included within the process of war, representing important elements
of its content.

And so, wars arise owing to the action of cause-and-effect relationships existing
as a complex structure, owing to the dialectics between the general, special, and
unigue causes, with the general, root causes playing the main role. In this case
causality expresses itself differently in different concrete historic conditions.
Thé chain of phenomena leading to war may not only follow a stable trend; they
may also deviate from it (we may witness acceleration or deceleration of the
process of a war's arisal, or even its prevention), depending on the concrete
situations and the concrete actions of personalities and social groups. To put it

= another way, the general cause realizes itself in different ways while preserving
its main, fundamental orientation.
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Examination and consideration of the different levels of causality permits us to
gain a deeper understanding of the concrete causes of wars in the present era,
and the ways and means of blocking their manifestations; it also permits us to
persuasively reveal the true face of fatalistic and subjectivistic viewpoints on
war.

The events of our days confirm with new force the validity of Marxist-Leninist
analysis Ginboth the causes of wars and the means of their prevention. 1In the
face of thefconstantly growing power of world socialism and the tremendous inter-
nationar adthority of the peace-loving foreign policy of the USSR and other states -
of the socialist fraternity, the ruling circles of a number of capitalist countries

have been forced to take certain steps in the direction of realism, toward recog-

nizing the immutable fact that the sole sensible alternative to a war of devasta-

tion is peaceful coexistence of states having different socioeconomic structures.

In essence the favorable shifts presently occurring in international relations

reflect a factor of paramount significance: change in the balance of world forcas

in favor of socialism, the bankruptcy of the imperialist "position of strength”

policy, and the groundlessness of bourgeois doctrines of dictatorship, pressure,

and threat against states of the socialist fraternity.

Now that the balance of forces has changed in favor of socialism, imperialism's
possibilities for using war as political means for attaining its reactionary goals
has decreased. Under these conditions, peaceful coexistence--the foundation of

= peaceful competition between socialism and capitalism, a specific form of the
class struggle between them--is at the same time one of the means for restricting
and blocking the general, root cause of wars, a cause built into the structure of -
exploitation.

While the general positions of imperialism have weakened, this does not mean that
its aggressiveness has decreased. Evidence of this can be found in imperialism's
aggression against Vietnam and the Arab countries, the invasion of Guinea and
Angola by neocolonists, the subversive activities against progressive regimes in
- Latin aAmerica, and numerous other facts. As a socioeconomic structure, imperialism
continues to be the general, root cause of all wars of the modern era. The ten- =
dency toward international detente has not changed and could not change the internal
social structure of modern bourgeois society or the reactionary essence of the
imperialist state, together with the greed, aggressiveness, and antihumanitarianism
inherent to it.

The aggressiveness of imperialism persists owing to the action of a group of
factors. .

First, the end result of the historic duel between the two socioeconomic systems
is becoming ever-clearer. The complete triumph of socialism in the whole world is
inevitable. However, attempting to postpone its fate in the arena of history,
imperialism continues to place its hopes on military violence. Given the present

- level of development of weapons and military equipment, the special danger this’
course has to peace and the security of nations is clear.

Second, the general crisis of capitalism, which continues to deepen, is revealing
irresolvable internal conflicts in the capitalist system. New centers and
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junctions of imperialist rivalry are forming. Growth in unemployment, financial
and monetary upheavals, stiffening of market competition among imperialist preda-
tors, stagnation and decline of industrial production, and many other manifestations
of the general crisis of capitalism clearly demonstrate the scandalous contradiction
with the entire course of social progress into which the capitalist system has
placed itself.

Attempting to find a solution to its critical situation, imperialism is placing
great hopes on intensifying the society's militancy, and on pursuing the arms
race. Just in 1975 alone the total military expenditures of the NATO countries
increased by 10 percent over the previous year's level, exceeding $149 billion.
The military budget of the USA has attained especially large proportions. In the
1977 fiscal year it was $113 billion, increasing by more than $39 billion in just
2 years. The USA's decision in 1977 to initiate production of cruise missiles and
allocate assets for a neutron bomb marked the beginning of a new spiral in the arms
race. The allocations were a record for peacetime military expenditures. Growth
in militarism increases the potential threat of a military explosion and creates
crisis situations in international relations. However, the following paradox is
becoming more and more evident: .The military potentials of the aggressive im-
perialist blocs are growing, but their ability to impose their will upon other
states is relentlessly decreasing. This situation is the consequence of objective
changes in the balance of forces in the favor of socialism.

Third, imperialism has not been able to accept the fact that its colonial system
crashed in the postwar era. Attempting to retain its influence in vast areas
economically and strategically important to it, and trying to strangle the growing
national liberation movement, it is resorting to the methods of neocolonialism,

it is evoking armed conflicts in the Third World, and it is supporting the forces
of extreme reaction.

Imperialism is adapting extremely aggressively to the new situation in the world.
In military terms this means that imperialism is finding it increasingly more
difficult to lay all of its immediate hopes only on a world nuclear war against

the socialist fraternity. It is becoming more and more obvious that this would
mean the liquidation of the entire capitalist system as well. Therefore, while
not abandoning preparations for a world nuclear missile war, imperialism is placing
special hopes on unleashing local wars, thus attempting to retard the world revolu-
tionary process, and achieve its predatory goals in parts.

Thus imperialism bears the burden of numerous social ills, including the constant
threat of war. BAnd while it has no grounds for counting on victory in war, it is
capable of beginning it. This obliges us to strengthen the defense capabilities
of the Soviet state, and the combat readiness of the army and navy in every
possible way.

2. The Social Essence of Wars.

Having arisen as a social phenomenon, war has attracted the attention of intellec-
tnals and military leaders as an extremely complex object of cognition since
ancient times. But it was only the classicists of Marxism-Leninism who were able
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to provide, on the basis of a materialistic understanding of history, a truly
scientific explanation of the essence of wars. V. I. Lenin made an especially

great contribution to solving this problem. In anumber of his works, mainly the
article "The Fall of the Second International" (1915) and his lecture "War and
Revolution" (1917), V. I. Lenin worked out the methodology of analyzing the social
essence of war. Lenin's fundamental methodological requirement to understanding

_ war can be stated as the need for maintaining a consistent class-political approach
to it as a concrete historic phenomenon. "How do we arrive at the 'true essence' of
war, how do we determine it?" Lenin asked, and he replied: "War is the continuation
of state policy. We must study state policy as it existed before wax, the policy
which led to and heralded war."®

The essence of war cannot be determined apart from an analysis of the entire set
of socioeconomic and political relations within a state or system of states leading
to war. Describing the essence of World War I, Lenin said: "...we must inspect
the entire policy of the whole system of European states, in their economic and
political mutual relationship, if we are to understand the way this system led
directly and unavoidably to this war."’ Criticizing the leaders of the Second
International forsubstituting dialectics by sophistry in their explanation of the
essence of war, V. I. Lenin wrote that war is a continuation of state policy by
other, violent means. He emphasized in this case that "this was precisely the
- point of view held by Marx and Engels, who interpreted every war as a continuation
of the policy of certain interested powers--and of different classes within them--—
at the given time."8

This extremely profound thought expresses the most important thing in the Marxist
definition of the essence of war. It differs fundamentally from the interpreta-
tion given to this issue by bourgeois theorists, Clausewitz in particular.

V. I. Lenin referred to Clausewitz many times, praising him as a military philoso-
pher of his era. But this does not at all mean that Lenin's and Clausewitz'
viewpoints on war are identical, as bourgeois ideologists assert. Quite the con-
trary. While Clausewitz explained state policy idealistically as some sort of
abstract phenomenon independent of classes, and believed that war is a continuation
of foreign policy alone, V. I. Lenin approached state policy from class positions.
He viewed foreign and domestic policy in their dialectical unity, placing priority

- an domestic policy, since it expresses the fundamental interests of classes che
most fully and deeply, and since it is responsible for many processes occurring
in society. This is precisely why, Lenin concluded, "that war is a reflection of
the internal policy followed by the given country prior to a war."2

Domestic policy directly represents and defends the fundamental economic and social
interests of the dominant classes, and therefore it has a tremendous influence on

the nature and content of foreign policy, though in a number of cases (for example

at the eve of or in the course of a war) foreign policy may play the dominant role

in relation to domestic policy. 1In this case both domestic and foreign policy,
according to Lenin, are not simply an expression of the interests of the dominant
classes and governments, but they also express the "relationship between classes...."10
And so the assertions of bourgeois theorists that Lenin and Clausewitz adhere to the
same viewpoint on the essence of war are entirely groundless, being nothing more than
bare ideological speculation.

35

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

It follows from Lenin's methodological premises that the structure of the essence of
war consists of two main elements: 1) a particular policy and 2) its continuation
in specific form--in the form of armed violence.

War is a political phenomenon, and therefore it possesses all of the functional
characteristics of state policy. 1In this sense, as V. I. Lenin said, "war is policy
throughout, a continuation of the pursuit, by these classes, of the same goals by
other means."!! 1In essence this statement contains the fundamental methodological
principle of analysis of war: assessment of all phenomena associated with prepara-
tion for war, and the process itself and consequences of war, through the political
prism of class interests. Were we to neglect the requirements of this principle,
all discussions of war would be nothing more than an idle philological exchange.”

Basing ourselves on this, we can deduce a number of mutual dependencies in the rela-
tionship between war and policy. Let us note first of all that policy determines
the orientation and nature of preparations made by a class, a state, or a coalition
for a concrete war. It also defines the criteria of preparedness for war, designates
the goals, and controls the initiation and, to a certain extent, the course of a war.
While the policy of socialist states, which defends the fundamental interests of the
laboring masses in the struggle against the aggressor, is based on the principles of
social justice, international assistance to class brothers, and faithfulness to
treaty obligations, the policy of imperialist states pursuing reactionary goals
rests on demagoguery and treachery. Memory of the fruitless efforts of American re-
actionary circles to break the will for victory of the Vietnamese people is still
fresh in all; the inhumane adventures of imperialism in Algeria, Korea, the Congo,
the Dominican Republic, Angola, and other countries have not been forgotten. And

in each of these and in a multiplicity of other militant actions, imperialism has
hypocritically declared a "struggle for freedom”, "fulfillment of obligations", and
so on.

Politics influences the course of war by setting and elaborating on strategic goals.
Through strategy, it influences the concrete forms and methods of armed conflict,
subordinating them to an overall military-political plan. It is only through
political means that the action of all factors deciding the course and outcome of

a war can be coordinated. The close unity existing between political and military
activity in a war also expresses itself in the fact that the foreign political
leadership of a country during a war usually defines supreme military leadership

as well.

State policy also capitalizes upon the results of past wars, promoting new goals
and tasks for the class and society on the basis of the real social consequences of
war.’

We naturally need to see the reverse relationship as well: the dependence of state
policy on war, especially if military activities proceed contrary to the plan. 1In
this case state policy must be restructured, the goals must be changed, and new
tasks must be posed. Thus when it unleashed World War II, fascist Germany intended
to conquer first Europe and then the whole world. However, after a number of major
defeats on the Soviet-German front, the Nazi leadership was forced to consider some-
thing entirely different--the rescue of the Nazi regime, and so it attempted to make
a separate peace with the Western powers for this purpose. In the end, the
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inconsistency between the posed goals and the availability of the means of their
achievement, and inconsistency resulting from the adventurism of fascist policy,
led to fascism's total downfall.

The reverse influence of war on state policy makes itself known through different
channels, but the main one is represented by the results of combat activities, by
- the victories or defeats of troops on the battlefields. In this case the particular
- influence war has on policy stems from deep-lying factors: the viability of the
concrete social structure, the social relations existing in the country, and the
political content of the given war.

Military successes on the fronts of armed conflict may reinforce the political
slogans, appeals, and political programs of the ruling classes in the minds of

the people. In regard to capitalist states, however, even military successes are
unable to completely camouflage the harmfulness and the reactionary goals of their
wars, which are fought for the purposes of invasion, plunder, and suppression of
revolutionary masses.

War has an especially direct influence upon the policy of classes and states
suffering military failures. Many.centuries of history have demonstrated that

when exploiting states are defeated, all of their internal weaknesses and failures
are revealed. The military failures of capitalist countries are promoted by the
awakening of significant strata of the population from a chauvinistic trance into

- which they might have fallen as a result of militant propaganda. Class antagonisms
become more obvious, and the laborers begin to realize more clearly that it is the
policy of the monopolistic bourgeoisie that is leading the country to disaster,
devastation, and deprivations. Defeats at the front also elicit further aggravation
of national and racial contradictions in the antagonistic society.

In wars imposed upon socialism by imperialism, on its road to victory the socialist
- state encountered many difficulties of military and economic nature. But in the

end it did surmount them. We can cite, for example, the experience of the Soviet
- people's Great Patriotic War against fascist invaders. 1In an improbably complex
' situation our society maximally mobilized its material and spiritual possibilities
and turned the course of the struggle in its favor. The tremendous advantages of
socialism over capitalism, which were realized owing to the colossal organizational
activity and ideological indoctrination by the Communist Party and the heroic efforts
of all Soviet people, welded together into a monolith by a unity of viewpoints,
will, and actions, played a decisive role in this.

Consequently politics is the principal component of the structure of the essence

of war viewed as a sociohistoric phenomenon. At the same time war is not simply

or solely politics. Another component of war is armed violence. War is the continu-
ation of state policy by a special means inherent to it alone--armed violence, which
is the main resource and the specific characteristic of war.

The fact that armed violence is dominant in war does not by any means signify that
war can be reduced to just military actions alone--battles, encounters, and engage-
ments. Even in the very heat of military actions, state policy promotes attainment

of the posed goals not only with the help of armed violence but also other means:
conduct of an economic struggle, activation of diplomatic activities, and
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intensification of ideological and psychological influence upon the enemy. State
policy is precisely what determines the nature of all measures having military
significance. Only it is in a position to organize and direct the struggle against
the enemy, utilizing all of its forms in the interests of achieving victory in war.

It would be correct to say that armed conflict is the main form of struggle in war.

Without it, war would not be war. Thus certain expressions we hear today--economic,
ideological, psychological, and commercial war--are rather arbitrary, and should not -
be taken literally; they emphasize, first of all, the resources of compulsion and -
influence used in the duel-~economic, ideological, psychological, and so on. But -
these resources can also be used without war.

Any war is always an armed social conflict. But not every armed conflict can be
called a war. Here again the problem lies with more than just the scale of the
military duel. War possesses a number of characteristics which are not always
inherent to armed conflicts.

First, war leads to a qualitative change in the state of the society. This trans-

formation occurs mainly within all of the elements of the superstructure, within the
political organization of the society. Many state institutions begin to perform

new specific functions. The role of the political and legal superstructure grows .
even more. The ideological resources of the state are channeled almost entirely

into supporting the political goals of the war; the entire spiritual atmosphere of
the society changes rapidly, and the population's way of life acquires unique traits.
The economy is placed on a war footing. Centralization of state power is increased,
and all material and spiritual resources of the society are concentrated on supporting
the war. In an armed conflict, on the other hand, the political goals are more-
limited than in a war, and they do not require fundamental alteration of the entire _
state mechanism, and the society as a whole need not shift into the special state

elicited by war. 13

Second, while every war is generated mainly by the general, root causes stemming
from the economic structure of a society of exploitation--this is even true today,
special and particular causes expressing unique features in the interaction of a
concrete historic situation and the existing means of production may assume priority
in an armed conflict. And inasmuch as special and particular causes are organically
associated with the general, root causes, armed conflicts may be precursors of a
war--not only local but also world war. We know of cases in the past where im-
perialist circles have organized armed conflicts many times so as to create an
excuse for war. )

As we can see, armed conflict does not possess all of the characteristics that make

war a special state of society. However, by its social essence it is also a conse-

quence of a certain state policy; it is the latter's expression by violent means

in a concrete area, and it pursues concrete political goals, though more limited .
in scope than those of war.

It should be noted that the problem of armed conflicts is now becoming an object
of persistent study by bourgeois theorists. Attempts are also being made to create _

some sort of "special science" of conflicts which, in the opinion of Western ideolo- -
gists, should have the purpose of studying the "technigue" of conflict, the
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"mechanism" of its manifestation and resolution. Indicative in this respect is the
collection "Control and Resolution of Conflicts" published in Stuttgart. The authors
of this collection examine military conflicts apart from a particular sociopolitical
context, reducing their examination to the development of various logical specula-
tive schemes that stray quite far away from the essence of the problem. Their
attempt to build abstract models of conflicts based on game theory, apart from real
analysis of sociopolitical situations, essentially does nothing more than lead them
away from a real resolution of the issue.

Thus the social essence of war is expressed in the classical Leninist premise that
war is a continuation of state policy by different, violent means. This premise

is implied by the materialistic, class interpretation of state policy and armed
violence in their dialectical mutual relationship and mutual dependence. It teaches
us to see, in the essence of war, not simply the "sum" of state policy and armed
violence, but the deep dialectical unity of these elements in the process of reali-
zation of certain class interests.

The definition of the social essence of war given in the Marxist-Leninist teaching
on war and the army is general in nature; it applies to all types of wars. As far
as the essence of each war taken separately is concerned, it naturally manifests
itself uniquely each time, in accordance with the nature of the politics, the means
of armed violence, and the historical conditions. This essence assumes concrete
form in application to each type and form of war, and each individual war. This
concrete nature manifests itself in the political content of the war. By reviewing
the political content of a war, we are able to see its role in social development
and give it a general sociopolitical description. This political content differs
in different historical eras. Thus in the 19th century many wars had a national
bourgeois liberation movement as their content. With the end of the 19th century,
wars began to arise between capitalist states with the goal of reapportioning colonies,
of reapportioning theworld. Wars having defense of socialism as their political
content arose for the first time in the 20th century. It follows from this that
analysis of the essence of a concrete war presupposes clarification mainly of its
political content--its goals, its nature, the social forces involved, and so on.

The Marxist-Leninist definition of the essence of war is also fully applicable to
a world nuclear missile war, which imperialist reaction has still not discounted
as a possibility in its plans. In recent years some bourgeois authors have stated
the opinion several times that were a global military collision involving nuclear
missiles to occur between the two systems, this war would be devoid of any sort of
political essence. The arguments they suggest in favor of this premise are as
follows: No political goals can be achieved through nuclear war, since all it can
do is annihilate civilization; such a war would be not a continuation of state
policy but "a continuation of insanity". "It is impossible in modern times to
realize political solutions by nuclear means," declared, for example, the French
general A. Beaufre.!™

What can we say in this regard?
The authors of the statements cited above confuse two factors: the unsuitability

of using nuclear weapons to achieve political goals, and the real essence of a
nuclear missile war.
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The fact that some authors have been led to believe that a nuclear missile war

could have no political essence can be explained to a significant extent by the

new properties of such a war, generated by human imagination. Were we to look at

the causes, nature, scope, and consequences of war as a whole from the standpoint

of basic methodological premises, we cannot but see that state policy is responsible
for the most significant traits of a world nuclear missile war as well, deeply in-
fluencing both the probability of its arisal and its prevention. The aggressive
policy of militant forces can lead to a nuclear missile war; the peace-loving

policy of socialist countries as well as actions by all other forces fighting

for peace are capable of preventing this war. In the case of its arisal, a nuclear
missile war would be the most "political" of all wars known to history. This con-
clusion is based on Lenin's thought expressed in his remarks on the book "On War"

by Clausewitz: "The more political it is, the more 'warlike' war begins to seem...."15
Were a nuclear missile war to occur, it would preserve within its origins the general
social essence of war: continuation of state policy by other, violent means, con-
tinuation of a policy of aggression by imperialism on one hand, and continuation of

a policy of defense by socialism on the other hand.

All policy of the socialist state is aimed at eliminating war trom the life of
society. On the very second day after the Great October Socialist Revolution Lenin's
famous Peace Decree was adopted, declaring to all mankind that from that day forward
this country was to be one of the laborers, one which would do everything to affirm
peace on earth, and which would promote in every way the fall of the imperialist

war machine. V. I. Lenin described the October Revolution itself as "the first
victory in the effort to annihilate wars...."!® Socialism is pursuing this great
effort with faith and justice. The world policy of the Soviet state and other
countries of the socialist fraternity is based not on competing ideas and tactical
considerations, as is often declared by bourgeois ideologists, but rather on the
limitless possibilities of socialism, certain of the final triumph of its ideals
even without the need for resorting to war, in the conditions of peaceful competi-
tion between the two systems. And if in opposition to the will of the peoples the
fire of a world nuclear missile war does flare up, its root cause would be the
capitalist system, imperialist policy.

It is entirely obvious that it is extremely difficult today for imperialism to
continue its policy by the "nuclear" avenue, since imperialism's socioeconomic base
and its possibilities are growing constantly smaller while the forces of socialism,
which reject war as a means of resolving international disputes, are swiftly in-
creasing. The fact that a nuclear missile war has not started on our planet is
mainly owing to the existence of the Soviet Union and the community of socialist
states--a powerful force capable of restraining the aggressor.

While the general social essence of war would remain the same, some new factors

may arise in a possible nuclear missile war. They would express themselves in the
nature of continuation of policy by violent means: first, in having a tremendous
influence upon the future of not only individual countries and coalitions, but all
mankind as well; second, in broad reflection, in the essence of the war, of the
greatest technological achievements of recent decades in military affairs and in
exercise of armed violence by fundamentally new technical resources. These resources
would add many new things to the content of the armed conflict itself, and they would

40

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

have an influence on all factors defining the course and outcome of the war, but
at the same time they would not change its general social essence as a continuation
of poliny by violent means.

Consequently throughout its existence, war has always been, is, and will be a con-
tinuation of policy by violent means. The genetic stability of the essence of war
lies in the invariably dominant role of policy in relation to armed violence.

Marxist-Leninist analysis of the origin, causes, and essence of wars is not only
one of the most important methodological principles of investigation of the nature
of past and present wars and armed conflicts, but it is also an effective means of
fighting against bourgeois and opportunist falsifiers of these issues.

3. A Criticism of Bourgeois and Opportunist Conceptions of the Origin, Causes,
and Essence of Wars

Examining the origin, causes, and essence of wars above, we saw that in the area of
military theory, as well as in other spheres of ideology, a savage, irreconcilable
struggle is going on. This problem is the battlefield of two viewpoints, opposite

in their class content, on the causes and essence of wars: on one hand the Marxist-
- Leninist viewpoint, and on the other hand the bourgeois viewpoint, with which various
opportunist points of view align themselves to one extent or another. The methodo-
logical and philosophical premises on the essence of modern wars and on the causes

of their arisal, presented in concentrated form in the Marxist-Leninist teaching on
war and the army, are the object of special attacks by Western ideologists and

their opportunist allies. The capitalist countries publish large numbers of articles
and books and conduct numerous studies, conferences, and symposiums with this purpose.

- What are the roots of such high attention of bourgeois ideology to the Marxist-
Leninist teaching on war and the army? They can be described as follows.

We know that the Marxist~Leninist teaching on war and the army is the immediate
philosophical and methodological foundation of Soviet military theory and practice.

- Guiding military development, the Communist Party bases itself on the conclusions

- of Marxism-Leninism on the essence, causes, nature, and consequences of modern wars.
Bourgeois ideologists would wish to distort these fundamental conclusions of Marxism-
Leninism, and to cast a shadow upon the concrete content of the CPSU's military
policy, upon the orientation of Soviet military development, and upon its philoso-
phical and methodological foundation.

- The growing aggressiveness of the ideological attacks by our class enemies upon the
‘ Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army is also a product of their attempts

to theoretically "justify" the militant, aggressive course of monopolistic reaction.
Bourgeois conceptions of war, which falsify the true causes of modern wars, and
which justify militarization of imperialist states, play the role of a unique sort
of theoretical "lightning rod", having the purpose of directing social awareness
onto to a false path. This is why Lenin's words are so important today: "We must
explain to the people the real situation, the great secrecy surrounding the birth
of war.... It may be that the sophisms in which the bourgeois press engages may

in fact be the main resource for drawing the masses into war..."
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Within the variegated mosaic of viewpoints of modern bourgeois ideologists on the
origin and causes of wars, we can distinguish three main groups.

The first group consists of conceptions having to do with the sociopolitical
determinism of wars. They essentially explain the origin and causes of war by
differences in the sociopolitical doctrines operating in society. The articles
and books of theorists adhering to this group contain many discussions of the role
of politics, ideology, and social institutions in the arisal of crises leading to
war. The reading of such publications by a person unexperienced in the nuances
of bourgeois political demagoguery may create the impression that these theories

- are scientifically based. But deeper familiarization with them makes it clear that
there isonly an appearance of a scientific approach to this extremely important
problem. .

- Not one work by bourgeois authors on the causes of wars recognizes the dominant
objective premise' that the socioeconomic structure of the society of exploitation
is the deepest, general, and most permanent cause of all wars and conflicts, both
in the past and today.

The rather influential sociological school of "political realism" existing in the
USA (H. Morgenthau, A. Schlesinger, W. Whitworth) spreads the assertion that the
struggle for power, for hegemony by all available means is supposedly the basis of
social development--both in the framework of individual states and on an international
scale. And, using the terms of the proponents of this school, inasmuch as "the
_communist hegemony is absolutely unacceptable", then a military duel between the
two systems supposedly becomes an unavoidable reality. 8 Even peaceful coexistence
is viewed by them as a means of military conflict. Thus the authors of the
collection "Arms and Foreign Policy in the Nuclear Age", published in the USA,

feel that “"peaceful coexistence is.nothing more than another conception of the
struggle for domination and supremacy in the world."19

- Oour viewpoints on peaceful coexistence of states with different social structures
are fundamentally opposite to these reactionary views. "Peaceful coexistence,"
reads the CPSU Program, "presupposes: rejection of war as a means for resolving
disputes between states, and insistence upon the resolution by negotiation; equal
rights, mutual understanding, and trust between states, and consideration of each
other's interests; noninterference in internal affairs, and recognition of each
nation's right to independently resolve all of the country's owr. issues; strict
respect of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of all countries; development
of economic and cultural cooperation on the basis of full equality and mutual
benefit."2% such relations between socialist and capitalist states are an objective
prerequisite of human society's development. The policy of peaceful coexistence

is opposed by reactionary imperialist circles, which are incredibly persisting with
military adventures and with the arms race, and which have pursued, and still try
to pursue, a foreign policy "from a position of strength".

Having tremendous experience in social demagoguery and utilizing an entire system
of ideological myths and propaganda slogans, Western theorists are trying to inject,
- into the consciousness of the bourgeois masses, the false tenet that the main cause

of wars in the modern era is the "Soviet threat", the existence of socialism, of its
supposed policy "of achieving domination over the world."
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Manipulating certain passages and premises taken out of context from the works of
the classicists of Marxism-Leninism, bourgeois ideologists are attempting to trans-
form the very fact of our scientifically justified, optimistic certainty in the
final triumph of the ideals of socialism and communism throughout the entire planet
into an expression "of the expansionistic orientation of world communism". By
juggling anticommunist arguments, for example, the American sociologist W. Whitworth
hopes to lead the reader to the hypocritical conclusion that "the USA has been
forced to create a military machine, armed forces, and foreign bases, -and pursue

a 'policy of deterrence' and engage in military activities only in order to contain
the expansionism of world communism.”

All military-theoretical conceptions of modern militarism are based on this false
premise. The myth of a "Soviet threat", of the "threat of communism® fabricated
in the West serves as a screen covering the aggressive actions of imperialism.

It is being used actively by the enemies of international detente.

We cannot but see that in a number of cases such tactics could produce temporary
ideological results advantageous to imperialism, and inject false ideas into the
minds of some strata of bourgeois society, deformed by Western propaganda. As the
French sociologist C. Moisy writes in the book "America Under Arms", "the Pentagon
has been able to draw the United States into military conflicts in the past and in
the present (be it the war in Korea or Indochina) owing to the fact that the average
American still believes the USA's mission of protecting all Western democracy against
world communism."?2

Reality itself refutes this myth. The Soviet Union and other countries of the
socialist fraternity are directing their efforts not at "expansion", as the enemies
of socialism falsely assert, but at the "peace offensive", at deepening detente,

at further improvement of the living conditions of different nations. This humani-~
tarian course was clearly re-embodied in decisions of the 25th CPSU Congress and in
documents of the fraternal parties of other socialist states. Unmasking the designs
of our enemies, whose main motive is to spread the assertion of the so-called
"military threat", Comrade L. I. Brezhnev said at the 25th CPSU Congress: "In fact,
of course, there is no Soviet threat in either the West or the East. All of this
is a monstrous lie--from the beginning to the end. The Soviet Union has no inten-
tion of attacking anyone. The Soviet Union does not need war. The Soviet Union

is not enlarging its military budget, and it is not reducing but steadfastly in-
creasing its allocations to raise the welfare of the people. Our country is con-
sistently and unwaveringly struggling for peace, and it is constantly suggesting
concrete proposals aimed at arms reduction and at disarmament.” 3

Expressing the class interests of the bourgeoisie, the representatives of the
conceptions of sociopolitical determinism of wars declare in their theoretical
developments that the source of war can also be found in the struggle of the
working class of capitalist states for their social liberation, and in activation
of the national liberation struggle of the peoples of colonial and dependent
countries.

The scientific groundlessness and social reactionism of such assertions cannot be
doubted. The oppressed classes and peoples have the historic right to fight

against their exploiters. They select the forms of this struggle depending on
the historic conditions--both peaceful and nonpeaceful forms. Thus Marxists are

43

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

not against any and all wars in general, they are only against unjust, predatory,
imperialist wars. Peaceful coexistence of states with different social structures
does not mean "prohibition" of revolutionary and civil wars fought by laborers for
their social liberation, or national liberation wars fought by people against
imperialist oppressors. What brings misfortune to people is not these just socio=~
political acts, but the policy of imperialism, aimed at strangling the just desires
for liberty and forcing the masses to take up arms.

- The conceptions of sociopolitical determinism tie the causes of war in with only
the phenomena of the superstructure, completely ignoring their fundamental economic

- grounds. And if such fundamental grounds are ever brought up, this is only done
with the purpose of portraying war and the arms race as one of the means for "curing"
the bourgeois economy of its numerous shocks. In reality, however, the arms race
leads not to economic f£luorishing but rather to a constantly deepening crisis in
social relations, and meaningless waste of more and more material resources.
V. I. Lenin aptly referred to the "scientific" arguments of bourgeois theorists
trying to justify these outlays as the vulgar nonsense of a militant.Z%

The second group of bourgeois theories on the origin and causes of wars includes

the conceptions of natural determinism. This group contains the viewpoints of a
neo-Freudian, psychological interpretation, biological conceptions (social Darwinism,
racism, neo-Malthuseanism), and so on.

The proponents of the theory of psychological causality of wars view the mind

" not as a continuous process of reflection of the objective world but rather as

- something primordial, unchanging, self-contained, and permanent. The English

- bourgeois sociologist G. Blainey asserts that the principal mechanism that supposed-
ly determines whether we are in a state of war or peace is the so-called "primordial
psychological cycle of the world, following which, any society would sooner or later
acquire the propensity to go to war."25 Usually the proponents of this theory place
dominance on subconscious, irrational factors, pathological drives, and "permanent

- instincts". 1In their opinion, presence of "primordial aggressive drives" within
man's spiritual structure creates a permanent foundation for his warlike nature,
for his propensity for violence. As an example the American sociologist (A. Meyerlo)

- writes in the book "That Difficult Peace" that "in each of us there dwells a pri-
meval instinct of aggressiveness, and man's desire for devastation, for war, and
for conflicts is ingrained in his mind...."

Such viewpoints are based on the neo-Freudian suggestion that collisions between
people are supposedly unavoidable and permanent, something stemming from their
"inborn aggressiveness". This subconscious drive, neo-Freudians say, is what
elicits social crises in society, and the fall of ideals, hopes, and prospects.

As a result we see amplification of the traits of egoism, individualism, and
aggressiveness--that is, all that prods people to violence, including armed
violence; leaders in executive positions and possessing such traits determine
whether or not there will be war.2’ The psychological basis of military conflicts,
the adherents of this conception believe , is ineradicable.

Different modifications of social parwinisms racism, and neo-Malthuseanism ex-

plain the causes of war as the incompatibility of races, as overpopulation of
- certain regions of the world, and as the "demographic explosion". This is yet

v
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another expression of the deep crisis of bourgeois military theoretical thought,

of its powerless social reactionism, of a philosophical and methodological inability
to provide a scientific idea of the real social processes and the roots of war.

In essence the proponents of explaining wars by natural causes mechanically

apply the laws of development of the animal world to human society, they ignore the
class and socioeconomic causes of wars, and thus they attempt to whitewash the
monopolistic bourgeoisie, the principal perpetrator of modern wars.

The representatives of biosocial conceptions of war have become noticeably more
active in recent years, speculating on some facts concerning overpopulation of
certain regions of the planet and on high population growth in developing countries.
They attempt to persuade public opinion that these phenomena are supposedly aggra--
vating the struggle for existence, making war a blessing,a means for achieving the

- needed decrease in population. The causes of conflicts and wars, consequently,

- are moved from the social sphere to the realm of natural conditions.

The third group of viewpoints on the origin and causes of wars include the concep-
. tions of bourgeois military sociology centering on so-called technical determinism.
Their essence lies in the assertion that the danger of wars in the modern era stems
not from the capitalist means of production and not from the social failures of
bourgeois society, but from the depths of scientific-technical progress. These
ideas are not new. The roots of such viewpoints extend back to the middle of the
last century, when they were expressed in concentrated form by the bourgeois
economist and sociologist T. Veblen. According to him, science and technology
fully predetermine all processes of social life, they serve as the cause of growth
in production, culture, and the needs of people, and they are the source of all
_ social antagonisms. According to an updated version of these viewpoints, in the
interaction of two factors--cultural and material--the latter supposedly is far
ahead of the culture factor in its development, and it is gradually acquiring its
own independent logic of development, one that is out of the control of man's power
and his political institutions.?

The authors of the book "Breakthrough to Peace", published in the USA, go even
further. They say that "the scientific-technical determinant of life is gradually
making the latest weapons more and more automated, and thus they are going farther
and farther out of our control. It could be said that arms will become higher
beings, that they will be typified by ultimate manifestations of decisiveness and
courage; we will tend to trust them more than ourselves."?% The bearers of such
views state that nuclear weapons and automated armament systems, which are supposedly
irreversibly slipping away from human control, are transforming into a "demoniacal
force" and becoming an independent monstrous factor that objectively threatens the
future of mankind.

Divorcing the achievements of science and technology from concrete policy, or
identifying social progress with scientific-technical progress, bourgeois ideolo-
gists usually reach anticommunist conclusions in their reasoning. The most
reactionary followers advise no restraint in the choice of the resources for
fighting against revolutionary forces. Thus the notorious American atomic scientist
E. Teller prophesies: "Use of any weapon, of any resources in the struggle against
world communism is justified by the very essence of our technological age."30
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As with other antiscientific viewpoints on the sources of wars, technical determin-
ism has deep social and gnoseological roots in bourgeois society itself. We know
that transformation of the products of labor into commodities and their alienation
from the producers under capitalism leads to the erroneous idea that things con-
trol society. Being itself a commodity, technology acquires certain mystical
traits in the awareness of some people, and assumes the characteristics of a

. fetish. Here lie the grounds for the gnoseological possibility for Western soci-
ology to shift, from imperialism to scientific-technical progress, the blame for
many antagonistic phenomena and social diseases inherent to bourgeois society.

The following are typical of all such conceptions that provide a distorted ex-
planation of the origin and causes of wars: in social respects--distinctly pro-
nounced anticommunism, and in the theoretical aspect--idealism and metaphysics,
which are hidden in fashionable pseudoscientific clothing.

Basing itself on the interests of the ruling classes of capitalist society,
bourgeois military sociology also prejudiciously explains the essence of war.
While recognizing the relationship existing between war and state policy in their
majority, as a rule Western theorists interpret the essence of a concrete policy
(both bourgeois and socialist) with a bias, in a way advantageous to themselves,
divoréing it from its economic basis and treating domestic and foreign policy as
opposite entities. '

Other viewpoints on the essence of modern war are also widespread in bourgeois
military sociological literature. Some Western authors, as was noted earlier,

feel that the essence of a possible nuclear world war is devoid of political
content, inasmuch as such a war would lead to universal disaster; the senselessness
of such a war is said to be proof of this in itself. It would not be difficult to
deduce from such conclusions, in particular, extinction of the hope, harbored by
certain aggressive circles of imperialism, of achieving their global political
goals by force of arms. This trend could have arisen only in an atmosphere of
continuing reinforcement of the positions of socialism, and the influence of its
broad "peace offensive", which has the purpose of affirming more and more strongly,
in international relations, the principle of peaceful coexistence among states with
opposing socioeconomic systems.

Some bourgeois ideologists who preach the notion of renouncing war stand on the
- positions of passivism, and directly or indirectly they condemn the actions of

militant circles making preparations for a new war. This is a manifestation of

the positive element of passivist conceptions. ’

Attacking the Marxist theoretical definition of the essence of war as a continua-
tion of policy by violent means, bourgeois theorists are trying to carry this
problem to another plane--the plane of a nuclear missile war's suitability or
unsuitability, asserting in this case that Marxist-Leninist theory supposedly
treats such war as inevitable. This is a gross falsification. Marxism-Leninism
has never thought of war as a means for resolving international disputes, and

it never will. This premise is written into the CPSU Program.31 It also clearly
states our attitude toward world thermonuclear war: "The efforts of the people
must be concentrated on promptly neutralizing the imperialists, and depriving them
of their possibility for placing their death-dealing weapons into motion. The
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most important thing is to prevent thermonuclear war, to keep it from starting."32
The CPSU Program, the USSR Constitution, party congress decisions, and other party
documents clearly express the humanitarian principles of Soviet peace-loving foreign
policy.

Analyzing the essence of local wars, modern bourgeois ideologists try to diminish
the role of armed violence in them. Western literature usually defines local

wars basically as ones involving small areas and being characterized by "limited"
use of men and equipment, "political limitation" of violence, and so on. As an
example in his book "Limited War" R. Osgood asserts that violence is an insignifi-
cant element of local war, that everything supposedly depends on policy alone.
Definitions of the essence of local wars place their emphasis on the need for a
"pacification policy", for fulfillment of "accepted political obligations" to
other countries, achievement of a "political resolution", and so on. Falsely
representing imperialist policy as having a peaceful orientation, bourgeois ideolo-
gists try to reduce the essence of imperialist local wars mainly to political actions,
to ‘polit_ical support of what are said to be forced military measures, and so on.

However, as with attempts at removing the entire political foundation from war,
these attempts at reducing war down to policy predominantly (after first distorting
its content) are unable to conceal the aggressive essence of imperialism generating
war, including local wars, which may become the detonator of world war under certain
conditions. And Lenin's assessment of the "minor" wars of the imperialists as a
continuation of their policy of seizure and slaughter of entire nationalities, and
of unprecedented atrocities fully retains its significance today. Mankind is aware
of numerous facts and documents that have shed light on the true political goals

of imperialism in the wars of recent decades--in Korea, Algeria, Vietnam, the Near
East, and other regions of the planet.

Various opportunist conceptions also express viewpoints objectively in common with
bourgeois theories. When defining the causes and essence of modern wars, oppor-
tunists on the right typically understate the military danger of imperialism and
overstate the possibilities of moral resources for restraining the threat of a new
world war. Opportunists or ideologists on the right usually see the source of
modern wars mainly in the contradictions of the era--in the contradictions between
socialism and imperialism. This is fundamentally incorrect. Wars are elicited
not by the contradiction itself between two opposing socioeconomic systems--wars
had been fought even prior to this, when this contradiction was still nonexistent.
Wars are generated, as was demonstrated above, by one of the two sides between which
this contradiction exists--the imperialist side.

Modern "leftist" opportunism, especially Maoism, cloaks itself with revolutionary
phrases, and in the area of military theoxry it specializes in distortion of the
causes, essence, and role of wars in the life of society, declaring them to be
inevitable.

Opportunism in theory and political attitude inevitably leads to opportunism in
practice, to betrayal of the fundamental interests of the laborers. This ic
why the task of unmasking both the bourgeois theories of war and the opportunist
interpretations of this phenomenon is ‘especially important today. Wwhat is important
- in the struggle against our ideological enemies is not just defending but also de-
veloping the premises of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army.
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Grounded criticism of bourgeois and opportunist viewpoints permits us to reiﬁforce,
in the consciousness of the people, scientific, class-based ideas on the causes,
essence, nature, and consequences of modern wars. Assimilation of Marxist-Leninist
premises and conclusions on the essence and causes of wars plays a tremendous philo-
sophical and methodological role, since it provides a possibility for each persgon
to clearly determine his true class position in assessing concrete wars and his
own practical relationship to them.
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CHAPTER III
WAR AND OTHERS FORMS OF ARMED VIOLENCE

All war is a continuation of state policy by the resources of armed violence.

These resources are used to achieve certain goals of classes and states. But far
from all armed violence can be defined as war--it may also be employed on a uni-
lateral basis, while war presupposes mutual use of armed violence by opposing sides.

Armed violence, being the most acute form of social violence, is generated by
social antagonisms existing in structures of exploitation, and it is one of their

- a‘ttributes. only the emergence of socialism in the world arena and continual
growth in its political and economic power made it possible, for the first time
in history, to realistically consider the notion of exciuding the use of violence,
including armed violence, in relations between states.

At the same time the world still contains influential imperialist forces that are
doing everything they can.to spoil the process of detente, place resources of
armed violence of ever-greater destructive power into motion, employ atomic and

- other military blackmail and, finally, under certain conditions initiate a new

- world war in order to further their criminal designs. Careful analysis of the
historical forms of armed violence can help to reveal the true nature of the plans
of aggressive imperialist circles, and to mobilize the popular masses in the
struggle for a secure peace and .the security of nations.

1. The Role and Place of Armed Violence in Social Violence

- The classicists of Marxism-Leninism fully substantiated the origin, essence, and
role of social violence in history. Social viclence arose in the heart of a
society based on private ownership, on man's exploitation by man. It is a system
of economic, political (including military), and ideological measures of compulsion

- imposed by some classes and states in relation to others. Armed violence is a
manifestation of social violence in which armed resources play the main role in

the effort to reach particular goals.

= . After its arisal, the exploiting minority found a need for using force to keep

) the exploited masses subservient, and to multiply its wealth and privileges
through seizure of new territories and enslavement of other nations. In response

to the violence of the exploiters, the oppressed.classes xose up in arms for their
- liberation, and they opposed the enemy with the resources of revolutionary violence.
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Since power depends on economic and other social factors, violence is subservient
to these factors; serving the economic and political interests of classes and
states. "...violence..." wrote Engels in his criticism of (Dyuring) for making the
role of violence in history absolute, "is predicated upon economics, which provides
the resources for creating and preserving the .instruments of violence."!

Violence is organically not inherent to socialism, since socialist society is
based on public ownership, which exclude exploitation and suppression of one
individual by another. Within a socialist state, relationships of friendship and
mutual assistance dominate between people, while foreign policy is aimed at con-
solidating peace, friendship, and cooperation with other nations. But inasmuch as
all of the existence of exploiting states is inseparably associated with their use
of violence, Marxists cannot renounce the use of violent means by the laboring
masses as a retaliatory, forced measure in the struggle against the exploiters

and their system of oppression and violence. V. I. Lenin taught that "Without
revolutionary violence aimed at the immediate enemies of the workers and peasants,
we cannot break the resistance of these exploiters,"? :

Consequently violence has played either a reactionary role in history if its purpose
was to defend outdated social orders, or a progressive role, if it served as an
instrument used.by progressive forces in the struggle against these orders.

Today there are two types of social violence that are diametrically opposed in
terms of their class content, social orientation, and role in history: 1) the
reactionary violence of exploiter classes and states, used to preserve and con-
solidate a system of exploitation of one individual by another, to multiply one's
wealth and privileges, and to combat the forces of democracy and socialism, and

2) the revolutionary violence of progressive classes and states, which serves as
a reans for restraining violent exploiters, and as an instrument with which to over-—
throw exploiting classes, defend the achievements of socialism, and eliminate the
colonial yoke.

V. I. Lenin wrote: "...socialism generally opposes violence against people. How-
ever, with the exception of Christian anarchists and the followers of Tolstoy,

no one has ever concluded from this that socialism is against revolutionary violence.
Consequently referxing to "violence" in general, without analyzing the conditions
making reactionary violence different from revolutionary violence, means siding

with the petty bourgeoisie who have renounced revolution, or it means simply de-
ceiving oneself and others by sophistry."3

It is precisely the class content of revolutionary, progressive violence, viewed
in inseparable unity with its social orientation and historical role, that imparts
to it a retaliatory, forced form of opposition against the violent attempts of
reactionary classes to perpetuate the system of exploitation and retard the ob-
jective, progressive course of history.

Thus the main criteria used to determine the form of social violence, including

armed violence are: the class content of social violence, the historical dependence

and orientation of its action, and the way the resources of social violence are
used.
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As we can see from the above, social violence is a broader concept than armed
violence. Social violence manifests itself in different forms-~economic, political,
legal, and military. In a certain sense it is only to reactionary violence that

we can apply the concept of ideological violence, in which the mass media ideo-
logically brainwash the broad masses in the interests of the classes of exploita=-
tion.

- Consequently violence cannot be interpreted simplistically; it cannot be reduced

to armed violence, to physical action. Such a simplified view is typical of some
petty bourgeois ideologists and "leftist" revisionists siding with them on this
issue, mainly the Maoists, who are attempting to picture the revolutionary struggle
» of the laborers only as a series of armed uprisings, and ..o refer to armed seizure
- of power as the highest form of the class struggle.

In opposition to these assertions, Marxism-Leninism views not war but the political
struggle, of which war is a possible but not a mandatory component, as the highest
form of the class struggle. The concept "highest form of the class struggle" can
be applied to a socialist revolution, which may be brought about by both peaceful
and nonpeaceful resources. The classicists of Marxism-Leninism said many times
that the working class and the laborers would prefer to come to power by the peace-
ful means--that is, by the least painful route. However, trying to retard the
revolutionary process, the classes of exploitation as a rule place weapons in
motion, and thus they force the oppressed to resort to military resources of con-
flict. *

- Hence we can see that armed violence is not the highest form of the class struggle,
but the most decisive form of social violence. The type of social violence to
which armed violence is related has a dominant influence on the nature and methods
of armed violence.

- The armed violence of revolutionary classes, and progressive violence in general,
is typified not only by progressive goals but also by the maximally humanitarian
nature of the resources by which these goals are achieved. When revolutionary
classes fight a war that may be referred to as a reaction, they relate humanely

to the peaceful population, to the defeated enemy, and to prisoners and casualties.
Here lies one of the important sources of the power of revolutionary, progressive
armies. The progressive goals of war, when viewed in unity with the humanitarian
methods of the conduct of war, promote development of high moral-political and
combat qualities in soldiers.

And on the other hand, the reactionary goals of unjust wars fought by classes of
exploitation make extremely cruel methods of armed violence necessary. We are
well aware of the mass slaughter of Communards in France in 1871, the merciless
terror of the external and internal enemies of Soviet power in the period of
foreign military intervention and civil war in Russia, the wscorched earth" policy
followed by the Nazis in World War II, and the outrages of the American aggressoxs
in Vietnam. According to official Pentagon figures, in 1966-1972 American avia-
tion dropped more than 7 million tons of bombs on the countries of Indochina--

3.5 times more than was dropped by it on the fronts of World War II.% As of the

- beginning of 1971 almost 1.5 million Vietnamese had been poisoned, and many died
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as a result of the use of chemical weapons by American interventionists. A tre-
mendous number of atrocities were committed by other imperialist armies. Punitive
operations, the slaughter of peaceful residents, destruction of crops, forests,

and so on--all of these methods of armed violence, ones which are angrily condemned
by progressive civilization, have become a permanent fixture of the arsenal of
imperialism. Unjust wars, and barbarian methods used in them, have a disintegrating
action upon the personality and transform the imperialist army into a band of
murderers, marauders, and rapists.

2. The Forms of Reactionary Armed Violence

Armed violence by reactionary classes possesses traits brought about by the place
of these classes in history and by the concrete forms and technical resources of
violence.

The historical trend in the evolution of capitalist society has been such that
as it turned from its ascending to its descending line of development, as the
prerequisites for arisal of the new society matured and manifested themselves,
‘and especially as the general crisis of capitalism began, bourgeois society became
- increasingly more militant, and the bourgeoisie resorted with increasing frequency
to armed violence in the name of preserving and consolidating its domination. This
= trend achieved its apogee under imperialism. Imperialism elevated armed violence
to the rank of its highest policy, making it the main resource of systematic alter-
ation of the world, and of the struggle against socialism and the international
workers and national liberation movements. "...politically," Lenin wrote, “imperi-
alism is in general a tendency toward violence and toward reaction.">

Imperialism's reactionary nature and its tendency to resort to violence constantly

manifest themselves today. Utilizing all resources, including armed violence,

slander, befuddlement of the public, economic blockade, organization of starva-

tion and devastation, bribery, and so on, imperialism is trying to halt the ob-

jective process of the world revolutionary transition from capitalism to socialism,
_ which makes up the principal content of the modern era.

The armed violence of imperialism, which permeates all of its domestic and foreign
policy, should be defined as the use, by monopolist bourgeoisie, of its military
organization with the purpose of achleving reactionary economic and political goals,
both in war and apart from it. The monopolist bourgeoisie maintal.s large armies,
police, a political apparatus, intelligence organs, and special armed detachments
for this purpose.

As an example according to data of the London Institute of Strategic Research,

as of 1977 the U.S. Armed Forces had a strength of 2.1 million men. 1In all, 5

million persons were employed by various militarized organizations of the USA.®

Despite the fact that a significant amount of time hag already passed since the
- end of the war in Vietnam, the numbers of American troops abroad was 500,000 men
in this same period. The American armed forces have 340 major bases and over
2,000 other military facilities at their disposal in 30 states.’ The United
States has military treaties and agreements with 40 countries, and it provides
military aid to 50 states.®
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. As of the beginning of 1977 the combined armed forces of NATO contained about 70

- divisions, 10,000 medium and heavy tanks, 3,000 warplanes, and more than 7,000 units
of nuclear ammunition. The total strength of the armed forces of all NATO countries
was about 5 million men.®

All of these resources of imperialist armed violence are not only a potential threat
to peace.. They are systematically used in the interests of major capital.

One of the typical forms of armed violence resorted to by monopolist bourgeoisie

- within its own country is the performance of police functions (dispersal of demon-
strations, laborer meetings, and so on) by police formations, by troops, and es-
pecially by units specially trained for this purpose. In periods when the revolu-
tionary uprisings of the people acquire special danger to the power of capital,
imperialists quickly increase their use of armed violence against the laborers,
not hesitating to use even the cruelest measures.

Counterrevolutionary uprisings and military coups are a widespread form of armed
violence by reactionary classes. As a result, governments following a democratic
course are overthrown and reactionary governments come into power. Indicative in
this aspect are the coups in Brazil (1964) and Chile (1973). Espionage and sub-
versive activities by major imperialist powers play a great role in the implementa-
ticn of reactionary conspiracies.. As an example the Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA) of the USA participated in the overthrow of the governments of Mosaddeq in
Iran (1953), Arbenz in Guatemala (1954), and so on. Just in the last 10 or so years
reactionary military coups were conducted with the participation of the CIA in Ghana
(1966) , Mali (1968), and Chile.

The forms of imperialism's armed violence in the international arena have become
more diverse and monstrous. The first half of the 20th century was marked by two
world wars, started by the leading imperialist powers with the hope of satisfying
their aggressive appetites. The armed violence of imperialism in these wars, es-
pecially in World War II, acquired an all-encompassing nature, drawing hundreds of
millions of people into its reach. It attained its highest point when in 1941
fascism unleashed a war historically unprecedented in terms of its cruelty and
scale against the world's first socialist state. The Soviet Union suffered the
main blow of the most reactionary forces of imperialism. Owing mainly to the
heroic struggle of our people, mankind was rescued from the threat of fascist en-
slavement.

- World wars are a product of imperialism. The resources of armed violence are uti-

- lized in them to their fullest degree. Monopolist reaction used the most destruc-
tive weapons in these wars. While war gases were placed intc common usage in
World War I, "mushroom" clouds raised by the explosions of atom bombs dropped by
American aviation on the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki served as the

- finale to World War II.

Imperialism's preparation for a new world war against the countries of the socialist
fraternity directly and indirectly express the tendency for manifestation of the

- reactionary class essence of armed violence by monopolist bourgeoisie in its most
inhumane forms. However, now that the balance of social forces in the international
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arena has tilted in favor of socialism, it is becoming increasingly more risky and
dangerous for imperialism to unleash a world war. Therefore militants are devoting
increasingly greater attention to other forms of armed violence which they believe
to be more flexible and less dangerous to imperialism's existence: local wars,
demonstrations of power, and military blackmail. Thus, as is obviously implied by
figures published by the Brookings Institution, since 1945 the USA resorted to the
_ use of armed forces to support its foreign policy actions in 215 cases.® armed
violence was used against peoples rising for their liberation by the armies of
England, France, and other imperialist states in the last few decades.

Armed violence, which has penetrated deeply into the day-to-day policy of imperial-

_ ism, is a means of both direct aggression and political and psychological pressure
in international affairs. Imperialist states undertake special actions having the
purpose of exerting political and psychological pressure on the policies of certain
countries and on the class forces within them. Such actions include military
maneuvers, transfers of ground troops, fleets, and aviation to the borders of the

_ state selected as an object of terror, placement of troops located at bases near
the given country in combat readiness, flights to its borders by warplanes, and so on.

Thus the U.S. Navy participated many times in demonstrations of power along the
coast of Southeast Asia and Africa, and in the Mediterranean Sea. In October 1962
the government of the United States placed its armed forces, to include the 6th and
7th fleets and several thousand warplanes, on combat alert, and concentrated about
250,000 enlisted men and officers and over 200 ships for an attack on Cuba. A
naval blockade of Cuba was organized. The republic was threatened openly by in-
vasion. "...we made plans for 2,000 sorties," wrote R. Kennedy, "and the landing
of marine infantry and paratrooper assault parties; several carriers, two heavy
_ cruisers, 25 destroyers, and a significant number of auxiliary ships were concen-
trated in the vicinity of Cuba.... The American Armed Forces were brought to full
combat readiness throughout the world."!l The world was placed at the brink of
war, and it was only the decisive and, at the same time, flexible foreign policy
of the Soviet Union in Cuba that permitted the Cuban people to defend their revolu-
tionary achievements, and maintain the peace.

In December 1971, when the Indo-Pakistani conflict began, the U,S. government sent

a naval squadron to the shores of the Indian peninsula in order to exert pressure

upon progressive circles in India and Bangladesh which had demonstrated their oppo-

sition against military violence by the reactionary circles of Pakistan in power

- at that time. However, the firm position of the Soviet Union ana other socialist
states, which supported the just struggle of the peoples of India and Bangladesh,
avertea armed intervention by imperialism in the Indo-Pakistani conflict.

Major imperialist states are resorting more and more frequently to another form
of armed violence--use of mercenaries and of the armies of their "junior partners”
to fight against developing countries assuming a progressive path. Typical in
this regard were actions by bands of mercenaries hired by Western monopolies in
the Congo and other African countries during the time of achievement of their
national independence, participation of units and subunits of the armed forces of
Thailand, the Philippines, Australia, and New Zealand in the dirty war in Indochina,
- participation of troops of the South African Republic in the intervention against
- Angola, and Israeli aggression against Arab peoples.
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International imperialism not only inspired Israeli invaders and supplied their
military machine with weapons and modern combat equipment, but also supported them
in critical moments by concentrating their troops near the Arab states. It is
known that at the time of a new outbreak of Israel's war against the Arab peoples
in October 1473, the USA immediately provided broad military assistance to Israel,
placed its troops in combat readiness, and sent its fleet into the area of the
Near East conflict. :

and so, imperialism has been using armed violence in the modern era mainly to
fight against socialism and the international workers and national liberation
movements, to preserve obsolete social orders, and to retard the pace of social
progress. It has also been used several times in internal skirmishes of the

- reactionary forces themselves, but it has mainly been directed against the principal

revolutionary forces of modern times. The logic of historical develogpment demands

that the violence of the reactionaries be opposed by the power of socialism, the

. international working class, and all other progressive forces having the objective

- right and responsibility to employ all forms and methods of the struggle in behalf
of the defense of social progress, and that particular forms and methods be compe-
tently utilized in accordance with the concrete situation.

3. The Forms of Revolutionary Armed Violence Used by Laborers

Various military organizations of the progressive classes and states serve as the
instruments of revolutionary armed violence. Each social organization arises and
-functions in a concrete situation. It may include an entire army, a workers
militia, partisan formations, or an armed nation.

Armed violence of the proletariat came into being and underwent development in

- the course of its resistance to the regular troops of the reactionary classes.
Such was the case, for example, in the days of the Paris Commune, when reactions
of the armed public against the regular army played a tremendous role. "Had the
Paris Commune not relied upon the authority of the armed people against the bour-
geoisie," Engels emphasized, "it could hardly have held on for more than a day."12

The armed uprising was historically the first form of armed violence by laborers.

The classicists of Marxism-Leninism viewed it as one of the possible forms of

revolutionary transfer of power from the hands of the bourgeoisie to the hands of

; the proletariat. Marx and Engels taught that we should view the uprising as an art,

- that we should master its laws, and that we should act sensibly, boldly, and de-
cisively. "...the armed uprising," wrote Lenin, "is a special form of political
struggle following special laws...."!

The party of the Bolsheviks made broad use of the experience of the Paris Commune
and the December (1905) armed uprising in Moscow in its preparation for the armed
overthrow of the Provisionary Government in October 1917. This path was the sole
possible one in the situation that had evolved.

After February 1917 the Communist Party maintained a course of peaceful develop-

ment of the revolution. However, it was forced to call the proletariat out for an
armed uprising in the face of the unceasing attempts of the counterrevolution to
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destroy the revolutionary organizations of the laborers, peasants, and soldiers,

- and to crush the struggle of the laborers.by armed resources.. Under these concrete

- situations the armed uprising of the proletariat in Russia in October 1917 became
an objective necessity. By implementing this uprising, the Communist Party insured
a swift and least painful transfer of power into the hands of the working class,
and decisive defeat of the counterrevolution. Detachments’ of the Red Guard--the
prototype of the future Red Army, an army of a fundamentally new type--made up the
main fighting force of the uprising.

The revolutionary movement of the 20th century reveals to us that the armed up-
rising remains an important resource of conflict within the arsenal of the revolu-
tion, one used in a particular situation precluding the possibility of peaceful

- devglopment of the revolution. It is capable of achieving decisive goals.

As an example the armed uprising of the Vietnamese people against the Japanese
invaders in 1945, which occurred under the influence of the Soviet Armed Forces'
liberation mission in the. Far East, initiated their 30-years' heroic struggle for
the liberty of their motherland against Japanese, French, and American invaders.
This struggle culminated with the total victory of the Vietnamese people. The
armed uprising of Cuban revolutionaries headed by Comrade Fidel Castro marked the
beginning of civil war in Cuba, which ended with the persuasive victory of pro-
gressive forces.

Demonstrations by revolutionarily predisposed units and subunits of the Portugese
- army, supported by the masses, led to the overthrow of the fascist regime in
B Portugal (1974).

The experience of the Great October Socialist Revolution and the subsequent
struggle against interventionists and White Guards demonstrated that the Red Guard
- detachments were not enough to oppose the hordes of the international and internal
counterrevolution. Creation of the regular Red Army became a new stage in organi-
zation of revolutionary armed violence, satisfying the tasks of protecting the
- revolutionary achievements of laborers against imperialist aggression. This was
an objective necessity following from the laws of social development and the unigue
features of the class struggle between socialism and capitalism.

The combat actions of the army of a new type are the most decisive form of revolu-
tionary armed violence. The Soviet state used this army in response to imperialist
aggression. Defending the highest ideals and the most progressive social structure,
the Soviet Armed Forces displayed exceptional decisiveness, and the yearning and
ability to achieve total victory in all of its struggle against the aggressors.
The following facts support this more than persuasively. Our army annihilated the
overwhelming majority of the Axis forces on the Soviet-German front--607 enemy
divisions. For comparison we can note that Anglo-American troops in West Europe,
North Africa, and Italy destroyed only 176 enemy divisions. The German losses on
the Soviet-German front were 10 million killed, wounded, and captured--more than
70 percent of fascist Germany's total manpower losses in World War II. The fascist
invaders lost three-fourths of their aviation, the bulk of their tanks and artillerxy,
and more than 1,600 warships and transport vessels on the Soviet-German front. 1In

. the Far East, the Soviet Armed Forces destroyed the Rwantung Army, a Japanese troop
grouping of impressive strength.
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Another form of the just armed struggle of the popular masses which had arisen in
the distant past is broadly employed in the defense of socialism as a supplement
to the combat activities of a regular army--the partisan movement. The methods of
the partisan struggle are extremely diverse: raids, ambushes, diversionary move-~
ments, joint combat activities together with regular army units, and defense of
liberated regions.

Hundreds of thousands of Soviet partisans and underground fighters operated in

the enemy rear during the Great Patriotic War. They provided active assistance to
the Red Army. The whole people's support made the partisan movement very powerful.
The population of areas temporarily occupied by the Germans replenished the

partisan detachments and supplied food and clothing to them. By their decisive
actions the partisans contained a significant quantity of enemy troops on the Soviet-
German front, doing tangible harm to them.

The partisan movement also developed successfully during World War II.in Yugoslavia,
Poland, France, Greece, Italy, Indochina, China, Burma, and other countries.

Following World War II the partisan methods of the struggle for the motherland’'s
liberty were employed by patriots of Vietnam, Cuba, Laos, Campuchia, Angola, Guinea,
Mozambique, and other countries.

Reactionary classes cannot but see the fighting effectiveness of partisan methods,
and they are trying to incorporate them into their own fighting forces. At the
end of World War II the Germans are known to have attempted to create peoples'
militia detachments, which adolescents, men exempt from the army due to age or
illness, and women were forcibly compelled to join. However, because of the swift
victorious advance of the Red Army, breakdown of the fascist Reich, and absence of
serious support from the German population, these detachments did not have any sort
of significant influence on the course of combat activities at the front.

The Pentagon devotes significant attention to preparing diversionary detachments
that could utilize, at the needed moment, the methods of the partisan struggle

in the rear of regular enemy troops. But even these efforts could not produce the
desired results. By its class nature and possibilities the partisan movement is
fundamentally different from various bandit and diversionary groups created by
reactionary circles. Partisans fighting for progressive ideals rely on the whole
people's assistance. The bandit and diversionary groups of the reactionary classes
operate as an antipopular force, and they do not enjoy the support of the laboring
masses.

Imperialism is constantly trying to conduct its policy "from a position of strength”.
It creates centers of military danger, and it concentrates its shock military
groupings in the most diverse regions of the globe. Under these conditions the
Soviet Armed Forces are called upon.to display high alertness, and to dependably
protect the peace and security of nations. The Strategic Missile Forces and the
National Air Defense Forces are serving combat duty, ready to make an immediate
retaliatory strike against an aggressor. 1In the period when imperialism sharply
aggravated the international situation and raised tension to the extreme limits

in the Caribbean in 1962, the Soviet government took additional steps to raise the
combat readiness of the armed forces.
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Thus concern for maintaining high combat readiness of the socialist army is sub-

- ordinated to the goals and tasks of.the peace-~loving foreign policy of the socialist
state, and it reflects the objective necessity for protecting it against the
intrigues of the imperialist aggressors.

4. Society in a State of War

With the beginning of a war, armed conflict becomes the principal means of achieving
; political goals, and a factor causing changes in the social life in the interests

of achieving a military victory.over the enemy. Wars from different periods of
history can serve as an example.

The main goal of the wars of slave-owning states was the capture of slaves. Only
their regular replenishment could support the functions of the slave-owning struc-
ture. Wars influenced the state of society, and the position of different social
strata. They devastated the plebians, tearing them away from their productive
labor, but they enriched the patricians. During wars, the population was reduced,
entire cities perished, and vast regions were devastated. Thus Carthage was
wiped from the face of the earth. The Tatar and Mongel invaders ravaged signifi-
cant areas of Ancient Russ. Through wars, conquerors often made profound éhanges
in the socioeconomic and sociopolitical life of other countries. It was in this
way that feudalism of more-finished.form than that seen, for example, in France,
where_it evolved naturally, was introduced into England. 1%

The relationship between military activities and the economic, political, and
ideological changes occurring in warring states grew stronger in the feudal era.

In some countries wars accelerated transformation of free peasants into serfs.
"Under Karl the Great," wrote Marks, "French peasants were also devastated by

war, such that they had nothing left to do but transform from debtors into serfs."!5
A significant part of the wealth of warring states was often annihilated on the
battlefields and excluded from economic turnover. Significant transformations
occurred in society and in the structure of industrial production. As an example
during the crusades the Italian cities of Venice, Genoa, and Pisa essentially

became the "commissaries" of the warring armies.

But not all wars fought in the feudal era caused great transformations in social
life. They were often limited to just troop activities alone. Such wars did not
lead directly to abrupt turns in the economic, political, and ideulogical spheres
of society. As a result the illusion of .. full consistency, of the identity of
the concepts of war and armed struggle sometimes came into being; this illusion
was also promoted by the fact that each time, war begins only with the initiation
of combat activities, with the beginning of an armed struggle.

- However, as social life and its economic and social organization grew more complex
and as the scale of wars broadened, the warring countries underwent increasingly
deeper reorganization into a war economy. The wars of the imperialist period
demonstrated that most of them were associated with tremendous stress upon all

of the material and spirituval strengths of the people, and with significant changes
in all social life of the dueling states.
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This revealed itself especially clearly in the two world wars of the 20th century,
in a series of civil wars (in Russia, . Spain, and China), and in a number of otherx
military collisions. All other forms of activity engaged in by social forces
were subordinated to the armed struggle. War made a unique impression on the
entire life of nations. Discussing the experience of Soviet military development
during the years of foreign intervention and civil war, Lenin emphasized that this
experience "cannot be interpreted as an isolated experience. War includes within
- itself all forms, all areas of devel.opment."16

M. N. Tukhachevskiy deeply studied the influence of war on the life of society

on the basis of Lenin's ideas. He wrote: "While feudal wars and all subsequent
wars prior to the great French Revolution had the outward appearance of being
separate from the life of the entire country, with further development of capitalism,
war and social_life intertwined more and more closely. While the tactics of a
theater of war involved the maneuvering of manpower on the fronts of a war, the
conduct of war by industrial countries today entails the maneuvering of the country's
manpower and economic resources. "1’

Tukhachevskiy noted the great practical harm caused by defining war narrowly as
only the actions of armed forces. In his opinion the general staffs of all warring
imperialist powers prior to 1914 did not think' deeply enough about preparing not
only the armies but also their entire states, especially their economies, for a
protracted and burdensome war. As a consequence significant difficulties arose

at the beginning of World War: I in switching the economy to a war footing, this
process requiring a long period of time.18

The experience of history teaches us that when we reduce the concept of war to the
armed struggle of troops, we understate the decisive role played by the popular
masses, diminish the significance of political leadership in war, and prevent a
correct understanding of the role of the unity of the front and rear. Such mis-
takes would be especially dangerous in a.modern war, which would have a universal
nature and impose extremely high requirements on development of the military.
Dependable support of the. motherland's armed protection presupposes complete and
‘all-out use of the country's economic, political, scientific, moral, and specifi-
» cally military potentials.

Of course, the degree to which a country's social life changes in different wars

is far from the same. When a large state fights a war against a small one, the
socioeconomic lives of the two undergo different degrees of alteration. Neverthe-
less, in any case war is a qualitatively new state of the society in comparison
with peacetime. With the beginning of a war, one type of relations maintained
within the limits of the rules of peacetime law are substituted by another type,

in which the economic, political, and ideoclogical forms of struggle are inseparably
associated with the armed struggle, and support it. Classes waging the war try

to subordinate the entire life,of the country and all functions of the state to
the objective of defeating the enemy through the resources of armed violence. These
trends manifest themselves in every state, but the possibilities and laws of their
manifestation and of a country's transformation into a single military camp differ
in relation to capitalist and socialist states.
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In a case where imperialist aggression is imposed on a socialist state, owing to
the latter's socioeconomic nature and the moral-political unity of the society,

the socialist state is capable of mobilizing all of its resources for the struggle
against the enemy in a short time. These advantages were demonstrated fully during
the Great Patriotic War. The Leninist Communist Party--the leading and guiding
force of Soviet society~-was the inspiration and the organizer of the selfless
struggle of all the people of our great socialist motherland against the fascist
aggressors. In response to its call, all Soviet people rose to the defense of

the fatherland as one man. Devoting all one's powers to the cause of victory be-
came the inviolable law of the life of each Soviet patriot.

Organizing the repulsion of fascist Germany's treacherous attack, the party energet-
ically initiated the state's economic alteration. The country's military economy
grew and developed quickly. While in 1940 only 15 percent of the national income
was being spent on defense needs, in 1942 these outlays grew to 55 percent. The
bulk of industrial production--68 percent--was carried out in support of the front.19

= The war also demanded serious changes in the state's domestic political life, which
had to subordinated to the objective of the enemy's military defeat. The new condi-
tions unavoidably elicited extraordinary forms of party leadership of the country's
entire life. By decision of the party's Central Committee Politburo, the State
Defense Committee (GKO) was formed, and all of the power of the country was concen-
trated in its hands. Local extraordinary organs--city defense committees-~-were
created at cities on the front. The institution of party organizers of the Central
Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (of bolsheviks) was expanded at the most
important enterprises, as was the institution of sector secretaries in local party
organs. Political sections were formed at motor-tractor stations and sovkhozes.

- "Implementation of extraordinary forms of party leadership of the national economy

- permitted the party to switch it to a war footing in a short time."20

With the beginning of the war, rigid centralization was established in the work of
state and social organizations, elections to the soviets of labor deputies were
temporarily postponed, martial law was instituted in a number of oblasts, and some
other measures were implemented.

The party's entire ideological activity was subordinated to the goal of victory.
Political ideals, legal rules, morale, literature, and art were all aimed at
mobilizing the popular masses for the defeat of the fascist invaders. Simultaneously
with traditional methods, specific methods were also employed in the ideological
struggle against the aggressor, especially on territory temporarily occupied by

the enemy as well as among the “troops and population of the enemy.

The activities of the party and state in the economic and ideological spheres
were intimately intertwined with the struggle on the diplomatic front, which also
experienced profound changes in its content and methods. The diplomatic efforts
of the Soviet Union were channeled into creating and strengthening the anti-Nazi
alliance, at opening up a second front as quickly as possible, and at achieving
international isolation of Nazi Germany.

Under the guidance of the Communist Party our country won a victory of worldwide
historic proportions. The Soviet people were the chief creator of this victory.
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Unified about the Communist Party, they committed an act of heroism having no equals
in history. )

T+ stands to reason that bourgeocis society, the entire life of which is permeated
by the uncompromising class struggle, does not have such possibilities for be=-
coming a unified, monolithic force. This is why imperialist ruling circles
preparing for and conducting a war make broad use of measures to brainwash their
armies and the public, and why they deprive laborers of their elementary rights.
All changes inevitably occurring in bourgeois society during such a period bear .
the impression of a structure of exploitation, and they have an antipopular orienta-
tion. We know for example that during World War II a system of forced labor, com-—
parable only with a similar system of slave-owning times and permitting monopolies
to enrich themselves to an unprecedented degree, was created in fascist Germany to
support the standing army. The number of foreign citizens forcibly conveyed into
Germany to work at its. enterprises exceeded 7 million persons in 1944. The social
system of the Western states in the anti-Nazi alliance also made it possible to
shift the entire burden of the war onto the shoulders of the laborers and insure
high profits for the monopolies.

Summarizing the above, we can isolate the following most typical traits of modern
war as a special state of society, and demonstrate its differences from a state
of peace.

First, military resources acquire.the main role in implementation of state policy,
which has an effect on all social relations within a country and on its mutual
relations with other states. The society's economic, political, diplomatic, and
ideological activities are subordinated to the interests of the armed struggle.
Modern world war necessarily presupposes maximum exertion of all of the powers of
the state, and a stubborn armed struggle by the army and other combat formations
gaining their direct support from the country's economic, diplomatic, and ideologi- _
cal efforts.

The ratio of different forms of struggle and their influence upon the course and
outcome of a war have a complex dialectical nature. Wars of different types and
scales can have different effects upon a given form of struggle, which as a supple--
ment to combat activities of the troops can acquire special significance in the
attainment of victory. Demanding a concrete historical analysis of every situa-

- tion that evolves, V. I. Lenin wrote that "different forms of struggle assume
priority, becoming the main forms of struggle depending on variations in the
political, national cultural, personal, and other conditionms, and in turn, the
secondary, incidental forms of struggle undergo modification in this connection."21

The course and results of armed struggle and of the actions of troops, while re-

maining constantly dependent on economics, diplomacy, and ideology, are them~ -
selves capable of influencing the potentials and prospects of these other forms.

Tet us look at the facts. The victories of the Soviet Armed Forces in the Great _
Patriotic War, which immeasurably raised the authority of the USSR, prcmoted achieve-

ment of our foreign policy's important goals. Thus the victory of the Soviet troops

at Moscow had a decisive influence, unifying the forces of the antifascist alliance.

It had a sobering action upon the ruling circles of Japan and Turkey which, after

the beginning of fascist Germany's aggression, were simply waiting for an appropriate -
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moment to attack the USSR. As a result of the defeat of fascist troops at Stalin-

grad, disorder in the ranks of the fascist bloc grew intense. As in 1941, the

ruling circles of Japan and Turkey were forced to restrain themselves from

entering the war against the Soviet Union. The defeat of the Germans at Kursk

and other victories enjoyed by the Soviet trocps in 1943 initiated the disintegra-
. tion of the fascist bloc. Germany's isolation in the international arena deepened.
It was clear to the entire world that the USSR was capable of defeating Nazi Germany
and its satellites and liberating Europe on its own. In this situation the govern-
ments of England and the USA could no longer drag their heels in opening a second
front in Europe. In June 1944 Anglo-American troops landed in France. But even
after this, the Soviet~German front continued to be the decisive one. In response
to the annihilatory blows of the Soviet Armed Forces in the concluding period of
the war, the fascist bloc fell apart forever. The victory of the Soviet people in-
spired the peoples of many countries to fight actively against the invaders. 1In
the course of the war against a common enemy the Soviet Union acquired new allies.
International relations of a new, socialist type began to evolve with a large
number of them. The circle of countries with which the USSR established diplo-
matic relations widened, their number increasing from 25 at the eve of the war to
49 at its end. o

No matter what achievements there might be in the economic, diplomatic, and ideo-
logical areas, they cannot decide the fate of a war on their own. Their role is
necessarily mediated by the armed struggle of regular troops, national resistance,
and partisan detachments. In the end, the advantages achieved in economics, science,
diplomacy, and ideology manifest themselves in the course of armed struggle through
the quality and quantity of the troops and the artfulness of their actions.

It is entirely obvious that the enemy's military resistance is broken mainly
through militaxy resources. Inasmuch as military violence is the principal re-~
source of war, the next world war, were imperialism able to unleash it, would
first of all be typified by a decisive armed collision of unprecedented cruelty
between opposing class forces--socialism and capitalism. The outcome of the war
will be determined primarily on the battlefields, by people having perfect mastery
over modern combat equipment and possessing a high moral spirit.

Second, war as a special s’ate of society presupposes shifting the economy to a
war footing. The importance of war industry increases. Structural changes occur
in the sectors of the national economy, resulting in their prepo derate production
of war products. The nonproductive outlays of material resources and their irre-
versible loss rise dramatically. While during World War I material valuables worth
$338 billion were annihilated, in World War II these losses increased by almost

‘ 12 times to exceed $4 trillion.22

The standard of living of the laboring masses declines significantly in war.
As a rule, food and industrial goods are rationed. The birth rate drops, and
migration of the population increases.

Thixd, war elicits profound changes in the political superstructure. The role

of the army among all of the instruments of pclicy grows sharply. The country
assumes a wartime position partially or completely. In the interests of the war,

63

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

structural transformations are made in state organs and state power is centralized
further. New goals are set for the resources of ideological influence.

There is great methodological significance to defining war as a special state

of society, since this permits us to scientifically study the basic ways to con-

tinually reinforce the defense capabilities of the Soviet state and all countries

of the socialist fraternity. When we define war in this way, the conclusion we
necessarily reach is that we must thoroughly prepare socialist society to repel
possible aggression by imperialism. Such preparation presupposes, in addition to
increasing the combat readiness of the armed forces, constant concern for economic,
moral-political, ideological, and diplomatic support to the defense capabilities
of the socialist fatherland.
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CHAPTER 1V
TYPES AND SOCIAL NATURE OF MODERN WARS

Wars influence all spheres of social life and affect the fundamental interests of
all classes and social groups, and therefore they evoke a certain attitude toward
themselves in these classes and groups. The popular masses may support a certain
war, and thus promote its victorious conclusion, or they may remain passive to its
- goals, and even actively oppose it. This is precisely why social assessment of
wars and the orientation of the popular masses relative to the nature of wars
have always been in the center of attention of political and military leaders and
ideologists of the most different persuasions.

This problem is acquiring even greate¢r acuity today in connection with the fact
that the world's largest armies are now supplied with nuclear missiles. Decisively
unmasking the attempt to falsify the nature of wars by militant ideologists,

- Marxists-Leninists counter their attempts by their own conclusions based on a
scientific classification of wars. A scientifi¢: definition of wars permits the
Marxist-Leninist parties to develop a proper strategy andtactics for resolving the
main issue of modern times--the problem of war and peace.

1. The Methodology of Classifying Wars

A scientific methodology for classifying wars was fully developed by the classicists
of Marxism-Leninism. Lenin made an especially great contribution to this problem.
It enjoyed further development in the program documents of the CPSU and the entire
international communist movement. Questions pertaining to scientific classification
of wars have been deeply illuminated in the theoretical works of the contemporary

= Marxist scholars.

War is a multifaceted phenomenon having certain traits and characteristics. Among
them there are significant and insignificant ones, and principal and secondary ones.
i The more thoroughly a war is analjzed and the more fundamentally its significant
‘ facets are revealed, the fuller would be the assessment of a war. The scientific
classification of wars is structured precisely on the basis of a determination of
the most important aspects of war.

- The most significant criteria used in classifying wars can be combined into three
groups: 1) sociohistoric, 2) quantitative, and 3) military-technical. The first
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group of criteria affords a possibility for assessing wars as sociopolitical phenom-
ena, for revealing their place within the framework of the historical era and their
influence on social progress. The second group of criteria permits us to determine
the scale of a concrete war in time and in space, and to establish the number and
groupings of its participants. Using the third group of criteria we can reveal

the nature of the armed struggle and the technical resources employed in it. This
is especially important today, when revolutionary changes in the equipment of many
armies are occurring under the influence of scientific-technical progress.

ALl of these groups of criteria are closely interrelated. The technical resources
of conflict, for example, depend on the extent to which the state's economy is
developed, on its economic structure, while the latter, as we know, is the founda-
tion of the political organization and its goals.

The classicists of Marxism-Leninism used all three groups of classification criteria
in their assessment of concrete wars, but they placed priority on the sociochistori-
cal criteria, since only they provide a possibility for clarifying why a given war
is waged, and the policy of which class it is a continuation.

One of the most important sociohistoric criteria for classifying wars is the re-

-lationship of a war to the era. "We cannot understand a given war," V. I. Lenin

taught, "without understanding the era."! This criterion derives from the methodo-
logical principle of examining all social phenomena on a concrete historic basis.
"The war must be placed within that historic situation in which it proceeds, and
only then can we determine our relationship to it."? We can use this criterion to
scientifically establish the periods of history into which wars fall--wars of the
slave-owning era, of feudalism, of capitalism, and wars of the modern era.

Inasmuch as each historic era undergoes certain stages in its development, the most
diverse types of wars can be found within the limits of a single era. "An era is
called an era," wrote Lenin, "because it encompasses the sum total of diverse
phenomena and wars, both typical and atypical, both large and small, and typical

of both advanced and lagging countries."® Thus subdivision of wars into different
types, which permits us to view a war as a single two-sided process, is a concrete
expression of the first classification criterion.

Lenin attached great significance to classifying wars in relation to types. 1In
August 1915 he wrote the following to A. M. Kollontay: "I believe it theoretically
wrong and practically harmful not to distinguish between types of wars." Many of
Lenin's works contain statements having methodological significance to understanding
this category. The premises he formulated in his letter to I. F. Armand on 19
January 1917 and in his lecture "War and Revolution" (May 1917) play an especially
important role. In his works, Lenin uses the system of ecconomic and political
relations between states and classes involved in a given war as the basis for sub-
dividing wars into different types.®

The caéegory htype of war" combines a certain group of wars having similar character-
istics that are the product of unique features of a concrete historic system of
economic and political relations between states and classes and the contradictions
between them they generate, as well as of the ways and means used to resolve these
contradictions.
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Inasmuch as the word "war" in the concept “"type of war" presupposes an integrated,
two-sided process, the name of the type of war indicates both warring sides asso-
ciated by a concrete system of economic and political mutual relations (for example
a war between imperialist states).

However the goals of the two opposing sides may differ significantly from one
another depending on which class or state the war is being fought for. Therefore
it becomes necessary to define the class and political orientation of the war
fought by each of the warring sides.

Marxists distinguish another classification criterion based on the class and
political orientation of wars-~the social nature of the war. This criterion dis-
tinguishes between two kinds of wars: just on one side and unjust on the other,

or unjust on both sides. The concept "kind of war"combines just or unjust wars
differing in terms of their concrete political content. In this connection the
kinds of wars are subdivided into forms of wars, which imply concrete just or unjust
wars of a certain historic era. We will see this more graphically somewhat later,
in our examination of the structural nature of wars of the modern era.®

The brilliant leaders of the proletariat also use quantitative criteria to classify
wars. Thus they distinguish between local and world wars with a consideration for
the range of the goals and the number of participants of a war, and the space over
which military activities were carried on.’ This subdivision has great theoretical
and practical significance. The consequences of a war and its influence upon the
state of mankind depend significantly on how local or global it becomes. Under
modern conditions, due to closer mutual relationships between states, even local
wars affect the interests of nations on all continents, and harbor the possibility
of mushrooming into world wars.

In terms of the number of participants in a war and the groupings they assume,

we subdivide wars into those fought by two states and by several states, and
coalition wars. A tendency toward waging coalition wars can be observed in the
modern era. Of course these coalitions may not always be obvious, but for practi-
cal purposes a duel between even individual countries may be "supported" by co-~
alitions of countries behind them. This can be explained by the ever-increasing
polarization of forces in the international arena.

" Also included among the quantitative criteria is the duration of wars. In this

aspect we distinguish between swift and protracted wars. Many wars of the modern
era lasted for many years, even though their initiators counted on achieving their
designs in short time. As an example the hope of the Nazi clique to win the war
with the USSR with lightning speed was foiled by the Soviet people. The war dragged
on for almost 4 years, and ended with the total defeat of the fascist aggressors.
The attempt of American imperialism to conduct a new variant of the blitzkrieg in
Vietnam also failed. The heroic Vietnamese people selflessly fought for their
liberty for many years with the support of peoples of the socialist countries, and
they won their struggle against the giant of the capitalist world and its Saigon
puppets.

The military-technical criteria for classifying wars are placed in an independent
group. The most important among them is the nature of the military equipment and
weapons employed.
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Inasmuch as the arisal of new types of weapons causes fundamental changes in the

methods of military activities, when we describe a war it is very important to con-
- sider the achievements of military-technical progress. It should be kept in mind

in this case, however, that a new weapon does not displace former resources of armed
- conflict immediately and completely. This can be explained by the fact that, first,

neither warring side wants to risk immediate rejection of tested weapon models,

and second, new weapons are never available in sufficient quantity to instantaneously
- occupy a monopolistic position in the arsenal of technical combat resources. More—
over it takes a significant amount of time to master a new weapon.

The military-technical criteria for classifying wars (or, more precisely, their
individual stages) also include the means of combat activities. In different
stages, the same war may be dynamic and fluid, or it may be distinguished by a
certain degree of stasis. The categories “"mobile warfare" and "static warfare"
are broadly employed in the history and theory of the art of war.

All of the classification criteria named above are essentially objective, reflecting
certain facets of war. Were we to fail to consider any one of these facets, our
assessment of a war would be incomplete. Modern bourgeois politicians and military
officials, meanwhile, make ready use of the quantitative and military-technical
criteria while attempting to ignore the sociochistoric criteria of their classifi-
cation. As an example according to the classification presently used in the USA,-
there are four variants of modern wars: strategic nuclear war (implying a war
between coalitions of imperialist and socialist states); nuclear war in a theater

of war (one in which tactical nuclear weapons are employed) leading to limited goals;
conventional war in a theater of war (using only conventional weapons); conventional
war in a theater of military activities or in a limited region of a theater of war.
As we can see, this classification is based mainly on the quantitative and military-
technical characteristics of wars. When forced to comment on such a classification,
bourgeois officials do everything they can to distort such issues as the essence

of the war, its social nature, and the political contradictions being resolved by
resources of armed violence. And this is no accident. Objective analysis of these
problems would inevitably lead to the conclusion that imperialism is a constant
source of military danger to all mankind.

Problems associated with defining the types and social nature of modern wars have
acquired the greatest acuity in the ideological struggle centered on military
issues in the international arena. This can be explained by the fact that the

- contradictions between scientific, Marxist-Leninist analysis of wars and the anti-
scientific conceptions expressing the viewpoints of bourgeois ideologists and
rightist and "leftist" revisionists reveals itself most obviously in the funda-
mentally different relationship maintained toward the different types and socio-

- political nature of wars.

2. Types of Modern Wars

A scientific approach to defining the types of wars presupposes examination of
the basic types of antagonistic economic and pclitical relations of the era, and
the contradictions inherent to them.
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- The modern era is typified by the following basic types of antagonistic economic
and political relations: 1) between socialist and capitalist sociopolitical
systems (states); 2) between the working class and all laborers of antagonistic
gtates on one hand, and the dominant classes, mainly the monopolistic bourgeoisie,
and the forces of extreme reaction of these states on the other; 3) between nations
fighting for their national liberation or assuming a path of sovereign development,
and imperialist states pursuing a colonial ox neocolonial policy; 4) between
capitalist states.

Antagonistic economic and political relations of the modern era contain within
themselves the possibility of war, but it should be considered in this case that
- on their own, they do not transform a possibility of war into a reality. Such
transformation occurs owing to the aggressive course of imperialism and the
actions of those reactionary forces which see military violence as the best means
for resolving existing contradictions. As far as socialist countries as well as
other revolutionary forces of modern times are concerned, they pursue a course
aimed not at starting but, on the contrary, at preventing war. To them, resorting
- to military means is a forced, retaliatory measure in opposition to the violence of
reactionary states and classes.

As history attests, the type of war fought between states (coalitions) representing
opposing social systems--capitalist and socialist--is associated with the first
type of economic and political relations and with the social contradictions of the
modern era stemming from them. Wars of this type included the war between the
capitalist interventionists and the Soviet Union (1918-1920), the war between
fascist Germany and its allies on one hand and the USSR on the other (1941-1945),
and the war between the American aggressors and the Vietnamese people.

Relations between the working class of a given state and all laborers of antagonistic
states on one hand and the dominant classes, mainly the monopolistic bourgeoisie
and the forces of extreme reaction, on the other occupy a special place in the
system of economic and political relations of the modern era. Civil war corresponds
to these relations. The warring sides may be represented by the following depending
- on the maturity of the society's social structure: in capitalist states--the working
class and its allies on one pole and the bourgeoisie, mainly the monopolistic
bourgeoisie, on the other; in developing countries--a bloc of progressive forces
against the society's reactionary forces. Despite certain differences in these
wars (in the social composition of the warring sides, their goals, and so on), they
make up one type of wars--civil wars, resulting from social antagonisms within the
- society of exploitation. Examples of civil wars fought in the modern era include
the civil war in Russia (1918-1920), the civil war in Greece (1946-1949), and
civil wars in a number of other countries.

The type of war fought between nations striving for national liberation or
assuming a path of sovereign development on one hand and imperialist states pur-
suing a colonial or neocolonial policy on the other is associated with the next
type of economic and political relations of the modern era.

Antagonistic contradictions existing between peoples striving for their indepen-
dence on one hand and their imperialist oppressors on the other are resolved today
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- in two ways: Either the imperialists are forced to "voluntarily" leave their
colonies and resort to veiled means of exploiting these countries in view of the
hopelessness of presently employed methods of colonial oppression, orthey attempt
to openly hinder historic development, going as far as military violence, in which

- case the peoples of dependent countries are left with no other choice than to fight
for their independence with arms. In just the 1960's-1970's the peoples of more
than 30 countries of Asia and Africa were forced to take up -arms to achieve or
defend national independence.

- Another type of war possible in the modern era is war between capitalist states.

_ For example despite the attempts by anti-Soviet forces to immediately direct

- the aggression of fascism toward the USSR, World War TI had its beginning inside
the capitalist camp. The military conflict between the capitalist states lasted
for 6 years with varying degrees of intensity. In this case after Nazi Germany
attacked the USSR, a certain group of capitalist countries--the USA, England, and

- others--was compelled to establish an alliance with the socialist country in order
to win its war against the second grouping of capitalist states opposing it.

- We cannot exclude the possibility of wars between capitalist states in the future,
though obviously because of the deepening general crisis of capitalism, for the

. sake of its class interests the monopolistic bourgeoisie is striving to somehow

dull the sharpness of the contradictions existing within the capitalist system.

Its policy in the world arena is being defined to an ever-greater degree by the

class goals of the common struggle mainly against the socialist fraternity.

Certain armed collisions occur between developing states, but obviously they cannot
be treated as an independent type of war. The fact is that some of these countries
maintain a socialist orientation while others follow a capitalist path. Therefore
the relations between these groups of states reflect the typical antagonistic re-
lations of the era already discussed above. Countries with a socialist orientation
- try to resolve their disputes by peaceful means. Falling under the increasing in-
- fluence of the imperialist powers, states following the capitalist path lay their
hopes on force in a number of cases.

Armed collisions between developing countries are not in keeping with the interests
of their peoples, hindering the growth of their economies and their national
consolidation. Such states face a multiplicity of domestic problems, successful
solution of which cannot be promoted in any way by war. Armed collisions between
them are a manifestation of the pernicious influence of the legacy of imperialism
and the acute economic, political, religious, ethnic, and other problems left to
- the young countries, they are the consequence of the criminal policy of imperialist
reaction attempting to capitalize upon these conflicts for its own mercenary
interests, and they are the result of the short-sighted actions of some political
leaders of the developing states.
Such are the types of wars in the modern era. It should be kept in miné that
the type of concrete war does not always manifest itself in pure form. Some
- wars are an alloy of different types. Let us look at World War IT as an example.
It possessed both the characteristics of a war between two groupings of imperialist
countries, and those of a coalition war fought between imperialist states headed
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by Nazi Germany on one hand and a socialist country--the USSR--on the other. It
is entirely obvious that a complex phenomenon such as World War II cannot be
interpreted within the limits of a single type of war, since this would be a
simplification of the problem.

- The social interests of the bourgeoisie encouraged its thecrists to create their
own classification of wars, one that is far from scientific and far from objective
in relation to both modern and past eras.

Highly indicative in this regaxd is the two-volume work by the American sociologist
and lawyer Q. Wright "A Study of War", which was republished several times. The
author bases himself on an abstract metaphysical definition of the essence of war,
identifying it with any conflict occurring not only in human society but also in

- the animal world. Wright's approach to war is typically nonhistoric, biological,
and psychological. It is on this antiscientific basis that he structures his
classification, distinguishing four types of past and modern wars. The first type,
the American theorist declares, includes "wars between animals". These are "wars"
based on the use of violence by one species of animals against another or against
mermbers of the same group. Study of "war" between animals, in Wright's words,
_"econtributes much to our understanding of wars between people." The second type
includes "wars between primitive peoples." They were supposedly "the most im-
portant factor of cultural development," they cultivated courage and obedience,
and strong groups that were able to occupy significant territory were created

with their assistance. The third type consists of v"historic wars" of the past
between civilized peoples having a written language. Wright believes the causes
of these wars to be a custom of cruelty and aggressiveness, a warlike morality,
and political despotism. Finally, the fourth type includes wars fought by highly
developed nations using modern equipment and weapons.

Ssuch a classification of wars rests on a false interpretation of the socio-
historic process, including that of war. The author glosses over the qualitative
difference between conflicts in the animal world and in human society, between
classless and class societies, and between armed collisions of primitive society
and the wars of class-antagonist formations. He does this in order to perpetuate
war, to expand the historic bounds of its existence indefinitely, and to represent
it as an ineradicable, fatalistic phenomenon. The class purpose of this apologetic
classification of wars cannot evoke any doubt.

- An arbitrary approach to classification of wars is also typical of other bourgeois
sociologists and military officials. They distinguish "religious", "national",
"philosophical”, and other wars as special types. As an example the West German
general W. Baudissin, who had occupied important posts in NATO, defines the
following types of war: religious wars of the 16th century; "abstract" wars of
the 17th and 18th centuries; national wars of the. 19th century; "philosophical"
wars of the 20th century (following the Great October Socialist Revolution). This
classification is also groundless, lacking objectivity, inasmuch as it is created
without a consideration for the fundamental socioeconomic and class-political
characteristics of wars. It has no scientific value, and its purpose is to deceive

the popular masses.
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The attention of bourgeois ideologists to classifying so-called "minor" wars
increased noticeably in recent decades. A confirmation of this can be found in
a book written by the West German philosopher and historian W. Hahlweg, "Typology
of Modern Minor Wars". It presents two types of such wars, the main ones in the
author's opinion: "Eastern" and "Western". "Politics dominates in the Eastetn

B type of minor wars," writes Hahlweg, while on the contrary "military strategic
interests are paramount® in "Western wars".? As we can see, Hahlweg divorces
military strategy from politics, placing one in opposition to the other, which
is clearly contradictory to a scientific approach to the analysis of wars.

Thus the classification of wars publicized in modern Western literature is anti-
scientific. Its principal fault, a product mainly of the class interests of the
bourgeoisie, is distortion of the essence of the modern era, and failure to
analyze the structure of economic and political relations and the ensuing contra-
dictions between classes, states, and sociopolitical systems. Attempting to con-
ceal the fact that imperialism is the source of modern wars, bourgeois authors

- refrain from objective analysis of the sociopolitical content of wars, and in
their classifications of wars they place priority on biological, religious, and
national, as well as quantitative and military-technical criteria.

3. The Social Nature of Modern Wars

In order to deeply understand the social nature of modern wars, we need to once
again turn to some general methodological premises briefly discussed above in our
examination of the sociohistoric criteria of a scientific classification of wars.

The category "type of war", which defines war as a struggle between two hostile
sides observed in their unity, reveals the nature of the antagonistic contradictions
existing between the sides, ones elicited by economic and political relations.
However, this category does not reflect, with maximum clarity, exactly which of

the dueling sides represents social progress: or the political goals each of the
sides pursues. It is not enough to assert the existence of a contradiction. We
must, Marx thought, clarify "which specific position each of ...the two elements
occupy within the contradiction."l0 fThis goal is served by the concept "social
nature of war". "Revealing the nature of a war," said Lenin, "is a necessary pre-
requisite to the Marxist seeking to define his relationship to it."!l

What does Marxism-Leninism define as the social nature of a war~

The category "social nature of a war" is kindred to the concept "social content
of a war". Explaining the social content of World War I, V. I. Lenin wrote:
"Capture of land and enslavement of foreign nations, devastation of the competing
nation, the plunder of its riches, distraction of the attention of the laboring
masses from the internal political crises in Russia, Germany, England, and other
countries, isolation and nationalistic stupefaction of the laborers, and eradica-

- tion of their advance guard for the purposes of weakening the revolutionary move-
ment of the proletariat--such is the sole true content, significance, and meaning
of modern war."12
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The political content of war includes within itself both relatively stable and

dynamically varying components. The social~class orientation of a war, which is

labeled the social nature of a war, is a relatively stable element. Concrete

political goals of military actions occurring at strategic and tactical scale

are a more-~dynamic element of the political content of war. Lenin cautioned

against confusing the social nature of a war with its strategic and tactical

content. He taught that when we define the social nature of a war, its true

significance must be sought not in the position occupied by the enemy's troops,

but rather in the nature of the policy of which the given war is a continuation. -

This premise does not mean that Lenin contrasts the elements of the same political _

R content against one another; he is simply stating that they must not be identified -
with each other. The category “social nature of a war" expresses the social-class
orientation of the war--~that is, the consistency or inconsistency, with social
progress, of the main political goals (and their realization) of each of the
warring sides, and an assessment of the war as being just or unjust.

Considering that the relationship of the popular masses to the objective content
of the social nature of a war expresses itself mainly in the assessment of this
war as a just or unjust one, reactionary state officials intending to unleash a
knowingly unjust war resort to cynical deceit of the laborers. In his time, the
Prussian King Friedrich II uttered a phrase which has become notoriously famous.
"If a foreign province is to your liking and your power is great enough," he
declared, "seize it immediately. As soon as you do so, you'll always find a
sufficient number of lawyers who will prove that you did have every right to the
occupied territory...."!* Even the Nazi clique, with its openly inhumane plans
for conquering the entire world and enslaving some and physically liquidating
other peoples, tried to impart a "just" appearance to its vandalism. It attempted
to "justify" the aggressive actions of German imperialism by a supposed shortage
of "living space" for the "Arian race", its "superiority" over other "deficient"
peoples, and other delirious assertions.

An evaluation of the objective content of the social nature of the war--be it
just or unjust--contains within itself the following facets: political, legal,
moral, esthetic and, in relation to nations consisting mostly of believers,
religious. Such an evaluation is made, first of all, by the dominant class,
which utilizes powerful mass media to support it. But secondly, the popular
masses themselves also make their own assessment of the war.

The political evaluation of the social nature of a war is the dominant one. The

- reason for this lies in the fact that war is permeated throughout by politics,
that the political content of a war is its principal content in general, and that
political evaluations reflect the fundamental interests of entire classes and the
millions of common people.

Closely associated to a political evaluation of the social nature of a war is a
legal evaluation based on the rules of international law. Principles condemning
the methods of armed aggression were documented in international law prior to the
start of World War II. These principles were developed after World War II. Thus
the sentence handed down by the International Military Tribunal at the Nuremberg
trials to the principal German military criminals (1946) emphasized quite cate-
gorically: "...initiation of an aggressive war is not simply an international
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crime--it is the gravest international crime differing from other military crimes
only in that it contains within itself, in concentrated form, the evil which is con-
tained in all other crimes."!3

A resolution of the 29th Session of the UN General Assembly (1974) containing a
- definition of aggression was a major achievement of peace-loving forces. This docu~
ment states: "Aggression is the use of armed forces by a state against the sover-
eignty, territorial integrity, or political independence of another state, or in
some other fashion incompatible with the Charter of the United Nations, as set forth
in this definition."!® This definition provides the legal basis for evaluating
aggressive wars as unjust.

Documents such as the treaty between the USSR and the USA to prevent nuclear war
(August 1973) and the agreement adopted in August 1975 by the Conference for
Security and Cooperation in Europe also have important significance. The partici-
pants of this conference pledged to refrain from using force or the threat of force
in their mutual relations. All of this creates the international legal grounds for
condemning aggressive war and for preventing it.

Evaluation of a war as just or unjust also has a moral aspect, represented by the
condemnation or approval of the war by the people and by the publicopinion of the
countries. A moral evaluation of the social nature of the war is extremely effective.
"A conviction in the justic of a war, recognition of the necessity for sacrificing

_ one's life for the good of one's brothers," Lenin pointed out, "uplifts the spirit
of the soldiers and compels them to endure unprecedented hardships."”

Some facets of the social nature of a just war--its goals as well as the bravery
and heroism displayed on the battlefield--are given an esthetic evaluation with
terms such as noble, beautiful, and so on.

Thus an evaluation of the social nature of a war as just or unjust is a generalizing
evaluation, one which synthesizes the political, legal, moral, and esthetic evalua-
tions into a single unit. The most important evaluation to be given is the political
one.

- An evaluation of the social nature of a war can be true, mistaken, or false. A true
evaluation of the social nature of a war is possible only from the positions of pro-
gressive classes. Such classes are represented today mainly by the working class--
the most consistent revolutionary class, armed with a truly scientific theory of
social development.

Such are the general methodological premises at the basis of a scientific classifi-
cation of wars in relation to their social nature. They permit the conclusion that
within the framework of the types of modern wars examined above, the following basic
forms of just wars exist: 1) wars in defense of the socialist fatherland and
countries of the socialist fraternity; 2) wars of the oppressed classes and of all
progressive forces against the classes of exploitation; 3) wars of national libera-
= tion. In accordance with this, the basic forms of unjust wars are: 1) wars fought
by imperialist states against socialist countries; 2) wars fought by exploiting -
classes against exploited classes within the framework of a civil war; 3) colonial
or neocolonial wars.
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The social nature of a concrete war, as well.as its essence, does not always remain
constant. The nature of a war may undergo transformation in connection with possible
changes, in the course of a war, in the political goals and ratio of forces of the
warring sides, and development of new resources and means of the struggle. This can
be distinctly seen from the example of World War II. It began between two groupings
of imperialist states as a mutually unjust war, though from the very beginning it
did exhibit certain popular, national-liberation tendencies. Thus the Polish people,
who became the sacrifice to fascist aggression, fought a just struggle of national
liberation against the German oppressors from the very first days of the war; moreover
they fought it in contradiction to the state policy of the reactionary Polish govern-—
ment that was in power at that time and which fled the country in cowardice. How-
ever, the heroic struggle of the Polish people could not make fundamental changes

in the general direction of the struggle between the imperialist groupings, or
transform its principal trend.

Being at first unjust in relation to both imperialist groupings, later the Second
World War gradually began to transform into a just war of liberation on the part of
forces fighting against the fascist bloc, mainly under the influence of the growing
struggle of liberation waged by people in states occupied by the Germans.

Entry of the Soviet Union into World War II, which was evoked by Nazi Germany's
attack on it, was the principal factor of this progressive process. Its entry into
the war was the last step in formation of the social nature of World War II, trans-
forming it from a mutually unjust, predatory war into a just, antifascist war of
liberation fought by all forces opposing fascism. The Great Patriotic War of the
Soviet people was the keystone of World War II. It decided not only the fate of
the world's first socialist state but also the future of all world civilization,
progress, and democracy.

As far as the bloc of fascist states headed by Germany and Japan is concerned,
the war on its part remained unjust and predatory from beginning to end.

Consequently the social nature of a war is a complex, changing phenomenon, the con—
tent of which cannot be reduced to just a political or a moral evaluation. It is
an integrated class-political and moral-legal evaluation, one which broadens the
limits of the definition of a war's essence and the forms of its manifestation.

It reflects real processes occurring in a war, and its sociopolitical orientation.

An examination of the social nature of a war would be incomplete, were we not to
touch upon its relationship to the resources used in the armed struggle.

Guiding itself by humanitarian ideals, the Soviet state consistently opposes the
use of resources causing mass annihilation of people, including nuclear weapons,
which in view of their poor selectivity are capable of doing colossal harm not only
to the warring armies but also to the peaceful population. But inasmuch as the
threat of nuclear war still exists, and inasmuch as the world still contains
aggressive forces hoping to achieve their reactionary goals with the help of
nuclear weapons, the Soviet Union and its armed forces are left with no choice
other than to remain in constant readiness to decisively repel an aggressor with
all forms of modern weapons available to it, including nuclear. When viewed in

76

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

this way, such use of nuclear weapons is legal. Use of a nuclear weapon as re-
taliation to its use by an aggressor does not cancel out the just nature of the war
fought by the state opposing the aggressor.

In this connection we cannot agree with the position taken by some’ foreign theorists
who view a war in which nuclear weapons are used as unjust on both sides. This
assertion reflects confusion of two different, though mutually related prcblems,
namely: the tremendous destructive consequences of nuclear war, and the social
nature of a nuclear war. As far as the first problem is concerned, Marxists-Leninists
have only one response: Nuclear war would be ruinous to many peoples and states,
- and therefore everything must be done to prevent it. But it is one thing not to
want nuclear war, and something else to act if such a war comes into being. There-
fore we should emphasize once again that were the aggressors to impose nuclear war
upon the socialist countries, the peoples and armies of states in the socialist
fraternity will do everything to defeat the invaders and forever eradicate the source
of military danger. A war fought in defense of socialism will have a just nature,
and for the people of the socialist countries this evaluation will be a powerful
supplementary weapon.

Marxists-Leninists also decisively oppose relativistic interpretations of the concept
of just wars by bourgeois ideologists. The essence of such conceptions is that an
evaluation of a war as a just one supposedly does not contain an element of truth,
since both warring sides try to represent any war they are waging as just. The
question as to which war is just, declared the American military writer S. Possony,
is resolved in the end "by the tribunal of arms".l8 According to the logic of this
militant, military force is what dominates in society, and not justice. Another
American theorist, P. Ramsey, emphasizes the relativism of a moral-legal evaluation
of a war in precisely the same way in his book "The Just War". In his words the

- concepts "justice", "good", and "penefactor" are extremely relative when applied
to a weapon system and to warfare.

In fact, however, as was demonstrated above, the social nature of a war may be
determined with scientific precision. For this purpose we need to establish the
true political goals pursued in the war by each of the dueling sides.

Marxists-Leninists also fight uncompromisingly against obvious falsifications made

- in relation to just wars, especially revolutionary wars. A book by the American
theorist J. Collins, "Grand Strategy", as an example, contains the slanderous
assertion that "a revolutionary war is inherently amoral.... The end justifies
all means in the course of such a war."20 At the same time the works of such
ntheorists" falsely claim that any war waged by the USA and other NATO states is
a just war. Such declarations cannot be viewed as anything other than cbvious

- deception of the masses--a tactic that has become an inseparable attribute of the
state policy of monopolistic capital.

Only Marxism-Leninism can insure a correct, scientific interpretation of the types
and social nature of wars. The Marxist-Leninist classification of wars, which
persuasively refutes the antiscientific, bourgeois-idealistic classification of wars,
serves the purpose of indoctrinating Soviet soldiers, improving their knowledge of
military theory, raising their conviction and revolutionary alertness, and insuring
continuous reinforcement of the combat readiness of our armed forces.
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CHAPTER V
F THE NATURE AND BASIC TRAITS OF WARS IN DEFENSE OF THE SOCIALIST FATHERLAND

Wars fought in defense of the socialist fatherland make up a special form of wars
of the modern era. They differ significantly from other forms of wars in temms of
their goals and nature, the methods of their conduct, the relationship of the popular
masses to them, and historic significance. Our understanding of the nature and
unique features of this form of wars is based on Marxist-Leninist ideas concerning
defense of the achievements of the socialist revolution. It also stems from the
experience of wars the socialist states have had to fight against imperialist
aggressurs.

1. The Nature of Wars in Defense of the Socialist Fatherland

Vo vkt

The. social nature of wars fought in defense of the socialist fatherland is defined

by the laws of the class struggle. These wars represent a retaliatory measure by
socialisi states, undertaken to repel imperialist aggressors. They are a continuation
- of the politics of revolution, the politics of defending the achievements of

b socialism against transgressions by imperialism. Attempts by international im-
perialist reaction and, in a particular stage of socialist socisty's development,

by internal counterrevolution to liquidate the achievements of the socialist revolu-

- tion by all resources available at their disposal on one hand, and protection of
these achievements by the victorious proletariat and its allies on the other hand

- is an expression of an acute class struggle. ‘

i Deprived of power and its economic and social privileges by the victory of the

- socialist revolution, a country's bourgeoisie violantly tries to recapture its

! "paradise lost" and restore capitalist orders. It employs conspiracies and sabotage
against theworking and peasant state, it speculates on its difficulties, it engages

- in false counterrevolutionary propaganda with the goal of deceiving the masses,

and it resorts to civil war with the support and direct participation of world

imperialist reaction. Imperialist states do not limit themselves to financial,

material-technical, political, and ideological support to counterrevolution; they

also organize direct miiitary attacks upon a country that had undergone a socialist

- revelution.

In accordance with his new theory on socialist revolution, V. I. Lenin concluded
that socialism could be victorious initially in a single country taken alone, or in
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several countries, pointing out that this victory should evoke "not only friction
but also a direct desire of the bourgecisie of other countries to defeat the
_ victorious proletariat of the socialist state. In these cases the war would be
legal and just on our side. This would be a war for socialism, for liberation of
other nations from the bourgeoisie."1

Imperialist reaction undertakes aggression against workers and peasant states not
only scon after a socialist revolution, but also later, after socialism is firmly
consolidated. :

_ Developing a new society under the constant threat of imperialist aggression, the
working class and its Communist Party are compelled to concern themselves daily
with the state's defense capabilities. Protection of revolutionary achievements
from the aggressive transgressions of imperialist reaction is one of the main laws
- - inherent to all countries assuming the path of socialism.

The main goal sought by imperialism when it unleashes war against socialist states
is the overthrow of the new social structure and restoration of the power of
capitalists and landowners. Concurrently it tries to deprive the people of
. socialist countries of their national and state independence, plunder their national
wealth, subdivide their territory, transform a significant part of the latter into
colonial possessions or the "spheres of influence® of imperialist states, make the
population of socialist countries its slaves, and exterminate the disobedient ones.

Imperialist aggressors also tie their designs for destroying or at least weakening
socialist states in with their reactionary goal in relation to the laborers of their
own country, as well as in relation to nations that had liberated themselves from
the colonial yoke of imperialism, or ones still wearing it. Writing its aggressive
plans against the advance guard of the revolutionary forces of modern times--the

= fraternity of socialist states, imperialist reaction hopes to make its main thrust
against the entire world revolutionary movement.

The threat of imperialism's aggressiveness to all mankind and the interest of all -
laborers in preserving the peace and the achievements of socialism are a sound

objectiwve foundation for unifying all anti-imperialist and peace-loving forces -
with the goal of fighting imperialist aggression.

The social nature of wars in defense of the socialist fatherland is directly
1 determined by their fully just and noble goals, ones which are in keeping with the
; nature of socialism and which follow from the peace~loving policy of the socialist
state, a policy of defending the achievements of socialism. -

The Soviet Union and other countries of the socialist fraternity utilize all peaceful
N ways and means of defending socialism--a peace~loving foreign policy, and development
of economic, scientific—technical, and cultural ties with nonsocialist states. They
constantly display peaceful initiative and submit constructive proposals aimed at
- consolidating peace among nations and at preventing world war and the local wars of
- imperialism.

All of this proves over and over again that the causes of wars between socialist -
and imperialist countries lie not within the socialist system but rather in the

80

¥OR. ACTFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

aggressive essence of imperialism, and that socialist states are forced to wage a
patriotic war to repel military attacks by imperialism and by other reactionary
forces. These are the roots of the fully just and noble goals pursued by laborers
in & war in defense of the socialist fatherland. These goals are as follows: £irst,
defending history's most progressive and just social structure--socialism, and its

- great achievements in the country, and providing all possible assistance to other

_ states of the socialist fraternity in their struggle against aggressors; second,
defending the liberty and independence of socialist nations, their territory, their
culture, and existence itself; third, helping our allies--the working class, the
laboring masses of the capitalist states, the colonial peoples and dependent
countries, and young national states--in their struggle of liberation against the

- imperialist yoke and foreign enslavement.

These just goals correspond to the objective laws of historic development. They are
not only diametrically opposed to the reactionary and predatory goals of the counter-
revolutionary wars of imperialist states against socialist countries, and the goals
of all predatory wars fecught by exploiters, but they also differ significantly from
the goals of other just wars of the past and present.

They differ mainly in the fact that socialist states defend a progressive, just
structure that reflects the fundamental interests of not only all members of
socialist society and all of its classes and social groups, but also of all pro-
gressive mankind, since the socialist fatherland is a dependable bulwark of the
. international working class and all laborers, as well as oppressed peoples in their
- revolutionary struggle of liberation against imperialism and for national indepen-
dence, peace, democracy, and socialism. The just wars of nonsocialist states also
pursue progressive and sometimes even revolutionary goals (this can be seen in the
wars of national liberation fought by countries oppressed by imperialism), but in
these wars the interests of all society agree only temporarily, and to just a
relative extent. Laborers fight to cast off the foreign yoke and achieve real
liberty for their motherland. Propertied classes rising against the dominance of
foreign monopolies try to capitalize on the struggle of the masses with the purposes
of establishing and consolidating their own domination-within the country.

Wars in- defense of the socialist fatherland also differ from other just wars in

that socialist states defend the liberty and independence of socialist nations,
unified by common social, moral, and political values. On the other hand capitalist
states (or developing countries in which the bourgeoisie is in power) fighting just
wars defend the liberty of the evolved bourgeois nation, or they fight for condi-
tions permitting consolidation of separated elements of the population into a single
nation. There is not and cannot be class unity in a bourgeois nation. "Landowners
and hired workers making up a negligible number of wealthy individuals, and tens

of millions of poor people and laborers--these .are truly .'two nations'.... nZyrote

V. I. Lenin on bourgeois society. Occupying a position of dominance in a capitalist
state, the bourgeoisie tries to subordinate the interests of the nation to its own
egoistic class goals, and when the laboring masses prohibit this by their class
revolutionary struggle, it renounces the national interests and makes deals with
exploiters in other states, sometimes with yesterday's oppressors. Betrayal of
national interests by the classes of exploitation is one of the indications of their
antipopular social essence. Lenin believed this to be a law of the class interests
and class policy of the bourgeoisie.’
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Thus wars in defense of the socialist fatherland are the most legal, fully just,
and progressive wars. Such were, for example, the war fought by the young Soviet
republic against foreign interventionists and internal: counterrevolution, and the
Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union against the fascist invaders. The war of
the Vietnamese people against American aggressors also had a legal, just, and pro-
gressive nature.

The social nature and essence of wars in defense of the socialist fatherland reveal
themselves most graphically in the basic traits of such wars.

2. The Basic Traits of Wars in Defense of the Socialist Fatherland

One of the basic traits of wars in defense of the socialist fatherland is their
consistently revolutionary nature. It manifests itself in the class content, the
basic political goals and military objectives, the strategy of the struggle, the
historic results, and the consequences of these wars.

By their class content, wars in defense of socialist states against imperialist
aggressors are a continuation, in the international arena, of the class struggle

of the proletariat and its allies, in new conditions and forms, against the world
imperialist bourgeoisie and all reactionary forces of the old society. This premise
is in fully correspondence with Lenin's conclusion that the war of the Soviet state
against foreign interventionists bore the nature of an international civil war.3

It is also in keeping with the assessment made by a combined plenum of the party
Central Committee and Central Control Committee in 1927 of the nature of the new
war for which imperialism was preparing itself: "...the preparations being made
for war against the USSR are nothing more than a duplication, on a broader basis,
of the class struggle between the imperialist bourgeoisie and the victorious pro-
letariat. This is precisely how the class essence of this war will be defined."

Consequently wars between socialist and imperialist states, which express the goals

and interests of opposing classes, combine within themselves the traits of both

international and civil wars. They are typified by an uncompromising struggle,

inasmuch as they resolve the fate of a particular sociopolitical structure. This

is how wars of this type differ from wars between exploiting states of the same

- kinds, which do not lead to the annihilation of the sociopolitical structure
existing in one of the warring countries (coalitiors).

The Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union is an example of a supreme revolutionary
element in a war fought in defense of the socialist fatherland, in a situation where
the exploiters in a country are eliminated as a class and where the people rise as

= a single monolithic force. By its social content, it was a decisive revolutionary
struggle of all of our people, faithful to the ideals of Marxism-Leninism, against
the most reactionary forces of world imperialism, and it united within itself the
traits of international civil war in defense of the achievements of socialism, and
a war of national liberation in defense of the liberty and independence of socialist
nations. It decided the fate of the Soviet socialist state, and the future of
world civilization, progress, and democracy. Our victory, emphasizes the CPSUCentral
Committee decree "On the 30th Anniversary of the Victory of the Soviet People in
the Great Patriotic War of 1941-1945", "persuasively demonstrated the viability and
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invincibility of the world's first socialist state. It was a triumph of the new
social and state structure born of October, of a socialist economy, of the ideology
of Marxism-Leninism, of the moral-political unity of Soviet society, and of the
inviolable friendship of the peoples of the USSR.™S

The revolutionary nature of wars in defense of the socialist fatherland also
expresses itself in the fact that their victorious outcome weakens the positions
of international imperialism, and under certain conditions victory can cause the
downfall of reactionary regimes in the aggressive states, promote the victory of
democratic and socialist forces in these states, encourage new countries to leave
the world capitalist system, and provide tremendous assistance to the struggle of
national liberation of peoples oppressed by imperialism.

In the hard times of foreign intervention and civil war, V. I. Lenin said: "“Today,
fighting for the socialist structure in Russia, we are fighting for socialism in
all the world."® Dealing annihilatory blows on troops of the interventionists and
on the White Guard counterrevolution, the workers and peasants of the young Soviet
state had a revolutionizing influence upon the laborers of capitalist countries and
colonial peoples, they weakened the war machine of the imperialists, and thus they
helped the laborers of the world in their struggle against the oppressors.

The USSR honorably fulfilled its mission of liberation in World War II. Its victory
of world historic proportions over the fascist invaders had the most profound in-
fluence upon the entire course of world development. The peoples of a number of
Buropean and Asian countries to whom the Soviet Union had provided decisive
assistance were now able to build a new, socialist life. Favorable conditions
were created for further Gevelopment of the workers movement in capitalist states,
and for growth and consolidation of communist and workers parties, which are the
most active warriors of the proletariat and all laborers. The prerequisites of

- even broader development of the struggle by colonial and dependent peoples against
imperialist oppressors and for the liberation of their countries from the foreign
yoke arose.

In the final stage of the Great Patriotic War and in the postwar years the Soviet
Union was able to avert armed intervention by imperialists in a large number of
countries, and to prevent export of counterrevolution to them.

The revolutionary nature of wars in defense of the socialist fatherland also
manifests itself in the revolutionary method of their conduct. Tlie essence of
this method is as follows:

Communist Party leadership over everything having to do with armed defense of the
- socialist fatherland, and unification of the efforts of all people and of all
state and social organizations for the struggle against the enemy; reliance of the
Communist Party and the government of the socialist state upon the high political
- awareness and patriotic inspiration of the laborers, and upon their revolutionary
and military creativity;

definition and attainment of decisive political and military goals in the war, a
firm and unshakeable line of total defeat of the enemy, and the consequent highly
aggressive, offensive nature of combat activities of the socialist army, and
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selflessness and mass heroism of its soldiers; organization of a multifaceted
struggle, including an armed, whole peoples struggle, on territory temporarily
occupied by enemy troops, and coordination of the actions of troop formations on
the front and partisan formations in the enemy rear; -

iy . e . A

close military cooperation and mutual assistance among socialist states, and combat
cooperation among their armies, relying upon all-out economic and political cooper-
ation among socialist countries;

fraternal assistance to other nations rising in a just struggle against foreign
invaders;

creation and broad utilization of the latest resources and methods of military
activities, and attentive study and creative utilization of world military ex-
perience, to include the achievements of the enemy in military affairs;

z a humanitarian attitude toward prisoners of war and the population of countries

' prodded into a criminal war against socialist states by their rulers, and help

to all progressive forces in these countries in their struggle against reactionary
militant cliques.

One of the most important traits of wars in defense of the socialist fatherland
is that they are truly popular from the very beginning of the existence of the
socialist state, and after elimination of the classes of exploitation from the
country, they become whole peoples wars. Owing to the fully just goals and objec-—
tives of these wars, ones which are fully in keeping with the interests of the
laborers, the masses consciously participate in them, and actively support and
implement the policy of the Communist Party and government, aimed at decisive
defeat of the enemy.

Thus the first participants of the war against interventionists and White Guards

in Russia were laborers and the most conscious impoverished peasants. Then, as the
masses began to realize the just, progressive nature of the war being fought by

the Soviet republic and the unjust, reactionary war of its enemies, increasingly
broader segments of the lower and middle class rose in the defense of the young
socialist state. "...we have created a conscious attitude toward the war and toward
active assistance to it in an unprecedented mass of people," said Lenin. "For liter-
ally all to be sympathetic with the war, for all party and nonparty laborers and
nonparty peasants (the bulk of the peasants are not party members) to understand
the war, is something inherent only to Soviet rule, being a goal not even one~tenth
reachable in any other political regime. This is basically why we were able to

- beat the strong enemy in the end. "’

The Soviet people displayed unprecedented aggressiveness in the Great Patriotic

War. From the very first day of the war our people rose as one man to defeat the
fascist aggressors. Their conscious and active participation in defense of the
Soviet motherland expressed itself in the unexcelled heroism of the Soviet soldiers
on the front, in the selfless labor of laborers, kolkhoz farmers, and the intelli-
gentsia in the rear, in the brave struggle of Soviet people on territory temporarily
occupied by fascist aggressors, and in other forms.
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A significant trait of wars fought in the defense of the socialist fatherland

is their deeply international nature. In ‘“hese wars, national and international
~goals and objectives of the struggle of liberation of the working. class and all
laborers of our planet merge into one. Socialist states defending their revolu-
tionary achievements consequently defend the achievements of the international
proletariat, and they are a dependable support and inspiring example to the
working class of all other countries in its struggle for democracy and socialism,
while for peoples oppressed by imperialism they are an example to be followed in
their struggle of national liberation. Socialist states also provide direct aid
to peoples enslaved by foreign invaders. This aid is sincere, comprehensive, and
disinterested. It does not pursue any goals other than liberating oppressed
people and providing them the possibility to decide their own fate. In turn, the
laborers of capitalist, dependent, and recently liberated countries provide support
to the peoples of socialist states in the struggle against the aggressors.

In a certain situation capitalist states may also pursue just goals in a war
against other capitalist countries; for example they may defend their national
independence. Under pressure from the laborers, and sometimes in order to earn
some political clout, these states sometimes provide aid to other peoples in their
struggle against foreign oppressors, though only to an extent reflecting the
interests of the dominant class of such states. In addition to just, openly de~
clared goals, bourgeoisie leading a just war fought by a capitalist state also
pursues covert predatory goals in relation to other peoples. Thus during World
War II the USA, England, and other Western countries in the antifascist coalition
fought together with the Soviet Union for just goals of liberation. But at the
same time the reactionary forces of these countries also had secret predatory
plans, including anti-Soviet plans, which had a significant influence on the way
they satisfied their obligations as allies to the Soviet Union and nations enslaved
by the fascist aggressors. This is expressed, for example, in the delay of a
- second front in Europe by certain circles of the USA and England. Our Western
allies participating in the war against Japanese aggressors in Asia secretly sup-
- ported reactionary pro-imperialist forces in Vietnam, Burma, Malaya, and other
countries. After introducing their troops into these countries to liberate them
from the Japanese invaders, the imperialist states unleashed colonial wars against
the people.

The international nature cof armed defense of the socialist fatherland enjoyed
further deepening in connection with formation and consolidation of the fraternity
of socialist countries. Owing to the continual growth of the ecounomic and defensive
power of the USSR and other socialist states, and of their influence upon world
social development, the possibilities for jointly defending the socialist countries
against the military threat of imperialism increased considerably, and the inter-
national positions of socialism became even stronger.

This noble goal is being effectively promoted by full cooperation among socialist
states, to include military-political cooperation, which has the purpose of
defending the revolutionary achievements of peoples in the fraternal countries.
"Together with the fluorishing of each socialist nation and reinforcement of the
sovereignty of the socialist states," said Comrade L. I. Brezhnev in the Account-
ability Report of the CPSU Central Committee to the 25th CPSU Congress, “their
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mutual ties are becoming ever ‘stronger, more and more common elements are arising
in their politics, economies, and social life, and their levels of development
are gradually becoming equal. This process of gradual. convergence of socialist
countries is manifesting itself quite definitely today as a 1aw."® This law also
manifests itself clearly in the socialist states' joint defense of their revolu-
tionary achievements.

The international tasksof states in the socialist fraternity are constantly ex-
panding in connection with formation of many new independent national states,

to which the Soviet Union and other socialist countries are providing diverse,
constantly increasing aid in their struggle against imperialism and for preserva-
tion and reinforcement of national independence and social progress. The role and
responsibility of socialist states for preservation and consolidation of peace
throughout the whole world are rising continuously.

The performance of the international mission of insuring the security of all
peoples and consolidating universal peace by the Soviet Union, other countries

of the socialist fraternity, and their armed forces is promoting further growth

in sympathy throughout the world, and it is eliciting support for their peace-
loving policy by all progressive mankind, which is helping to continually con-
solidate the international position of states in the socialist fraternity. Ex-
pansion of the diverse aid rendered by the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries to their allies in the struggle against imperialist reaction and aggres-
sion on one hand and the growth in the activity of the broad popular masses through-
out the world in the struggle for peace and in support of the socialist states on
the other is a law of defense of the socialist fatherland.

Comprehensive cooperation and fraternal mutual assistance among countries of the
socialist fraternity in their development of socialism and communism, to include
military-political cooperation with the purposes of jointly defending the achieve-
ments of socialism and peace throughout the world, the friendship among the peoples,
and the unity of communist and workexrs parties based on Marxism-Leninism and the
principles of socialist internationalism are all a guarantee of continual reinforce-
ment of the economic and defensive power of the fraternity of socialist states.

3. The Communist Party-—-the Organizer and Leader of the Defense of the
Socialist Fatherland :

One of the most important laws of the defense of the socialist fatherland is that
the Communist Party is the organizer and leader of all efforts to consolidate

the defense capabilities of the socialist countries, and to insure its security,
armed repulsion of imperialist aggressors, and decisive defeat of the enemy.

In distinction from the class-antagonistic society, socialist society comes into
being and develops not spontaneously but in accordance with a oplan, consciously,
on the basis of the successive application of the teachings of Marxism-Leninism.
It is created by the broad popular masses, the activity of which grows constantly.
"Socialism," emphasizes the CPSU Program, "is the living creativity of the labor-
ing masses. Growth of the activity of the popular masses in construction of a
new life is a law of the socialist era."? Development of socialism and communism
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proceeds in a situation of an acute class struggle in the international arena (and
within the country during the transitory period from capitalism to socialism). All
of this makes it necessary for the Communist Party to provide daily leadership to all
areas of the life and activities of socialist society, to include the defense of its
revolutionary achievements. Armed with this Marxist-Leninist doctrine and a knowledge
of social development and the ways of society's revolutionary transformation, and
possessing tremendous practical experience in implementing scientific theory, the
Communist Party is the foremost, most conscious, most organized, and most seasoned
detachment of the working class and all laborers. It is precisely owing to this that
it is capable of organizing and heading the grandiose effort to develop socialism
and communism, and of directing the energy of millions of laborers toward creation

of new forms of social life and toward defense of socialism's achievements.

Socialist revolution," Lenin said, "brings out collective organizational talent,
without which the multimillion army of the proletariat could not achieve victory."10
The Communist Party is such a collective organizer. It concentrates its main efforts
on the general prospects of the society's development, on maintaining a correct
political line, and on organizing the laborers to implement this line. In the area

of the socialist fatherland's defense, the party's activity mainly involves developing
a scientifically grounded military policy, and organizing the masses for its imple-
mentation.

The military policy of the Communist Party has a scientific nature because it is

based on Marxist-Leninist doctrine, which reveals the laws of social development,

the laws of the class struggle, and the laws of development of socialism and communism.
Lenin's teaching on defense of the socialist fatherland is the immediate methodologi-
cal and theoretical foundation of the Communist Party's military policy, which is
organically associated with all of its domestic policy--economic, social, national,
technical, personnel, and cultural--and with foreign policy. This tie expresses
itself in the basic directions assumed by the party's leadership of the entire

effort of defending the socialist fatherland. '

The most important direction in the Communist Party's activity in defense of the
socialist fatherland is creation of reqgular armed forces of a new type, and constant
concern for reinforcing their battleworthiness and combat readiness.

The USSR Armed Forces were created under the leadership of the CPSU and V. I. Lenin,
and later on, in all stages of the Soviet state's development, the party maintained
direct control over Soviet military development; it maintains such control today as
well. The Communist Party's leadership of the armed forces, and growth in the role
and influence of party organizations in the army and navy make up the most important
foundation of Soviet military development. The party bases its effort on the idea
that continual reinforcement of the country's defense capabilities and improvement
of the combat readiness of the Soviet Armed Forces were and continue to be an objec-
tive necessity, one of the decisive prerequisites for development of socialism and
communism. This necessity is predetermined by the constant danger of military
attack by imperialism, a danger brought on by its aggressive nature and state
policy.

The CPSU's leadership of Soviet military development expresses itself in different
forms. The party has developed scientific principles for Soviet military development,
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and it guides the activities of military and other state organs as well as those

of public organizations implementing these principles. The military doctrine of the
socialist state, which fully considers the political and military situation in the
world, is developed under the leadership of the Communist Party. The CPSU guides
all activities in the state aimed at training and placing regular officers, and it
manages the ideological indoctrination of army and navy pe'rsonnel. It leads the
activities of public organizations (the Komsomol, DOSAAF, and others) and of educa-
tional institutions (grade schools, production-technical schools, tekhnikums,
institutions of higher education) aimed at training preconscript youth.

One of the most important directions in the Communist Party's organization of the
socialist fatherland's defense is management of the activities of state, business,

and public organizations and of all laborers aimed at creating and strengthening

the economic, material, and technical foundations of the country's defense capa-
bilities and the fighting power of its armed forces. Placing priority in its economic
policy on constant improvement of the people's welfare, the party also foresees
measures for reinforcing the state's defense capabilities and supporting the armed
forces with materiel and equipment.

Thus following the civil war the party, basing itself on Lenin's conclusion that the
Red Army must be strengthened in every possible way, planned a gigantic program to
surmount the technical and economic backwardness of the country; formation of the
economic foundation of the Soviet state's defensive power was an organic part of
this program. The policy of socialist industrialization of the country and
collectivization of agriculture, and successful fulfillment of the prewar five-year
plansinsured creation of a powerful economic base for the state's defense capability.

The most important directions of the party's activities in defense of the socialist
fatherland include constant concern for strengthening the sociopolitical prerequi-
sites of the country's defense capabilities on the basis of a correct social and
national policy, development of socialist democracy, and consolidation of the socio-
political unity of socialist society, and of friendship among different peoples.

The CPSU is engaged in purposeful ideological work, nurturing the Soviet people in
the spirit of selfless devotion to communism, in the spirit of socialist patriotism
and internationalism, and in the spirit of a readiness to selflessly defend the
achievements of socialism.

The foreign policy of the Communist Party plays a tremendous role in defense of the

socialist fatherland; it is oriented at promoting favorable international conditions
for development of socialism and communism, at strengthening the socialist frater-
nity, at unifying all anti-imperialist forces, at exposing the aggressive plans of
imperialism, and at repelling its aggressive desires.

In wartime, the party mobilizes all forces and resources of the state for defeat

of the enemy, transforming the country into a single military camp. It insures the
unity of political and military leadership, provides leadership to the army and
navy and to their military actions, and implements the strategic plans it develops.

Analyzing the causes of the young Soviet republic's victory over foreign interven-
tionists and White Guards, Lenin found the Communist Party's leadership of the entire
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struggle against the numerous enemies to be one of the decisive sources of this
victory. He said: "And it was only owing to the fact that the party was on guard,
that the party was supremely disciplined, because the authority of the party united
all departments and institutions, because dozens, hundreds, thousands, and, in the
end, millions marched as one man in response te the words of the Central Committee,
and only because unprecedented sacrifices were made, was the miracle that occurred
made possible. It was only because of this, despite a second, third, and fourth
campaign by imperialists of the Entente and imperialists of the whole world, that
we found ourselves in a position to win."1!

War poses new, extremely complex tasks in all areas of the life of socialist society.
Possibilities for victory over an imperialist aggressor, created in years of peace,
cannot transform on their own, automatically, into reality. In order that these
possibilities could be capitalized on fully, and in order that the enemy could be de-

. feated, a colossal amount of organizational work is required.

Thus following the treacherous attack of fascist Germany upon the Soviet Union, our
party developed a truly scientific, concrete program for defending the Soviet mother-
land on the basis of its creative application of Lenin's teaching on defense of the
socialist fatherland. its deep analysis of the b~lance between the forces of progress
and the forces of reaction in the international arena, and its thorough accounting of
material and spiritual resources--both ours and the enemy's. Consistent implemen-
tation of this program led the Soviet state to its world-historic victory in the
Great Patriotic War.

During the war years the Communist Party began by reorganizing, for war, its own
internal life and activities aimed at leading the society, and it directed the
efforts of the state, social, and economic organs and organizations toward the same
sort of alteration.

- All fundamental issues associated with leading the country and managing the war

- were examined and resolved by the Politburo, the Orgburo, and the Secretariat of the

- party Central Committee. Decisions of the party Central Committee were then imple-
mented through the efforts of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet, the Council
cf Peoples Commissars, the State Defense Committee, and the Headquarters of the
Supreme Command. Military issues requiring swift resolution were discussed at
general meetings of the Central Committee Politburo and the GKO [State Defense
Committee], and the Central Committee Politburo and the Headquarters, while the
most important issues were examined jointly by the Central Committee Politburo, the
GKO, and the Headquarters.

The strictest possible centralization of leadership of intraparty life, combined
- with the use of forms of intraparty democracy suited to a war situation, competent
application of leadership methods consistent with the concrete conditions of
different periods of the war, effective leadership of state organs, especially the
central organs of the military department, and effective leadership of social
organizations all permitted the Communist Party to honorably perform its role as
the leading, mobilizing, and guiding force of Soviet society. The flexibility o:i
the party's organizational structure and of the party effort as a whole clearly
manifested itself in the party's high efficiency and purposefulness, its strictest
- discipline, and its ability to quickly find the most effective ways to complete
- diverse tasks. ¢ '
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One of the most important means the Communist Party had for exercising its leader-
ship role in the armed defense of the socialist fatherland was concentration of
its forces in the decisive areas of the struggle. During the Great Patriotic War
more than 1.64 million communists, including tens of thousands of party, state,
trade union, and Komsomol executives, were sent to the front by territorial party
organizations. Communists marched in the advance guard of the whole people's
struggle aga{‘r'xst the sworn enemies of the Soviet motherland, serving as an example
of heroism and self-sacrifice. During the war about 2 million communists-—-more than
half of the party's membership as of summer 194l--gave their lives in behalf of the
liberty and independence of the socialist fatherland. Party members and candidates
made up almost three-fourths of that glorious detachment of the motherland's
defenders who earned the lofty Hero of the Soviet Union title.

The heroic activities of cvommunists on the front and in the rear raised the in-
fluence and authority of the party among the broad laboring masses and strengthened
the unity of the party and people. The ever-rising influx of new forces into the
party ranks was one of the clear expressions of this. Moreover the largest influx
into the party occurred in the party organizations of the operating army on the
front, where each day one had to come face to face with mortal danger. In all
during the Great Patriotic War, the army's and navy's party organizations accepted
about 4 million persons into their ranks. Hundreds of thousands of privates, seamen,
sergeants, petty officers, and officers, having submitted their application to the
VKP(b) [All-Union Communist Party (of bolsheviks)] prior to battle, died the death
of the brave and were never officially initiated into the party, their faithfulness
to which they demonstrated by self-sacrifice. Despite the large losses of communists
on the front, party membership in the armed forces did not drop; on the contrary it
grew: While in 1941 there were 1.3 million communists in the army and navy, by the
end of the war there were 3 million.l? Growth in party membership during the war
also occurred due to acceptance of the best representatives of the laborers,

kolkhoz farmers, and the intelligentsia, heroically laboring in the rear.

As always, the Komsomol was a faithful assistant of the Communist Party. Prior to
the Great Patriotic War there were 1.71 million Komsomol members in the army and
navy. About another 2 million Komscmol members were called up into the armed
forces during general mobilization at the beginning of the war. Over 700,000
Komsomol members were mobilized by special decrees of the Komsomol Central Committee
and assigned to paratrooper units, shock ski battalions, Guards rocket units, and
the navy. More than 300,000 Komsomol girls fought fearlessly at the front. During
the war more than 5 million soldiers joined the Komsomol. Despite large losses

on the battlefield and departure of members due to age, there were about 2.5 million
Komsomol members in the armed forces by the end of the war.l3 Komsomol members
proved themselves to be a dependable support to commanders, political organs, and
party organizations, and they fought in the front ranks of the soldiers as well.
Among Heroes of the Soviet Union, 1l percent were Komsomol members. The Kdmsomol
was awarded the Order of Lenin for its outstanding service to the motherland in the
war years. Communists and Komsomol members made up almost half of all recipients
of orders and medals during the war.

The Main Political Directorate of the Soviet Army and Navy, military councils, and
the political organs and party organizations of the troops and fleets played a great
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role in supporting the CPSU's military policy amd. its leadership of the armed
forces. Together with commanders, theypromoted fulfillment of the Communist Party's
decisions in the army and navy, they supported personnel training, and they helped the
cormmand organize all of the combat activities of troops and naval forces in support
of their missions. -

Redistributing its executives, during the Great Patriotic War the party sent many
members of the VKP(b) Central Committee and secretaries of union republic Communist
Party central committees, and of kray, oblast, and rayon party committees, to re-
sponsible posts in the Main Political Directorate, in other political organs of the
army and navy, and the military councils. This promoted a further rise in the

. authority and influence of the military councils, political organs, and party
organizations of the armed forces.

All activities of the military councils and political organs were reorganized in
= accordance with the war conditions. The party broadened the functions of the
political organs. While prior to the war they were only organs of political propa-
ganda, now they were given the mission of promoting daily and comprehensive party
influence upon the life and combat activities of the troops and carrying on agita-
tion and propaganda work in conjunction with their organization activities aimed
at strengthening the fighting power of the army and navy, improving discipline and
the political-moral state of the persomnel, and achieving closer unity of the
personnel about the Communist Party and its Central Committee. The forms and
methods employed by military councils in their leadership of combat operations,
the training and indoctrination of the personnel, and material-technical support
and supply of units, ships, and formations improved constantly. The military coun-
cils were given functions they did not have in peacetime: consolidating the
immediate rear of the country in the name of the Communist Party and the Soviet
state, and performing the functions of organs of government authority in areas
declared to be under martial law. They maintained close ties with party formations
on territories- temporarily occupied by the enemy, they provided arms, combat equip-
ment, and other resources to them, and they coordinated their efforts with the
actions of the troops.

The Communist Party did a great deal of organizational work in mobilizing all of
the society's resources to supply weapons, combat equipment, food, clothing, and
the resources of agitation and mass cultural work to the front. The party re-
organized the country's economy and the activities of state and social organiza-
tions, scientific institutions, and schools for war under the motto "Everything for
the front, everything for wvictory!".

One of the decisive conditions of our victory over the enemy in the Great Patriotic
War was the social policy of the Communist Party, directed at constantly strength-
ening the union of the working class and peasantry, the sociopolitical and ideo-

P logical unity of Soviet society, and the friendship among peoples of the USSR.
The party developed, in all laborers and all of the country's peoples, a deep

- sense of devotion and faithfulness to the single Soviet motherland--the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, it illumirated this feeling with the bright light of the
ideals of communism, and it armed the Soviet people with a scientific understanding
of their patriotic and international duty. Soviet patriotism, which organically
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included friendship among peoples and socialist internationalism in its content,
manifested itself as a great active force, inspiring the popular masses to acts
of heroism in behalf of the socialist fatherland.-

An important area of the party's leadership of the Soviet people's struggle against
fascist aggressors during the Great Patriotic War was its foreign policy. Owing
- to scientific, Marxist-Leninist analysis of the relationship between different
social forces in the world arena, the party was able to plan a correct foreign
- policy course intended to unify the efforts of all countries threatened by fascist
Germany, to win over previously neutral or even hostile bourgeois states, and
to break up the fascist bloc. Consistently following this course, the Soviet Union
managed to create an anti-Nazi coalition, and it promptly unmasked and paralyzed ’
the actions of reactionary circles in the USA, Great Britain, and other states--
our Western allies at that time, and fascist diplomacy intended to weaken and
break apart the anti-Nazi coalition. At the same time the Communist Party, the
Soviet government, and our diplomatic organs, gaining their support from the
_ victories of the Soviet Army and Navy, applied tremendous pressure to shake the
fascist bloc apart.

our party broadened and strengthened its international ties with the Communist
Parties of other countries, with the international working class, and with peoples
oppressed by imperialism who rose in +the struggle against the fascist invaders.

A broadly organized resistance movement in the occupied countries played an im-
portant role in this struggle. Communist and workers parties marched in the advance
guard of the struggle against this most dangerous enemy. Communists proved them-
selves to be true patriots and internationalists, consistently fighting for the
liberty and independence of peoples.

The intenseforeign policy activities of the Communist Party and the Soviet govern-
ment effectively promoted victory over the fascist states and creation of a post-
war world which would satisfy the interests of the Soviet Union and all peoples
fighting for peace and progress. These activities promoted unprecedented growth
of the Soviet Union's authority and its influence on’finternational problems in the
postwar conditions. :

Thus Communist Party leadership of a war in defense‘gof the socialist fatherland

is a principal source of victory. This objective law revealed itself to its

full extent in the Great Patriotic War, which was one of the hardest trials ever
experienced by our motherland. "The Leninist Communist Party--the le=ding and
guiding force of our society," notes the CPSU Central Comn.ttee decree "On the
30th Anniversary of the Victory of the Soviet People in the Great Patriotic War of
1941-1945", "was the inspiration and organizer of the struggle of the Soviet people
against fascist Germany. 1In exceptionally difficult conditions it was able to
mobilize the Soviet people for a crusade against the fascist invaders, and despite
temporary setbacks in the initial period of military actions, it managed to achieve
a fundamental turning point in the course of the war and insure its victorious
conclusion. The party did a truly titanic amount of work to reorganize the national
economy for war. By their personal example, heroism, and bravery, communists
raised the fighting spirit of the masses, led them on to acts of heroism, and in-
spired a firm confidence in total victory over the enemy. During the war the
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party's authority grew immeasuraply, its ranks closed together even more tightly,
and the unity of the party and people became stronger."lu

The experience of the CPSU in leading the defense of the socialist fatherland in
peace and war has international significance. ‘It is being studied and utilized

by fraternal communist and workers parties of countries in the socialist fraternity
working to insure the peace and security of nations and dependable protection of
socialist achievements. It is also being studied and utilized by communists and
revolutionary democratic parties in developing and colonial countries leading the
struggle of the popular masses against imperialism and its armed violence, and

for national independence and sovereignty, for progressive development of their
states.

This experience enjoyed further creative development during the postwar era in the
theoretical and practical activities of the CPSU and fraternal parties in the
socialist countries. Creatively applying and developing Lenin's teaching on defense
of the socialist fatherland, and enriching the accumulated experience, they are
thoroughly analyzing and accounting for the new conditions and trends of world
social development, and the changes occurring in the balance of social forces in

the international arena: the continual growth of the forces of socialism, which
are defining the basic direction of modern world development, the tremendous

growth of the revolutionary struggle of liberation of the working class and all
laborers, deepening of the general crisis of the world capitalist system, disintegra-
tion of the colonial system of imperialism, and the movement of the proponents of
peace against reactionary wars and military conflicts initiated and prepared for

by the imperialists.

The CPSU and the fraternal communist parties account for the persisting danger of
military attacks by imperialism upon socialist countries, its aggressive neocolonial
policy aimed against the developing countries, and the desire of the imperialist

and pro-imperialist bourgeoisie of a number of capitalist and developing states to
transcend to overt military terrorist dictatorship, to a fascist regime within their
own countries. Of important significance is the fact that the duel between the

two opposing social systems--socialist and capitalist--the struggle of the forces

of progress, peace, and socialism against the reactionary forces of imperialism

and aggression is proceeding in an atmosphere of scientific-technical revolution,

in a time when imperialist states are trying to use the tremendous achievements of
science and psychology mainly to support the arms race and to create and accumulate
weapons and combat equipment having enormous destructive force. Under these condi-
tions the leadership role of the communist parties of the socialist countries in
development of socialism and communism and in defense of the revolutionary achieve-
ments of the peoples has grown even more.

Following Lenin's commandment of implementing the largest possible quantity of
decisions and measures "which would lead to peace, if not total elimination of the
dangers of war",!% the CPSU is consistently following Lenin's foreign policy course.
It is persistently implementing a principled foreign policy aimed at neutralizing
the forces of aggression and war, consolidating universal peace, and insuring the
security of the socialist states and the right of peoples for liberty, independence,
and social progress. '
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The CPSU devotes unweakening attention to developing the economic and material-
technical foundations of the country's defense capabilities, and to strengthening
the social, political, and ideological prerequisites of the socialist fatherland's
reliabhle protection.

The sphere of economics and material production has been and continues to be a
principal target of all of the party's activities. The economic strategy of the
CPSU for the 10th Five-Year Plan and the long-range future has the goal of con-
tinually increasing the standard of living of the people on the basis of dynamic
and proportionate development of social production, improvement of its effectiveness,
acceleration of scientific-technical. progress, growth in labor productivity, and
all-out improvement of work quality in all segments of the national economy and in
all spheres of social life. The central link of the Communist Party's economic
policy is further growth of the country's economic potential in clcse association
with growth in scientific-technical potential. This is in keeping with the main
objective of the 10th Five-Year Plan and the long-range program, aimed at raising
the material and cultural level of the people, at the same time it is promoting
consolidation of the social prerequisites and the economic and material-technical
base of the country's defensive power. As before, the tasks of strengthening the
state's defense capabilities are carefully accounted for by the Communist Party in
its development and implementation of economic, social, and personnel policy, and
in other aspects of its activity.

The Communist Party devotes unweakening attention to constant growth of the combat
readiness of the armed forces. The troops and naval forces are being outfitted with
modern weapons and military equipment, their organizational structure is being im-
proved, and the level of combat and operational training and of the ideological maturity
of the personnel is constantly rising. "Soviet soldiers," writes CPSU Central
Committee Politburo member USSR Minister of Defense Marshal of the Soviet Uion

D. F. Ustinov, "have a daily awareness of the wise leadership and guiding role of
the CPSU in the armed forces, they treasure its attention and concern, and they
respond to this with whole-hearted devotion to the party and people and with
selfless military labor. We are extremely lucky that the armed forces are being .
led by such a tested strategist, organizer, and indoctrinator, as is the glorious
Communist Party and its Leninist Central Committee."16

The most important direction in the activity of the Communist Party aimed at organ-
izing and leading the socialist ‘fatherland's defense is its ideological work, which
is directed at nurturing all of the people, and especially the growing generations,
in the spirit of devotion to communism and love for one's socialist motherland and
for other countries of the socialist fraternity, in the spirit of socialist patrio-
tism and internationalism. In this indoctrination effort, the CPSU attaches great
significance to publicity on the heroic traditions of the Soviet people. The in-
violable ideological and moral-political unity of Soviet society is the result of
the Communist Party's tremendous ideological activity, of its organizational efforts
to unite Soviet people of different nations and nationalities in the struggle to
build socialism and communism and to defend the socialist fatherland.

The Soviet Armed Forces are honorably fulfiliing their patriotic and international
duty in a fraternal union with the armies of other socialist states.
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"Nor sheuld anyone doubt,"” said Comrade L. I. Brezhnev at the 25th CPSU Congress,
"that our party will do everything to see that the glorious Armed Forces of the
Soviet Union will continue to possess all they need to perform their responsible
mission--standing guard over the peaceful labor of the Soviet people and serving
as the bulwark of universal peace.™!’

Thus growth in the Communist Party's role in strengthening the country's defense

capabilities and in leading the whole effort of the socialist fatherland's defense

is one of the most important laws of development of socialist society.
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. CHAPTER VI
WAR AND R4VOLUTION

- The modern era of transition from capitalism to socialism on a worldwide scale

has placed mankind face to face with a dramatic break from the old foundations of
social life, and with great revolutionary development. In a time of swift develop-~
ment of the world revolutionary process, when socialism has firmly entrenched itself
in the world and has become a powerful international force, in a situation of con-
stant aggressiveness of imperialism and the greater possibilities for using the

L achievements of scientific-technical progress in war, the question as to the
relationship between war and revolution has acquired special importance.

Marxism-Leninism provided a clear scientific definition of war and revolution as
different social phenomena, and it revealed their dialectical mutual relationship.

1. War and Revolution as Social Phenomena of Different Nature

The ideologists of imperialism try to identify the concepts of war and revolution
with each other. This is contrary to the facts of history and the conclusions of
scientific theory. Marxism-Leninism persuasively substantiated the fact that al-

- though they are:not isolated from one another, war and revolution are not cnly not
identical in content, but they also do not exist in a unique, constant, and manda-
tory relationship between each other.

War and revoluticn have a common socioeconomic source. They are associated by their
origin with private ownership, with relationships of domination e:d subservience, and
with social antagonisms. Elicited by the conditions of a society of exploitation,
war and revolution are the resources of a political struggle, a continuation of

the policy of certain classes. Achievement of the goals of war and revolution
presupposes the use of violence, though in different forms and to different degrees.
Both war and social revolution are historically transitory phenomena of social life,
inherent to a class-antagonistic society. At the same time, while they do bear some
similarities as social phenomena, they are typified by a profound qualitative differ-
- ence.
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Differences in the Causes of War and Revolution

, A conflict between new productive forces and obsolete production relations that
have become a hindrance to the former's development is the general economic basis
of revolution. ‘Under capitalism, this conflict exoresses itself as sharp aggrava-
tion of the antagonistic contradiction between labor and capital. The entire course
of this structure's economic development leads to the fall of capitalist domination.
"Had it not been eroded and undermined by history," said Lenin, "no other force
would have destroyed capitalism.“1

Socialist revolution is the result of both objective and subjective preconditions

in a given country: material, depending on the maturity of capitalism; socio-
political, defined by Lenin as a revolutionary situation; presence of a political
revolutionary army--class forces quantitatively, organizationally, politically,

and ideologically prepared for a successful assault on the foundations of capitalism.

Of course all collisions of history, Marx and Engels taught, are rooted in the con-
tradiction between productive forces and in the form of communication?--that is,
production relations. But war, which is contained within the very nature of a
society of exploitation, is not necessarily always directly associated with a con-
flict between productive forces and production relations. Aggressive imperialist
wars are the result of the action of the law of nonuniform economic and political
development of capitalist countries, domination by monopolies, and the desire of
imperialists to acquire maximum profit by any means. Revolution, meanwhile, is

- always directly associated with the action of the law of correspondence of produc-
tion relations to the nature and level of development of productive forces.

- The Specific Nature of -the Opposing Forces in War and Revolution

- In contrast to the situation with wars, which, with the exception of civil wars,
represent a duel between states or coalitions of countries (not necessarily ones
with different sociopolitical structures), revolution is a struggle between antago-
nistic classes within a state. Hence follows the special attention devoted to the
inner source of revolution, to analyzing the preconditions existing within the
given country, though of course war is also inseparably associated with the internal
policies of the classes (states), and revolution is not isolated from the influence
of external conditicms.

In their time, Marx and Engels offered crushing criticism of Blancists and anarchists
who asserted than an organized group of conspirators is supposedly enough to incite
a revolution at any given time. Marxists-Leninists are opponents of the "export of
revolution". Revolutions are not made by orders or conspiracies, nor can they be
averted by them. At the time of the signing of the Brest peace, Lenin harshly
labeled "left-wing communists" as adventurists and false revolutionaries, who en-
couraged "inciting" socialist revolution in West Europe, even at the price of the
death of Soviet rule in Russia. War was to be the means by which such revolution
was to be "incited". The conception of "revolutionary war" fought for the purposes
of "inciting" a revolutionary process, declared by the Trotskyites, was referred

to by Lenin as "a disease of revolutionary rhetoric."3 The conception of "inciting"
revolution by arms is preached today by the ideologists of Maoism.

98

- FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

When we analyze the social orientation of opposing forces in war and revolution,

we should keep in mind that wars are fought by both reactionary and progressive
forces. Revolutions are made only by progressive forces. Some just wars, primarily
wars in defense of the socialist fatherland, are revolutionary in nature, inasmuch
as they are aimed against reactionary forces of the old society and require the

axmy and people to display high awareness, decisiveness of action, selflessness,
and mass heroism,

The profound differences especially stand out when we compare revolution and an
unjust international war.

Although they are waged by popular forces, unjust wars are prepared for in deep
secrecy from the people, they begin and proceed under false slogans, and they pursue
the mercenary goals of the classes of exploitation, goals hostile to the laborers.

In a revolution, progressive forces capable of handing down a death sentence to the
obsolete structure rise. This manifests itself especially clearly in a socialist
revolution, which expresses the interests of the people and gains its support from
the political activity of the broad masses, mainly the working class, led by a
Marxist-Leninist party.

The experience of the socialist revolution in Russia has unfading significance.
Lenin had this to say about it: "We were a minority party in Russia, but most of
the whole country's soviets of workers and peasants deputies were with us....
Almost half of the army, which contained at least 10 million men at that time, was
with us."® The bolsheviks united the entire revolutionary advance guard and the
overwhelming majority of the country's laborers, and they led them to victory over
Czarism and capitalism.

The task of unifying the masses is extremely important in modern capitalist society,
now that it is possible to expand the social base of socialist revciuticn. The
problem of winning over the majority of laborers and forming a broad front of anti-
imperialist forces is oinle of the most important in the strategy and tactics of the
~ communist and workers parties of the capitalist countries. The struggle of
communist and workers parties for implementation of common democratic principles and
for peace is helping to create a mass political army of socialist revolution. The
general democratic struggle is not postponing socialist revolution; on the contrary
it is bringing it nearer. The front of the anti-imperialist struggle is indivisible:
Imperialism's defeat in one sector weakens its entire system. No matter what stages
the revolutionary masses must go through, and no matter what interim programs and
goals communists suggest in their effort to unify the laborers, they always remember
that a battle for the overthrow of capitalism and for establishment of socialism
lies ahead.

Democratic, national-liberation revolutions are associated with the victories of

world socialism and the international working class. Such revolutions develop as

an organic component of the single world revolutionary process. Each victory of

the progressive forces, mainly the working class, brings us closer to the hour when
- all mankind will dismantle its social tracks and assume the track of communist
society's development.
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Revolution and Unjust War Differ in Their Political Content and General
Consequences

In contrast to unjust wars, revolutions pursue only just, progressive goals, which
provided Marx the grounds for referring to them as the "locomotives of history'.".5
While imperialist war, for example, serves the reactionary goals of plundering the
peoples of other countries, seizing territory, markets, and spheres of influence,
and destroying revolutionary forces, socialist revolution embraces the entire set
of progressive transformation-~economic, political, and spiritual, leading to
annihilation of social and national oppression, to complete elimination of capital-
ism and development of socialism, and consequently to elimination of the sources

of all wars.

Being social phenomena of profoundly different content, unjust war and revolution

lead to diametrically opposed social consequences. Unjust wars not only cause
tremendous losses and suffering among the people, but they can also retard social
progress. In opposition to them, revolution is creative at its very foundation;

this is especially true of socialist revolution. Breaking down the old, obsolete
system, it promotes a transition to new, more-progressive forms of social life.

The best evidence of this can be found in the victory of Great October. The 10 days
of October shook the world, and the subsequent decades of the revolution's develop- ;
ment changed it. The ideas of October are embodied in the world-historic achieve-
ments of the Soviet Union and of all countries of the socialist fraternity, and

in the successes of the world workers movement and the national liberation struggle
of the people.

War and Revolution Are Specific in Terms of the Methods and Forms of
Attainment of Political Goals

The principal characteristic of war from this aspect is the use of the resources of
armed violence, mass armed conflict. Revolution, meanwhile, presupposes both non-
peaceful and peaceful paths, tactics, and resources for achieving goals. Everything
here depends on the general conditions of the era, on the concrete situation in the
given state, on its national features, on the acuity of the class contradictions,

on the relationship between class forces, on the degree of organization and politi-
cal maturity of the working class and its allies, on the viability of the proletarian
party, and on the amount of resistance offered by the bourgeoisie.

When revolution develops on a nonpeaceful path, armed violence takes the form of
armed uprising, a partisan struggle, and civil war. In this case the civil war
fought by the laboring masses is a form of revolutionary struggle, and it is con-
sistent in its political orientation with that of the revolution. Having in mind
such a war, Lenin wrote in 1905: "Revolution is war. It is the sole legal, right-
ful, just, truly grand war of all wars ever known to history.“6 However, even revo-
lutionary civil war is not identical to the nonpeaceful path of revolutionary
development. Civil war may coincide with the beginning of an armed uprising, and
it may develop following a revolution as well. The goals of revolution and revolu-
tionary civil war are not fully consistent. Revolution breaks down the old struc-
ture and creates a new social structure. Revolutionary civil war provides an
immediate solution only to the first problem--breaking down the old structure and
suppressing counterrevolutionary forces.
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The main issue of social revolution is that of state power. Because dominant classes
do not voluntarily abdicate, revolution is always a form of social violence.
Communists openly declare that their goals may be attained only by overthrowing
the capitalist structure. However, revolution is not necessarily associated with
civil war, with the use of armed violence. Leading the masses to revolution,
Marxists~-Leninists never place priority on the military issues when the situation
does not require such emphasis. Revolutionaries turn to armed violence only as a
result of the objective development of events. Marx made an important statement

in an appeal to all bourgeois governments, which was contained in his speech to the
London Conference of the International Brotherhood of Workers on 21 September 1871:
"...we know that you are an armed force aimed against the proletariat; we will act
against you peacefully wherever we find this possible for us, and with weapons when
this becomes necessary."7 .

Marxists have never asserted that power must be won by the same resources everywhere.
They caution against stereotypy when determining the forms of transition to
socialism, and against attempts at shifting the center of gravity from the content
of the revolution concept to the forms of its manifestation. "Marx did not tie his
hands--or those of future functionaries of the socialist revolution-—in regard to the

= forms, tactics, and means of revolution," wrote Lenin, "knowing that a mass of new
problems would arise, that the entire situation would change in the course of revolu-
tion, %nd that. it would change frequently and intensively in the course of revolu-
tion."

- Without predetermining the means by which political power is to be won, and without
making some one variant of socialist revolution absolute, Marxists believe it
necessary for the proletariat to master all forms of the struggle without the
slightest exception, to be ready to switch quickly from one form to another.

The founders of scientific communism emphasized many times that while remaining
ready to use the entire arsenal of forms and resources of revolution, we must seek
the least painful methods of action. Engels expressed the thought that it would
be desirable to annihilate private ownership by peaceful means as long ago as in
his "Principles of Communism".? Marx is credited with the statement that "An up-
rising would be senseless where peaceful agitation could lead to the goal faster
and more surely."10 Revolution occurring at the time of war is an especially hard
way for a new social structure to come into being. This idea was reflected in the
"Manifesto of the Communist International, adopted by the first congress of the
Comintern (1919): “While they never artificially incite civil war, communist

o barties try to make it as short as possible when it arises out of ultimate
necessity, to reduce the number of its sacrifices, and mainly to insure the victory
of the proletariat."!}

Fabrications by bourgeocis ideologists concerning the identity of war and revolution
are refuted by the revolutionary process of the modern era itself. It shows us

that a revolutionary situation does not necessarily have to transform into a revolu-
tion in the form of war.

Noteworthy, for example, is the experience of the 1919 Hungarian Revolution. The

- dictatorship of the bourgeoisie fell in response to the pressure of a powerful
revolutionary peace offensive. Bela Kun, the leader of the Hungarian communists,
strongly supported by the masses, became the head of state.
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The young Hungarian soviet republic did not exist for long. Encircled by enemies,
it was strangled by a combined internal and external counterrevolution. Soviet
Russia, which was exerting all of its efforts in its struggle against intervention-
ists and White Guards, rendered all assistance it could in those difficult times

to the Hungarian laborers, but of course, this help was not enough to permit the
Hungarian revolution to restrain the onslaught of the sizable forces of reaction.

Different historic conditions evolved in the world in just a quarter of a century.
The defeat of German fascism and Japanese militarism in World War II led to the fall
of reactionary regimes in a number of European and Asiatic states, and created a
favorable situation for the struggle of the laboring masses for socialism. These
countries underwent a successful revolution; in this case the working class of
peoples democratic states in Central and Southeast Europe for the most part insured
a peaceful transition of the peoples democratic revolution into a socialist revolu-
tion under the guidance cf Marxist-Leninist parties.

Thus civil war is also not a general trait of socialist revolution, or a mandatory
form of political struggle among classes. Marxists associate the necessity of
civil war--the most acute form of class struggle--only with certain historic condi-
tions. Revolutionaries prefer peaceful resources for their struggle, and they are
capable of acting in a legal and an illegal situation, and utilizing, depending on
the situation, strikes, official government institutions, election campaigns, and
meetings. But when exploiters resort to the bayonet, the revolutionary class
chooses those resources of revolutionary violence which would permit it to surmount
armed counterrevolutionary violence. It is prepared to perform a revolution by
armed means, subordinating all methods and resources of the struggle to this
strategic goal--revolutionary alteration of society.

Imperialism has unleashed many civil wars in the past. Its social nature and
political designs unchanged, it is trying to implement its plans of exporting counter-
revolution today as well. The exploiters have always united their forces and
continue to do so in their struggle against the revolutionary movement of oppressed
masses. The facts of history are eloquent testimony to this. The savage encounters
bewteen Sparta and the Athenians ceased whenever slave uprisings had to be
strangled. In the era of Versailles, France entered a conspiracy with Bismark's
Prussia with the intention of suppressing the Paris Commune. The troops of the
largest capitalist states, which represented two hostile groupings in World War I,
intervened together in Russia soon after the victory of the Great October Socialist
Revolution. This trend exists even today, but its conditions have changed. Relying
upon its continually growing power, the socialist fraternity is restraining im-
perialism and limiting its possibilities for exporting counterrevolution.

The socialist fraternity is standing guard over the interxests of developing the
entire revolutionary movement. A revolution even in a small country--Cuba, a
neighbor of the citadel of imperialism, the USA--was able to withstand the des-
perate attacks of the enemies of socialism owing to the fraternal assistance pro-
vided by the USSR and other socialist states. Imperialist plans for exporting
counterrevolution to other countries were foiled as well.

The forms of struggle in national liberation revolutions must not be made absolute
either. Such revolutions are typified by great complexity, since they occur in
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countries with a multifaceted economy, with a diverse social structure, and with
complex mutual relations between classes. The revolutionary process may be typi-
fied here by different trends--bourgeois, revolutionary-democratic, and anticapital-
ist. This generates a wealth of specific transitory forms differing from the pre-
viously evolved, habitual forms.

Unique Laws Are Inherent to War and Revolution

- Wars--their arisal and nature--naturally depend on the socioeconomic and political

structure of states. Wars fought today are rooted in the very essence of imperial-
- ism; however, given the existing balance of forces in the world, this law may go
unrealized. War is not at all necessary to a transition from capitalism to
socialism, but socialist revolution is an invariable prerequisite of this historic
jump, since there is no other way to resolve the growing contradictions between
labor and capital. Given the great uniqueness of socialist revolutions occurring
in different countries, in general they follow common laws which necessarily take
their course. These include the laws of breakdown of the state machinery of ex-
ploiters; establishment of some form of dictatorship of the proletariat, and the
working class's assumption of a leadership role in union with other strata of the
laborers; elimination of the exploiters as a class; socialization of the means of
production and assertion of socialist relations in all spheres of life in the city
and countryside; communion of the broad laboring masses with cultural valuables:
defense of the revolutionary achievements of the laborers.

Believing war between states to be "a natural condition of society", imperialist
ideologists declare revolution to be "a historic anomaly", "a disease of the social
organism". References are made to the "anachronism of revolution" in a situation
where capitalist countries have supposedly assumed a path of "self-modification"
of their economies, which would allegedly smooth out class contradictions. Trying
to represent what they would want as something that already is, the theorists of
the monopolist bourgeoisie assert that there are supposedly no grounds for a
progressive world communist revolution.l? Such statements are decisively refuted
by the swiftly developing revolutionary process in the world, and the continual
growth of the successes of the forces of peace, democracy, and socialism. And
this is obvious to all who can view the facts soberly. Even bourgeois authors
are sometimes forced to admit that today's attempts by imperialism to crush the
revolutionary movement by the most modern resources--helicopters, napalm, war gases,
electronic devices--are entirely coaparable to the attempts of dominant classes in
- the time of Marx and Engels to disperse the revolutionary movement from the streets
with the most up-to-date military equipment of that time. The repressive efforts
of imperialism are making the revolutionary struggle even hroader.

Consequently, being social phenomena, war and revolution are not necessarily in
a cause-and-effect relationship.

2, The Mutual Influence of War and Revolution

Naturally, we cannot examine revolutionary processes in isolation, abstracting them
from other social phenomena, including wars between states. The difference between
an interstate war and revolution does not preclude dialectically flexible, mobile,
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multifaceted, and deeply contradictory mutual relationships between them. Wars
have a certain influence on the development of the class struggle and on maturation
of the reveolutionary situation, while in turn, revolution may influence the course
and results of a war.

Wars between states and coalitions, and especially world wars, influence social
revolution in two ways. On one hand they may hasten the ripening of a revolutionary
situation, while on the other hand they may retard and encumber attainment of a
revolution's goals.

Let us examine the mutual influence between interstate war and socialist revolution.

An aggressive, unjust war fought between exploiting states sometimes acts as a
unique catalyst of revolutionary processes. It causes dramatic aggravation of all
of the socioceconomic contradictions of capitalism, and creates a situation pro-
moting the highest possible mobility of political mutual relations between classes.
Engels' prediction concerning the prospects of the proletarian revolution in the
event of a world war were truly prophetic. "...this war," Engels wrote almost

a quarter of a century prior to its arisal, "must either lead to the immediate
victory of communism, or it must shake the old order of things so much and leave
such a heap of ruins behind itself that existence of the old capitalist society
would be even more impossible than before...."!3 A devastating world war, Engels
predicted, would shake the bourgeois states in their mundane state wisdom to such
an extent that crowns would line the sidewalks by the dozens.

World War I did in fact evoke the most profound revolutionary mood in the masses,
making it inevitable for them to overthrow the yoke of capital by revclutionary
means, and pronounce final sentence upon the social institutions which had lost
their viability. The events and results of World Wwar II had a tremendous revolu-
tionizing influence upon many countries, all the more so because not only aggressive,
reactionary but also liberational, revolutionary forces participated in it.

War can hasten the ripening of objective and subjective preconditions of socialist
revolution in view of the fact that, first, it unmasks the true policy of the
classes of exploitation, bares its antipopular nature, and promotes deepening of
the crisis in leadership. The conflict becomes especially acute between the people

.and the government of a capitalist state when an unjust war fails to produce victory.

In these conditions the government is unable to lead its country out of crisis, it
bounces from one extreme to another, and it exhibits nervousness and confusion. The
leaders lose their former capability for managing and controlling the country.

second, during a war an imperialist government finds itself more dependent upon the
people than in peacetime. Tremendous masses of laborers clothed in military uniform
receive weapons which they could direct against their oppressors. such was the case
in Russia at the end of World War I, when owing to the mass agitation and organiza-
tional work of the bolsheviks in the army and navy, many soldiers and seamen rose
against Czarism. The masses of soldiers and seamen in imperialist armed forces
also acquired a revolutionary spirit as the officer caste schooled in a militarist
spirit, begins to erode due to increasing war losses in these armies.
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War tears away the propagandist mask of peace from the aggressive policy of
imperialism, and it constricts its possibilities for maneuvering. The contradiction
between militant ideals and the experience of the masses becomes graphically
evident as never before. In modern conditions the opposition laborers display
toward the militant policy of imperialism is intensifying even more, inasmuch as
the existence of the resources of war is a mortal danger to hundreds of millions
of people.

Third, war aggravates social antagonisms, heaps new woes upon the laborers, and
deepens the contrast between the continually growing greed and profits of the
bourgeoisie and the declining standard of livingof the people. As the war grows
longer and becomes more acute, bourgeois governments are forced to stir up the
masses; the latter, however, assume a road undesirable to the bourgeoisie under
the influence of the growing social contradictions.

Even a local aggressive war fought by imperialist states has a tangible effect,
aggravating the class contradictions within a country. Highly indicative in this
regard are the internal political consequences of the USA in the war it fought in
Vietnam. The aggressive nature of this war and the tremendous outlays on arms
intensified the tendency in American society to oppose militant policy. In addi-
tion to other causes, the war deepened the crisis of the currency system, caused
further inflation, and required the freezing or cutting of the real wages of the
laborers. The tax burden increased. Even bourgeois press was forced to admit
that the empire of the American dollar was bogged down in the swamps of Vietnam.

Militarization and the arms race in imperialist countries in peacetime is also

- promoting aggravation of social antagonisms. Inflation had elicited serious up-
heavals in the world capitalist economy. It had reached proportions never before
encountered in peacetime, directly due to the constantly growing military expendi-
tures in the West. Attempts by imperialist states to fight inflation and simul-
taneously increase military budgets is the same as pressing the accelerator of a
car with one foot and the brake with the other, using the figurative expression of

_ a reviewer of the American newspaper THE NEW YORK TIMES.

Becoming more acute in the course of an unjust war, crisis phenomena make the
historic process more dynamic, since ever-larger numbers of the populations of the
Western countries are drawn into the turbulent whirlpool of social life. It becomes
increasingly clearer that capitalism is an obstacle in the path of socioeconomic
progress. .

Fourth, war has an influence on the way class forces regroup in an exploiting
state. It promotes changes in the country's sociopolitical situation which create
an objective possibility for a decisive attack upon capitalism by the laborers.
The political awareness of the masses broadens, and they unite about their revolu-
tionary advance guard--~the working class. Thus the political consciousness and
organization of laborers of capitalist states grew noticeably during World War II.
The sympathies of the working class, the peasantry, and progressive intelligentsia
in many countries of the West turned to the sideof truly patriotic Marxist-Leninist
parties, which consistently and selflessly defended the interests of the peoples.
= This was clearly confirmed by the significant increase in their ranks. In compari-
son with 1939, as of 1 September 1945 the number of communist parties increased
from 61 to 76, and their membership increased from 4 million to 20 million pc—:rsons.ll+
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And on the other hand, the classes of exploitation discredited themselves even

more in the eyes of the laborers. They were directly to blame for World War II.

Many bourgeois officials in fascist-occupied countries who had assured the masses

of their "patriotism" before the war and slandered the communists , proved themselves
to be out-and-out traitors and servants of the Nazi invaders. Bourgeois politicians-—-
conspirators in the Munich agreement--did a great deal to encourage Nazi Germany

to attack the USSR, the bulwark of the whole world's revolutionary forces.

During the time of the USA's aggressive war in Vietnam a tendency for isolated
protests of the masses to transform into purposeful movements revealed itself
distinctly in imperialist states. The base of antimonopolist demonstrations
widened. Dissatisfaction with the military-industrial complex even revealed itself
among certain segments of the dominant class. Indicative in this regard is a
statement by Professor K. Boulding, former president of the American Economic
Association: "The U.S. Lepartment of Defense is doing major harm to the economy
of the United States: It is reducing domestic consumption...and channeling the
resources of growth into the rat hole of competing weapon systems.... War industry
is a cancerous tumor in the body of American society. It possesses its own model
of growth. It is a system that is practically independent, and in fact it is ob-
jectively hostile to the welfare of the American people, even though it represeats
itself as their pz:otector.“15

The war in Vietnam was an accelerator but not the initial cause of the political
crisis of imperialism. This crisis is based on the insoluble internal contradic-
tions of capitalism, which cannot exist without oppression and exploitation,
without expansion in the international arena. This heavy burden is constantly
sensed by the laborers of imperialist states. More and more people in the world
of capital are beginning to understand that the path of social progress canbe shown
not by bourgeois ideologists and not by various sorts of opportunists and revision-
ists, but by proponents of Marxist-Leninist teachings.

In a situation where the axis of political life is noticeably shifting leftward
in a number of developed capitalist countries, despite active opposition by im-
perialist reaction, communists are enjoying growing possibilities for mobilizing
the popular masses for an active struggle against military danger and for social
progress.

Fifth, war promotes political awakening of not only the population of imperialist
states but also the personnel of their armies.

Of course, military service in imperialist armed forces is viewed in the West,
not without grounds, as the most favorable period for brainwashing. Through
drill, bribery, and deceit, militants are trying to "reshape" the young in the
army "mold", correct the results of the "harmful influence" exerted upon them by
progressive organizations, and shut off the channels of influence of democratic
society upon the military masses.

The army of an imperialist state continues to be an instrument of monopolist
bourgeoisie, and the driving force of the reactionary machine's suppression of

the laboring masses. However, the division of class forces is inevitably reflected
in it as well. Conditions favoring defection of soldiers and seamen to the side
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of the revolution and development of the class struggle in the army and navy arose
in Russia right during World War I. Engels' prediction ofa day when soldiers under
arms will refuse to kill their own brothers and fathers came true. Such precondi-
tions will inevitably arise in a certain situation in modern imperialist armies

as well. It is, after all, a fact that even in the armed forces of the citadel

of capitalism-~the USA, the social unreliability of serwvicemen is typically growing,
as was especially manifested under the influence of the USA's reactionary war in
Vietnam. In the words of the journal NEWSWEEK, this waxr became "poison in the
veins of the American army."

Some military servicemen transferred from Vietnam to other regions of the globe,
including West Europe, carried a spirit of mistrust and rebellion with them.
Visiting the USA, in a number of cases they actively participated in antiwar
campaigns. In spring 1971 Washington witnessed demonstxrations by war veterans on
the background of strikes by American laborers, a rise in the movement against
racial oppression, and intensification of public protest against the dominance of
the military-industrial complex. About one and a half thousand former privates,
sergeants, and officers came to Washington from almost all states of the country,
and set up camp at the very foot of Capitol Hill. Its stone steps were littered
with orders and medals dropped by veterans--government awards for participation in
the dirty war in Vietnam. The tumultuous speeches of the veterans were political
in nature. Their slogans contained appeals for a struggle against the aggressive
force of imperialism.

Accelerating political maturation and revolutionization of the masses in certain
cases, an unjust war also creates tremendous difficulties in this respect. In a
military situation a reactionary government imposes an even more rigid regime upon
the country, strengthens its military and bureaucratic apparatus, offers free rein
to unofficially supported reactionary organizations for terrorist actions against
laborers and the liberation movement, and organizes reprisals against revolutionary
and democratic forces.

Thus in one fell swoop World War I cancelled out all of the socioeconomic and
political achievements of the European working class, achieved within the framework of
a bourgeois democratic structure, Wartime punitive laws were enacted throughout,
and the entire state apparatus of physical violence was put into action. 1In
World War II, not only states of the fascist bloc but also the countries they
occupied were contained by the bonds of military despotism.-

In a state of war, imperialist rulers try to transform every factory, evexry insti-
tution and city, and the country as a whole into a barrack. Political repressions,
military despotism, and application of cruel punitive measures make revolutionary
activities difficult and encumber communication of the working class with the
broad masses. Conditions favoring revival of opportunism arise in imperialist
states in response to increased political reaction. Regular workers recruited into
the army are replaced in production by petty bourgeois elements infected with
opportunism, avoiding mobilization. Compromise parties and trade unions become
active, making political deals with the bourgeoisie and speculating on the national
chauvinistic feelings of ideologically immature people. Imperialist governments
support them.
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A danger of another sort arises as well. In an atmosphere of dissatisfaction of
the masses, growing protest against the yoke of militarism may create the appearance
of a revolutionary mood taking the form of leftist adventurism.

All positive and negative aspects of the influence of war upon development of the
revolutionary process in a concrete historic situation are strictly accounted for
in the strategy and tactics of communist and workers parties..

Attempts by exploiting classes to distract, by unleashing an aggressive war, the
attention of laborers from the internal political crisis, to separate and stupefy
the masses with chauvinistic and nationalistic demagoguery, to exterminate the
advance guard of the working class, and to weaken the revolutionary movement of
the proletariat could produce certain results for a little while, but in the end
these attempts suffer failure. Efforts to contain revolutionary forces by the
chains of war inevitably return like a boomerang to hurt the militants themselves.
This is a specific manifestation of the general trend in development of class-~

: antagonistic society--the law of inconsistency between the content of a goal and

£ the practical results of activity. This inconsistency, which is less tangible in
the immediate future, begins to have an ever-stronger effect with time. Exploiters
invariably pay a high price for their antipopular political actions. Counting on '
the assistance of soldiers to suppress the revolutionary movement, imperialists
themselves promote subversion of their own system of domination, contrary to their
own plans.

As we can see, the influence of war upon development of the class struggle and
upon ripening of the revolutionary situation can vary. It is also extremely
important to keep in mind the reverse influence revolution has on war as a social
phenomenon. The influence of a victorious socialist revolution is especially
profound.

Great October plucked Russia out of the bloody abyss of World War I and initiated
. new international relations based on the principle of peaceful coexistence between
states having different social structures. Peoples—democratic and, later, socialist
revolutions in a number of countries of Europe and Asia in 1944-1945 promoted
acceleration of World War II's conclusion. Formation and continual reinforcement
of the fraternity of socialist states created a powerful obstacle to the aggressive
policy of imperialism. Today, through the united efforts of the socialist frater-
nity and all other forces defending peace, we can prevent world war. A real possi-
pility for excluding world war from the life of society long before socialism's
total victory on earth will arise as a result of further growth of the forces of
socialism and peace. The triumph of socialism on our entire planet will con-
clusively eliminate the social and national causes of all wars. "It is the historic
mission of commur.sm to do away with war and to confirm permanent peace on earth."”

With formation of the world socialist fraternity, socialism found itself in better
conditions in which to dictate, to the world bourgeoisie, both the form of the
struggle and the "battlefields" of peaceful coexistence between states having
different social structures. War could do tremendous harm to the revolutionary
struggle of the working class and the laboring masses, and to the effort to build
socialism and communism.
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Back in the 1880's Engels approached, using Lenin's words, -the prospects of a
socialist revolution occurring simultaneously with a European war "with doubled
caution". Believing fully in the victory of the socialist revolution, Engels at
the same time cautioned that war would cause starvation, epidemics, and universal
savagery. 17

Modern war involving the use of the latest weapons would lead to even more-destruc-
tive consequences than any war of the past. We have no doubt that were they to
initiate a new world war, the imperialist aggressors would themselves perish in

its flames--the people would no longer tolerate a system which perpetually draws
them into devastating wars. They would sweep imperialism away, and bury it forever.
However, war would also annihilate a significant proportion of the productive
forces, cause losses in the working class that would be difficult to replace, and
retard the movement of the people toward communism, since it would take a long
time to rehabilitate the economy, culture, and human resources. Communists are
making the most serious political conclusions from this, since the end goal of
socialist revolution is not simply to overthrow capitalism at any cost, but to
build communism. Lenin's conclusions that "peace, no matter what its form, will
provide an avenue for our influence that is a hundred times larger and wider"ls,
and that a policy of peace can "increase the propaganda power of our revolution

by a hundred times"!9 are especially important today.

Lenin's principle of peaceful coexistence between states having different social
structures is not an advertising gimmick: It is constantly being implemented by
our party's realistic, scientifically grounded foreign policy course. It reflects
the interests of the whole world's laborers and the interests of the entire world
revolutionary process's development. This principle has transformed into a real
force of international development.

Being a class policy in terms of its principles and goals, the policy of peaceful
coexistence in no way signifies "freezing of the sociopolitical status quo"; nor
is it in any way "an aid to capitalism", as left-wing revisionists assert. Answer-
ing these assertions, L. I. Brezhnev said at the 25th CPSU Congress: "...every
revolution is mainly the natural result of the internal development of the given
society. Even life itself refutes the fiction of 'freezing'. It would be suffi-
cient to recall the great revolutionary transformations that have occurred in the
world in the last few years."20 Our party stands firmly on the positions of
proletarian internationalism and solidarity in the struggle of peoples for their
liberty and social progress, and against all forms of capitalist exploitation and
colonial oppression.

A revolutionary path without wars is not reformism, it is not rejection of revolu-
tion, and it is not social partnership of the proletariat and bourgeoisie; instead,
it is a fierce class struggle requiring flexibility, firmness, and decisiveness
from Marxist-Leninist parties. It is not demobilization but mobilization of the
masses, it is isolation of both right-wing opportunists and "left-wing" sectarians
and dissenters. Peaceful coexistence between states with different social systems
does not mean making the peaceful forms of socialist revolution absolute in a
particular country, "it has nothing in common with the class world, and it casts
not even the slightest doubt upon the sacred right of oppressed peoples to use all
means in the name of their liberation, going as far as armed struggle, "2l
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In the conditions of peaceful coexistence, the major battles of the working class
can lead to fundamental revolutionary social transformations.
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CHAPTER VII
WAR AND SOCIAL PROGRESS

The relationship between war and social progress has always occupied an important
place in social theory and in the ideological strugg’e of different classes. It
has become especially important today. Never before has the direction of human
society's development and its historic future troubled people so deeply as today,
in the atmosphere of an acute historic struggle between the forces of socialism
and imperialism, in the conditions of a most profound scientific-technical revolu-

. tion. "The memory of the bitter lessons of the first and second world wars, and
the awareness of the terrible consequences to which the use of nuclear weapons
could lead," said L. I. Brezhnev at the World Congress of Peace-Loving Forces,
"commands the people of our planet to action so as to prevent a tragedy of unprece-
dented proportions in the history of mankind."!

1. The Criteria of Social Progress. A Criticism of Antiscientific Viewpoints
on the Role of War in Social Development

In the past, history marched forward through eras of an unusual abundance of wars.

In the modern era world development is also accompanied by numerous wars and
military conflicts. Thoughts about former days and our desire to understand the
present and envision the future demand that we subject the problems of social
progress-—-especially including its influence on various wars--to deep scientific
analysis. The effect wars have on social development is quite obvious. However,
the complexity and contradictory nature of this effect at the time of existence

of antagonistic classes have produced the most diverse points of v.ew in this regard.

z Marxism-Leninism and its conclusions on the laws, sources, and motive forces of
. social development are the theoretical and methodological foundation of a scientific
N understanding of the relationship between war and social progress.

As a rule the ideologists of the classes of exploitation confuse and distort the
mutual influence between war and social progress. It should be considered in this
case that the relationship of one class or another to progress depends on the

- objective role which this class plays in the given stage of history. During the
time of its ascending development, the exploiting class would only partially accept
the idea of progress, though at least it did accept it. Later, however, in the

- ' descending phase of its existence, it typically rejected or made a distorted inter-

pretation of the essence of social progress, since the idea of forward motion of
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society is fundamentally incompatible with the fundamental interests of historically
obsolete social forces. This resulted in the arisal of numerous conceptions inter-

preting social life as reverse motion from a "Golden Age" or as a chain of repeating
social events following a circular course.

- Social pessimism is especially typical of the modern ideologists of the imperialist
_ bourgeoisie. The English historian A. Toynbee, for example, rejects the unity of
world history and the progressive nature of its development.2 At the same time
Western ideologists naturally cannot ignore the universally obvious swift progress
enjoyed by the fraternity of socialist states, or the progressive transformations
occurring in many Third World countries. Therefore they do everything they can to
distort the criteria, the motive forces, and the essence of social progress.

First of all the theorists of the classes of exploitation reject the objective

nature and historic necessity of society's progressive motion. Interpreting history
subjectively, bourgeois sociologists and politicians try to prove that capitalism

is supposedly undergoing renewal and rejuvenation, and that possibilities for a new
upswing have not been exhausted. They invent conceptions that forward these notions:
"a state of universal prosperity", "capitalist revolution", "popular capitalism", and
"postindustrial society". Incidentally, revisionists have also adopted these terms.

Western authors usually adopt some single factor as the criterion of social progress:
the degree of development of reason, morality, science and technology, cultural
development, growth in welfare, and so on.

One of the forms of distorted interpretation of the essence and motive forces of
social progress is associated with an explanation of its mutual relationship with
war. Among the numerous viewpoints on this issue, two extreme lines can be traced
distinctly. One of them is represented by proponents of the "theory of violence"
which glorifies war as supposedly the decisive cause of historic development, of
progress in culture, science, and technology, and of improvements in social forms
and relations, and of man himself. The other interprets all wars as an absolute
evil, and a hindrance to social development.

Both of these lines have, at their gnoseological foundation, treatment of certain

factors as absolute in the complex and contradictory influence of war upon different
- aspects of social life. 1In the social aspect, the first line expresses the interests

of the warring militant forces of exploiting states, while the second as a rule ex-

presses the viewpoints of "moderate", liberally predisposed circles of the society

of exploitation.

Both of these lines appeared long ago, when wars appeared, and they have persisted
in various manifestations until the present. There is no need for peering deep into
history to demonstrate the traditional nature of both viewpoints. It would be
sufficient to recall that the ideologists of the nascent bourgeoisie, especially
enlightened philosophers of the early bourgeois revolutions, tried to raise their
voices against war, and to condemn it as a barbarian vestige incompatible with

human reason. But when the bourgeoisie transformed into ruling class, theories
glorifying violence and war began to be disseminated actively.
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Militarism acquired distorted, but hardly less malicious, antihuman forms and
manifestations in the ideology of modern imperialism. BAs an example it was quite
recently in the West that notions of the acceptability and even usefulness of a
nuclear missile world war were openly and broadly disseminated. The well-known
American sociologist H. Kahn not only asserted that such a war is inevitable, but
he also predicted formation, as a result of a third world war, .of "an ordered and
flexible international system" which could supposedly become a useful instrument
for reinforcing peace on earth. What he had in mind here was that this "instrument
of peace" would operate under the control of the USA, which, in his opinion, would
- win with an annihilatory nuclear blow.

Although many imperialist politicians and ideologists have been forced to recognize

the principle of peaceful coexistence between states with different social structures
- and recognize the need for preventing nuclear war in the face of the new balance of
power in the world, the continuing growth of the political, economic, and defensive
power of states in the socialist fraternity, the rise in the authority of their
purposeful peace-loving foreign policy, and the successes of the international workers
and national liberation movements, a militant ideology and policy and reliance upon
military force in international relations continue to be typical of reactionary
imperialist circles. Aggressive war is still an instrument of the foreign policy
of imperialist states.

Conceptions justifying and even substantiating the need of wars to avert new socialist
revolutions or to "hurl back" victorious socialist revolutions are still present in
modern bourgeois ideology, pluralistic in its manifestations. Moreover certain
political scientists, futurologists and other Western theorists continue to glorify
nuclear war with the help of various contrivances.

From time to time officials in the capitalist camp pronounce militant declarations,
Thus despite existence of a Soviet-American treaty to prevent the threat of nuclear
war, at the eve of the concluding stage of the Conference on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe (1975) J. Schlesinger, then the secretary of the U.S. Department of
Defense, declared the possibility of using nuclear weapons "for the purposes of
defending West Europe", the possibility of "limited nuclear war" and, finally, that
the USA was in a position to be the first to use nuclear weagons, including for the
objective of "making selective strikes on the Soviet Union."

It is not difficult to see, behind these and other similar notions that militarists
are trying to justify war and the arms race, confuse the consciousness of the masses,
and distract them from their struggle against the threat of a destructive nuclear war.
These notions clearly reflect the interests of the most reactionary, adventuristic -
circles of monopolist bourgeoisie and the military-industrial complexes of the im-
perialist states. A decisive and successive struggle against various manifestations
of modern militant ideology and policy continues to be an important task of all
Marxists-Leninists, of all champions of peace, democracy, and socialism.

Abstract pacifist viewpoints representing all war as some sort of demoniacal force
leading to "the end of civilization", "the death of world culture”, and "degenera-
tion of the human race" also have an antiscientific nature. Exploiters and militants

- find such notions useful as well, since they can weaken the will and resolve of the
masses in their struggle against the armed violence of their oppressors. This makes
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it necessary to maintain a clear, strictly differentiated class approach to the
various pacifist trends, to concretely analyze their content in the specific stage
of history within a particular country, and to actively encourage all enemies of
war to fight effectively for peace on earth.

Rejecting antiscientific conceptions, Marxism-Leninism reveals the objective criterion
of social progress, and the real role played by wars in the fate of nations.

Social progress is a general sociological category reflecting and representing the
ascending, forward motion of society as a whole and of its individual aspects,
phenomena, and processes. The concept of progress is opposite in content and
meaning to the concept of regression, meaning movement on a descending line, decline,
and degradation.

Progress is anatural attribute of mankind's history. Society has traveled a long
and hard road from the lowest forms of its existence to increasingly higher forms.

- This road could be fully understood only if it is approached dialectically, "with
constant attention to the general interaction...of progressive changes and regressive
changes."‘+

A natural historic process of supersession of different socioeconomic formations
is the most important attribute of progress in society. Each of these formations,
superseding one another throughout history, represented a new step in society's
progressive development.

The most profound causes and motive forces of social progress, and its criteria
- are rooted in the conditions of the people's material life, in the means the
society uses to produce material goods.

The problem of the criteria of social progress is a complex problem, and it cannot
be boiled down to some single yardstick. But the productive forces of society

have the leading role. Lenin called development of productive forces the highest
criterion of social progress.5 That social formation which raises productive forces
to a higher level and promotes higher labor productivity is more progressive. "Labor
productivity is, in the last analysis, the most important to the victory of the

new social structure. Capitalism achieved labor productivity never witnessed in
land-owning society. Capitalism can be conclusively vanquished and will be con-
clusively vanquished because socialism is creating a new, much higher labor pro-
ductivity."6

However, productive forces do not exist in and of themselves. They are inseparably
associated with production relations, which define the social nature and orienta-
tion of development of productive forces. This is why together with productive
. forces we also include, in the system of criteria of social progress, the productive
relations and the sociopolitical structure the latter bring into being, one offering
the broadest room for the creativity of the revolutionary class, the bearer of
social progress. In our days the main direction of mankind's social progress,
- the 25th CPSU Congress noted, is development of the socialist countries, growth
of their power, and intensifi~:*ion of the beneficial influence of their inter-
national policy.7 Through their high ideals and enormous practical achievements
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in the name of the welfare of laboring .people, the socialist states are having an
increasingly deeper and stronger influence upon the entire course of world history.

A scientific solution to the problem concerning the criteria and principles of
social progress permits us to correctly approach an assessment of the role and
place of social progress in war. Being a continuation of the policy of particular
classes and states through violent means, war organically includes itself within
the development of antagonistic society, and it influences social progress and its
pace and forms in an active and contradictory fashion. War expresses the contra-
- diction between social progress and socioeconomic formations of exploitation, in
which antagonism permeates throughout all relations and all aspects of their
development. "Without antagonism, there can be no progress," wrote Marx in a dis-
cussion of a society of exploitation. "Such is the law that has been followed by
civilization to. the present day."8 Development at the expense of the popular
masses, and at the price of their suffering--this has been the tragic nature of
progress through the millenia of class-antagonistic society's existence. Using
Engels' words, "history is perhaps the cruelest of all goddesses, driving her

- chariot of triumph over mountains of corpses not only in war but also at times

of 'peaceful' economic development."9

The force and orientation of war's influence on social progress are not always
the same: They depend un many social factors. Among these factors, the most im-

- portant are the nature of the era, the economic and social structure of the warring
states, the alignment of class forces within them and in the world arena, the socio-
political content of the war, the weapons employed, the severity and duration of

- the war, its scale, and so on.

2. The Influence of Different Wars on the Nature and Pace of Social Development

The classicists of Marxism-Leninism examined the role of war in history from two
basic aspects: the general sociological aspect--that is, in the sense of a broad

_ assessment of the influence of war, as a social phenomenon, on all spheres of
social life, and the concrete historic aspect--from the standpoint of revealing
the influence of a particular war on social life.

When viewed from the general sociological aspect, the role of wars in history

is very complex and contradictory, as was noted earlier. On one hand wars always
bring disaster and suffering to people. They are accompanied by “he annihilation
of the society's productive forces, and mainly its principal productive forces--
people, and considerable amounts of material valuables. War, Marx wrote, "is, in
the purely economic respect, equivalent to a nation discarding some part of its
capital into the sea...."! :

The negative influence of war made itself strongly felt in the very early stages

of social development, when "a single devastating war was enough to depopulate a

country and annihilate its civilization for hundreds of years."!! fThis trend

grew constantly broader as the scale and severity of social conflicts increased

and as the power of weapons grew. Wars brought devastation, starvation, and epi-
- demics with them, they led to mass migrations of the people, and they disrupted the
established way of life and the rhythm of population dynamics. It is impossible to
precisely compute the human and material losses suffered by society throughout all
history due to wars.
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On the other hand given all of the costs, destruction, and misery of wars, in a
certain situation they may in some way accelerate the course of history. War often
leads to the annihilation of the old and opens the way for the arisal, consolida-
tion, and development of the new, the progressive. "In the same way that mummies

- disintegrate instantaneously when exposed to the atmosphere," Marx said in a

- descriptive comparison, “"war hands down a death sentence to social institutions

- that are no longer viable."!2

Understandably, these general premises on the contradictory influence of wars on
social progress are not enough to fully answer the question as to their role in
social development. For this purpose we would need to thoroughly analyze each
separate war and give it a concrete historic assessment.

V. I. Lenin provided us with a deeply scientific, concretely historic approach

to assessing the social role of different wars. In his work "Socialism and War"

he wrote: "Socialists have always condemned wars among nations as barbarian and
atrocious. But our relationship to war is fundamentally different from that of
bourgeois pacifists (proponents and prophets of peace) and anarchists. We differ
from the former in that we understand the inevitable tie between war and the struggle
of classes within a country, in that we understand the impossibility of doing away
with war without doing away with classes and creating socialism, and in that we
fully recognize the lawfulness, progressiveness, and necessity of civil wars--

that is, wars fought by an oppressed class against the oppressor, by slaves against
slave-owners, by serfs against land-owners, by hired laborers against the bour-
geoisie.... There have been many wars in history which, despite all of the horrors,
atrocities, calamaties, and torments invariably associated with all war, were pro-
gressive--that is, they benefited the development of mankind, helping to destroy
especially harmful and reactionary institutions.. Lov13

As we can see, the concepts of a war's progressiveness or reactionary nature
(regressiveness) are socially conditional, reflecting the actual policy of each
of the warring sides (classes, states), either aimed at promoting social progress .
(liberation of laborérs from social and national oppression, defense of progressive
achievements, and so on), or serving the interests of parasitic, dominating classes.
"The method of Marx," wrote Lenin, "entails, first of all, consideration of the

- objective content of the historic process in a given concrete moment, in a given
concrete situation, with the objective of, first of all, understanding the movement

- of the class serving as the mainspring of possible progress in this concrete
situation."!* The true orientation of a policy may be determined with scientific
accuracy. "...by what characteristics do we judge the real 'intentions and
feelings' of real personalities?" Lenin asked, and he replied: "Understandably,
there can only be one such characteristic: the actions of these personalities; and
since we are discussing only the social 'intentions and feelings', then we should
also add: the social actions of personalities--that is, the social facts."15

These social facts persuasively tell us that any war fought by the laboring masses
in behalf of their liberation from social and national oppression, in defense of
their revolutionary achievements, and against the aggression of reactionary classes
and states is a just war, a war of liberation. And on the other hand, wars unleashed
by imperialist reaction with the objective of suppressing revolutionary forces,
enslaving other peoples, and seizing alien territories are unjust wars. A reaction-
ary, predatory war cannot be just, and an unjust war hinders the progress of history.

The most just wars of our time are wars in defense of the achievements of socialism.
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V. I. Lenin always associated the progressiveness of war with its justice, and

vice versa. He said: "...wars can be just and unjust, progressive and reactionary,
they can be fought by progressive classes and by backward classes, they can serve
to reinforce class oppression and they can serve to overthrow it...."!® Ienin's
premise, as stated above, is a profound sociological generalization of the history
of wars. It is valid in relation to wars of all eras, irrespective of the nature
of the weapons and equipment employed. Following this premise, Marxists-Leninists
condemn predatory imperialist wars; they believe wars in the defense of socialist
achievements against imperialist aggression, wars for national liberation, and wars
fought by revolutionary classes to repel attempts by reactionary forces to retain
or restore their domination by force of arms to be just wars, and thcy support them.

Whether a war is progressive and just, or reactionary and unjust is a function of
history. Most typical of the era of capitalism before monopolies were, on one hand,
bourgeois-progressive and national-liberation wars pursuing the goals of liberating
nations from foreign oppression and forming national states and, on the other hand,
the reactionary wars of feudal landowners for the preservation of obsolete absolutist
monarchies and institutions hindering historic development. In this case the pro-
gressiveness of the bourgeoisie was historically limited even then, since under
certain conditions bourgeois progressive wars transformed into reactionary wars,

as had happened, for example, with the Napoleanic wars.

The historic orientation of bourgeois wars changed fundamentally under imperialism.
Their goal became a struggle to reapportion the world, for world domination, and
against the growing revolutionary struggle of the proletariat and the national
liberation movement of the peoples of colonies and dependent countries. The
bourgeoisie transformed conclusively into a reactionary class.

The historically most progressive class that has éonsistently fought for social
progress was and remains the working class, the proletariat. Its ideals are con-
sistent with the objective laws of social development and with the fundamental

- interests of all laborers. This is why wars of the working class and its principal
offspring--the world socialist system--have such a just and progressive nature.

_ The aggressive, unjust wars of imperialism assumed an especially barbarian

. character in the modern era. One such reactionary and devastating war was that

' of fascist Germany against the USSR, prepared by world imperialism with the yoal
of liquidating the world's first socialist state, enslaving the peoples of the
Soviet Union, and hindering the victory of revolutionary forces in other countries.
sSuffering the brunt of the struggle against fascism, the USSR surmounted improbable
difficulties. Many other states--members of the anti-Nazi coalition participating
in the defeat of fascism during World War II--also suffered considerable adversi-
ties. The sinister consequences of the war can still be felt today in many
countries.

Countless cases of imperialism's barbarianism fill the history of wars fought in
the 1950's-1970's, and mainly the reactionary war of the USA in Vietnam. Imperial-
ism will resort to all crimes in its attempt to preserve or restore its position

in the most diverse regions of the world. Fighting against social progress, it
tries to capitalize on the best scientific-technical achievements of modern times.
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A concentrated expression of this trend can be seen in the preparations for a
nuclear missile war against the socialist countries, a war which imperialist re-
action has still not dropped from its plans. Such a war, which would be reactionary
on the part of imperialism, would become the greatest tragedy of all mankind-~it
would create the danger of the extermination of hundreds of millions of people and
destruction of multitudes of centers of civilization and culture, and it would
threaten the existence of entire peoples and states.

If contrary to common sense and the will of the people imperialist reaction does
nevertheless unleash a world nuclear missile war, th~ peoples of the socialist
fraternity and all progressive people on earth will fight in this war for the
rescue of not only the achievements of socialism lrut aiso of all world civiliza-
tion, and for the complete annihilation of imperialism—-the source of wars and
exploitation of peoples. The war would doubtlessly be just and progressive on
their side, since under these conditions they would have no choice in the struggle
for mankind's brilliant future except to decisively defeat the imperialist
aggressors.

A nuclear war would slow down the procession of the people toward their bright

future--communism, but it would not put a halt to it. The worldwide victory of

communism is historically inevitable. "The monopolist bourgeoisie cannot deter
- the immutable course of historic development even with nuclear arms.”

Progressive wars are always a measure forced upon the laboring masses and classes,
they are the response of the latter to the violence of reactionaries and exploiters.
On its own, progress has no need of wars, since it is a natural process of super-
session of the old by the new, and its roots lie in development of the means of

- production, in continual improvement of productive forces. But inasmuch as re-
action resorts to war in order to defend historically obsolete social relations,
the laborers' armed defense of their rights and achievementsbecomes.a prerequisite
of the forward movement of society. Wars fought by laborers have the objective of
removing, from the road of social progress, the obstacles erected through the
military violence of reactionaries.

] Of course, progressive wars involve death and destruction as well. However, in the
- first place society makes these sacrifices in behalf of lofty, noble goals, and
in the second place such wars are waged only when there is no other way forward,
when the reactionary classes themselves go to war.

Understanding the severe consequences of a world nuclear war and its danger to the

fate of peoples and countries, the Soviet Union and other socialist states con-

- sistently and steadfastly follow a policy of peace and security of nations. Actively
fighting for relaxation of international tension, they concurrently maintain high
alertness in relation to the aggressive intrigues of imperialist reaction. The
political, economic, and defensive power of states in the socialist fraternity has

- been and continues to be the most important social factor in the struggle to avert
a new world war.
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PART TWO
- THE MATERIAL AND SPIRITUAL FACTORS OF MODERN WAR

CHAPTER VIII
THE LAWS GOVERNING THE ARISAL, COURSE, AND OUTCOME OF WARS

- Rooted in the very nature of class-antagonistic formations, wars arise and develop
in concrete conditions according to certain laws. However, this process is not
automatic. Certain social systems prepare for it consciously and purposefully. The
laws governing the arisal, course, and outcome of any war reflect the activities of
classes, parties, armies, and individual people aimed at achieving political goals
dependent, in the end, on economic relations. These laws reflect the nature and the
unique features of the warring sides, and the nature of the era in which the wars
are fought.

- The modern era, which is typified by fundamental social changes, an ongoing shift
in the balance of power in favor of socialism and democracy, and a profound scienti-
fic~technical revolution, has imparted new traits to the laws of war, and modified
the forms of their manifestation. Consideration of this is a necessary prerequisite

) of the socialist army's successful fulfillment of its patriotic and international
duty.

1. The Essence and Features of the Laws of War

- The Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army provides the sole correct inter-
pretation of the laws of war. It is directly opposite to the viewpoints of the
: ideologists of imperialism, together with their idealistic philosophy and their
social purpose of justifying the reactionary policy of monopolist bourgeoisie.
Imperialist ideologists view war either as a chaotic set of random events for which
no laws can be revealed, or as aphenomenon following biological, psychological, or
other laws having no social essence. Evidence of this can be found in the anti-
scientific assertions of many bourgeois sociologists and military historians and
theorists on the origin, course, and outcome of World War II. What they essentially
do is try to prove that the arisal of World War II supposedly had no relationship
with imperialism, with its economic conditiens, policy, and ideology, and instead
that the victory of the Soviet Union and other progressive forces over the fascist
bloc was allegedly an accident. '
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Analysis from the standpoint of dialectical imperialism would lead to the conclusion
that no matter how diverse wars might be, no matter how complex and contradictory
the armed struggle is, and no matter how variegated its other phenomena might be,
war follows certain laws.! This was emphasized many times by the classicists of
Marxism-Leninism.Z It has been persuasively confirmed by history. Thus the Soviet
Union's victory in the Great Patriotic War was the result of the action of such laws.
This victory was the necessary product of the superiority of the socialist social
and state structure, the socialist economy, the sociopolitical and ideological

unity of our society, Soviet patriotism, the friendship among the peoples of the
USSR, the unity of the people about the Communist Party, the latter's wise leader-
ship of the entire struggle against imperialist aggressors, and the immeasurable
heroism and bravery of the Soviet people. The great victory over fascism was also
insured owing to the superiority of Soviet military science and art of war.

The laws governing the arisal, course, and outcome of wars have traits common to

all social laws, and at the same time they do have specific traits. They possess
common traits because war is a state of society, and by its essence it is a continua-
tion of the policy of classes and states. War does not interrupt politics; instead,
it is their continuation, but in a different, altered, violent form. Use of the
resources of armed conflict and placement of priority on such conflict alters the
course of social processes, their pace, their nature, and so on. Owing to this

the laws of war possess specific traits, ones inherent only to them.

The laws of war reveal themselves in the significant, necessary\, and recurring ties
and relationships between different sides and elements of war viewed as a process,
ties and relationships determining the origin, function, development, and outcome

of this process. They bear an objective nature in the sense that their action does
not depend on the will and desires of people; wars always begin and proceed under
certain circumstances. While these laws are objective, this does not mean that

they are divorced from human activity. In war, as in the history of society in
general, laws cannot manifest themselves in any way other than through the conscious
activity of people. Engels turned his attention to this aspect of the problem. He
wrote that "People endowed with consciousness, proceeding thoughtfully or under the
influence of passion in the pursuit of particular goals, act in the history of
society. Nothing is done here without conscious intent, without a desired goal."3
As aresult of the collision of the numerous intentions and desires of people, an
infinite number of intersecting forces, an infinite group of parallelograms of forces
takes form, and from this intersection emerges one resultant. This resultant is a
historic event."

In application to the question at hand, this means that the practical purposefulness
of the activities of popular masses, classes, parties, armies, and, of course,
individuals in war create the conditions and forces through which the laws of war
act. If we consider that war embraces all aveas of a society's life--economic,
political, ideological, and mainly military, then the laws of war associate the
phenomena and processes of different spheres, ranging from material to ideological,
and from physical to spiritual and psychological. It follows from this that not

‘only material but also spiritual factors serve as the substrate for the action of

the objective laws of war. Moreover inasmuch as the morale of the popular masses
and the troops, and the will and knowledge of the people are factors of war and an
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important aspect of it, the objective laws may manifest themselves as relationships
not only between the material factors of war but also between the spiritual forces
acting within it, between material and spiritual forces both of the two war. .ag
sides and within each of them. Thus the subjective factor occupies a different
place in different laws of war, playing a different role.

The Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army is also based on the premise
that because the laws of war are associated with the practical activities of masses,
classes, armies, and individuals, we can gain an understanding of these laws and
reflect them in concepts.

Basing ourselves on Lenin's well known premise that "coming to understand a law is
one of the steps of man's cognition of the unity and cohesiveness, the mutual de-
pendence and integrity of the world process,"® we can say that the scientific laws
of war are a step in cognition of the objective ties inherent to war, a unique logical
construct reflecting war. The deeper and fuller we understand and utilize the laws
of wars, and the broader the knowledge of them is spread among the masses, the more
effectively the socialist fatherland is defended. One premise stated by L. I.
Brezhnev concerning economic laws pertains fully to the laws of war: "It would be
wrong to think that only the great scientists and leaders need be concerned with
economic laws. These laws, when they are understood correctly, dictate the logic

of the behavior of not only an administrator, an engineer, a scientist, or a techni-
cian, but also every common laborer and kolkhoz farmer."

The laws of war known to us are accounted for in the party's military policy; they
are expressed in the military doctrine of the socialist state, they serve as the
basis of military science, and they lie at the foundation of the principles of war-
fare and the activities of the command and all personnel of the socialist army.
Without such a. foundation, military labor would be reduced to simply hoping for a
favorable meeting of circumstances, and reliance upon chance. ‘

The ties and relationships existing between political classes and states and the
resources of violence they use in war are recurring and stable in different historic
periods of the evolution of antagonistic formations. The ties and relationships
between productive forces and the military-technical aspect of war, and between
production relations and the sociopolitical content of war are just as stable and
recurring. In turn, stable ties and relationships depending on the degree of
correspondence between production relations on one hand and the level of develop-
ment and nature of productive forces on the other always evolve between the
military-technical and sociopolitical aspects of war. Antagonistically contradictory
forms of relationships between the sociopolitical and military-technical elements

of war are inherent to a society of exploitation. These forms do not always stay
the same. As a rule they reflect different degrees of incorrespondence between

the war goals of an exploiting state and the interests of world social progress.

By establishing stable and recurring ties in war, we document its subordination to
certain laws, which are then analyzed by science and reflected in its concepts.
Science reveals the essence and the difference of the laws of war from other

social laws. The unique features of the laws of war are embodied in the very unique-
ness of war, which is a product of the use of violent resources in the interests of
state policy. This unique feature can be seen mainly in the alteration experienced
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by the social 1ife of the warring sides: An armed struggle assumes priority, and
Z other forms of struggle, while they do not lose their independence, change their
orientation--they now serve the armed struggle primarily. Therefore the laws of
war represent an antagonistic process in which we see a competition between annihila-
- tion of the opponent's forces and preservation of one's own, a process that undergoes
continual quantitative and qualitative change. And all of this happens in the
effort of each of the dueling sides to achieve mutually exclusive political and
military goals.

Consequently the laws of war express that sphere of social development in which
violent interaction between warring classes, states, and coalitions occurs in
behalf of their political and military goals. Specific forces, resources, and
goals of the struggle make up, in their sum total, the unique features of the laws
of war. One of them is the extreme mobility and variability of the elements, the
motive forces of war viewed as a system. Being an open system, war, and mainly its
specific manifestation as an armed struggle, is especially dependent upon a broad
range of factors, both natural and social. A tremendous number of different circum-
stances constantly thrust themselves into the phenomena and processes of war; on

~ becoming part of the content of war, they make their impression on it.

Thus given the unchanging nature of the war in Vietnam--a just, progressive war
of liberation on the part of the Vietnamese people and a predatory, unjust, re-
actionary war on the part of American imperialism and internal reaction of South
Vietnam--its course depended on, in addition to other conditions, the time of year
and the locations of troops in the jungles and along river valleys; the influence
of American aviation played its role--massive aerial bombardment of peaceful ob-
jectives in the Democratic Republic of Vietnam and in liberated regions of South
Vietnam, the "processing” of millions of hectares of agricultural land and forests
with toxic chemicals, the use of napalm and electronic resources, and so on.
However, despite all of this, imperialism suffered failure, and the Vietnamese
people emerged victorious.

Under other spatial and temporal circumstances of the war in the Near East in

- October 1973, we also observed recurrence in the action of certain dependencies,
such as: between the political goals of the war and the relationship of the popu-
lar masses and the world public to them; between the morale of the army and the
effectiveness of its actions on the battlefield; between the quantity and quality
of the troops on particular axes and in certain sectors of the front and the results
of their actions, and so on. This means that essentially the same laws of war oper-
ate in different wars, but they manifest themselves differently in accordance with
the concrete conditions, each time in another form.

The next unique feature of the laws of war is the extreme degree of contradiction in
the mechanism of their action. World history cannot be interpreted in any way as
something that "marches smoothly and punctually forwarda"’; zig-zags and even giant
leaps backward may be possible in it. 2ig-zags and backward leaps are encountered
in war more than anywhere else. History has never known a more or less lengthy

and intensive war in which one of the sides enjoyed nothing but victories, even
when its advantage over the enemy was undebatable. This pertains primarily to

- all levels of armed struggle viewed as the principal element of war--the tactical,
operational, and strategic levels.
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In the course of armed struggle, various social institutions-~the social and state
structure and various institutions of the superstructure--are tested. By its
specific nature, an armed struggle is directed at annihilating all of these insti-
tutions on the enemy's side and, on the other hand, at reaffirming one's own. In
war, especially today, serious harm is done to material culture and to productive
forces. People perish, cities, towns, factories, and plants are destroyed, and the
environment is altered. In this sense war, more than any other social process, is
typified by destructive tendencies that have an unfavorable influence upon historic
development. But in addition, as was noted earlier, wars may benefit the develop-
ment of mankind, if especially harmful and reactionary institutions and regimes are
consequently annihilated.

owing to the use of weapons and military equipment, the rate of change experienced
by many social phenomena may be found to be higher in a time of war than in a
peaceful situation. This imparts unigueness to the combination of the motive

forces of war. The more diverse they are, the more specifically the laws defining
the course and outcome of a war manifest themselves.

In addition to clarifying the essence and unique features of the laws of war, the
Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army reveals the forms of their manifesta-
tion.

Studying the laws of capitalist production, Marx noted that they represent trends
which operate with iron necessity.8 Developing this idea, Engels demonstrated that
although they are implemented with iron necessity as well, economic laws on their
own "are not at all iron laws, being on the other hand very flexible...."” As

an example the price of each commodity is not directly equal to its value. Owing
to fluctuations in demand, supply, and other factors, the prices of commodities
fluctuate around their true value, and they usually do not coincide with it. The
law of value "sets" the price of commodities only on the average, in general.

The situation with the laws of war is similar, though not identical. They cannot
be categorized as dynamic laws expressing the nature of ordered processes-—the de-
pendence of some elements in such processes upon others is rigid. As an illustra-
tion we can cite the movement of the planets of the solar system, viewed as an
independent entity. Nor can the laws of war be categorized as statistical laws
expressing random, chaotic processes (for example the thermally-dependent movement
of molecules associated with numerous chance occurrences—-the laws of thermodynamics
direct the movement of an aggregate of molecules, but not that of each of them taken
separately) .

- Ordered and chaotic--these are two opposite types of processes, between which lies
an entire range of intermediate states. Moreover chaotic processes are often self-
ordering, and ordered processes can become chaotic.

- War consists of ordered processes made up of numerous constant and variable elements
(variables). The latter are not rigidly interdependent. A tremendous quantity of
manpbwer and resources are used in war to achieve political and military goals.
Events recur in war (though they do not recur simply), there are many different
possibilities bearing differing probabilities, and a significant role is played by
random events—-recurring, statistical, individually unrepeatable, and so on. Thus
the laws of war reflect its complex and contradictory nature, they show us that the
development of war is a general result of many factors, and therefore these laws
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manifest themselves in terms of what we call statistical probability. They function
as average, general laws, as trends. Manifesting themselves in this fashion, the
laws of war define the orientation of the activities of people, they govern their
actions, and they express the depth and scale of changes occurring in the course of
a war.

2. A Classification of the Laws Governing the Arisal, Course, and Outcome of Wars

The Marxist-Leninist definition of production relations, which make up the foundation

of a socioeconomic formation, is the methodological basis for concrete examination

of the laws of war. Lenin emphasized that "every such system of production rela-

tions is, according to the theory of Marx, a special social organism with special

laws of its origin, function, and transition into a higher form, of transformation

= into another social organism."!? what Lenin is referring to here is genetic laws,
ones controlling the arisal of social systems, and the laws of their function and
development.

Genetic laws express those objective relationships which lead to the birth of one
phenomenon or process and change or elimination of another. As an example the
arisal of a new system of social relations or of a new socioeconomic formation is

- associated with these laws. On the other hand the laws of function reflect the

_ relative stability of this system and the laws of development reflect its variability,
its transition from one state to another.

Such an approach is also applicable tc analysis of war as a structural system in
which we see the interaction of material and spiritual factors, and of objective,
subjective, and other relationships. War follows the entire set of laws--genetic,
structural-functional, and developmental, and it embodies the dialectics of their
mutual relationships.

The action of genetic laws defines the arisal of war as a sociopolitical phenomenon,
and it reflects society's transition from one state (peaceful) into another (warlike).
By their nature, the laws governing the arisal of war are sociological and historic.
They have their roots in the essence of antagonistic formations, and they exist as
one aspect of the entire set of economic, sociopolitical, and ideological relations
present in a society of exploitation. The laws governing the arisal of war are
recurrent, stable, necessary, and significant relationships evolving in antagonistic
socioeconomic formations. The same elements which we see in sociclogical concepts
and categories--means of production, policy, classes, government, and so on--appear

- in their mechanism.

The laws of the arisal of war are a unique expression of the antagonistic contra-
diction seen in the process of history. They are a reflection of the action of
forces interested in resolving social problems by force of arms.

As an example laws governing arisal of World War II are essentially the laws govern=
ing development of capitalism at its highest and last stage, at the stage of im-
perialism, in the conditions of an ever-deepening general crisis of capitalism.
"World War II did not arise suddenly; it matured over the course of the two decades
separating it from the end of World War I. The general crisis of capitalism deepened
and all of the economic and social contradictions of capitalism grew in acuteness
during these years."1}
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World War II was the natural product of keener capitalist competition in the inter-—
national economic market, of the political contradictions between the principal
imperialist states, of greater nonuniformity in their economic and political develop-

ment, of the excessive acuity and intensity of the struggle between monopolies, of
their merger with the state and subordination of the latter to their interests, and

‘of growth in all forms of reaction in the capitalist world. The war reflected in-

tensification of the class struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat,

and the desire of imperialism to suppress the revolutionary movement. It was needed
by reactionary imperialist circles in their attempts to strangle the planet's first
socialist country--the USSR, and in their desire to achieve world domination.

Wars, using Lenin's words, arise "out of the same soil of imperialist relations and
the mutual relationships of a world economy and world policy."12 This pertains to
both world and local wars, and armed conflicts. Being a concentrated expression

of economics, the policy of imperialism focuses within itself all of the causes

and factors giving birth to war.!3 However, the mechanism of action of these
causes and factors, and consequently of the laws of war, varies. While having a
common source lying within a structure of exploitation, concrete wars and military
conflicts come into being not just any time but only in the presence of a certain
alignment of class and political forces, in response to certain activities of these
classes and political forces, and at a certain level of development of internal

and international contradictions.

Today the acuity of antagonistic contradictions, the nonuniformity of economic and
political development of imperialist states, and the desire of aggressive circles
to eliminate socialism, to strangle the international workers movement and the
struggle of national liberation of peoples make up the objective basis for the
probability of a given war. Whether a war arises or it is prevented, however, de-
pends on the nature and purposefulness of social forces interested in the given war
on one hand, and on the opposition offered by forces fighting against this war on
the other; it would also depend on a number of additional circumstancce as well.

If the contradictions become so acute that they must be resolved, the forms and
methods of the resolution would depend on the equality achieved in the functions

of political forces. The simultaneous influence of contradictions and of different
political forces and social trends interested and not interested in war, which
superimpose over one another, leads either to the start of war or to its prevention.

Tnasmuch as ideological elements are contained within the mechanism of manifesta-
tion of these laws, intentional preparations for war have their roots in more than
just material elements. Such preparations are associated with a number of socio-
political, moral-psychological, and ideological factors, upon which they rely and
which they utilize as the conditions of war. Conditions only make the action of
causes possible. They create an alignment of forces that would be advantageous or
disadvantageous to war, and a situation that is more convenient or less convenient
to military action--that is, they predetermine the concrete form in which a war
arises.

The operation of laws governing arisal of wars is also associated with various sorts
of random events which usually serve as the grounds for starting a war. Random
events always have secondary significance, but their influence may change
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significantly. The actions of reactionary imperialist forces aimed at maintaining
and aggravating tension in international relations make random events play a larger
role in the arisal of war. We know that the cold war climate, the atmosphere of
militant psychosis and the incitement of terror in the face of the "Red threat",
fabricated by the proponents of a “"preventive strike" against the socialist countries,
broadened the stage for manifestation of random events capable of leading to world
war. This danger was deepened by presence of nuclear missiles in the hands of
aggressive circles. As the reserves of nuclear missiles rise, the probability of
various chance events increases.

After evoking a concrete war to life, the laws governing arisal of war give way to
laws which can be classified as structural-functional laws and as developmental
laws. They define the course of the war as a particular social system.

The fact that war does not interrupt the previous policy of classes and states
(coalitions), and that it is instead a continuation of this policy by different,
violent means, signifies that all of the social laws do not stop operating in a war.
This is primarily true of the most general sociological law: The means of material
production predetermine the social, political, and spiritual processes occurring in
general. Economic laws, the laws of the class struggle in antagonistic societies,
and laws regulating the political and spiritual life of states and peoples continue
to function. If socialist society is compelled to enter a war, its laws and its
motive forces will continue to operate as well.

In addition, exercise of the policy of classes and states by violent means, and the
consequent transition of society from a state of peace to a state of war, are asso-
ciated with change in the ways all laws of social development manifest themselves,
with change in the role each one of them plays, and with manifestation of new laws
that operate only at times of war. Lenin emphasized that "class contradictions that
tear the people apart will continuously exist and manifest themselves in wartime, in
war, in the attributes of war."% oOther forms of social relations in warring states
also continue to exist and begin to manifest themselves with warlike attributes.
Consequently the laws of social life also continue to function with warlike attri-
butes. The duel between the sides, the competition of their material and spiritual
forces, makes an imprint on the way these laws manifest themselves.

Arisal of a new system of relations between states and peoples during war signifies
the action of a certain system of laws differing from those of peacetime, ones
which have come to be called the laws of the course and outcome or a war. The most
important of these is the law of the dominant role of the political goals of war.
"The nature of the political goal has the decisive influence upon the conduct of
war...,"lb wrote Lenin in his commentary on the book "On War" by Clausewitz. This
law influences all aspects of war, since policy predetermines the nature of war,
and its essence. The degree to which military violence is used, the scope and
severity of the armed struggle, and the nature of the life of the states and the
alliances of coalitions depend on political goals.

Policy determines: the order and power of strategic and operational thrusts at the
enemy, and the steps to be taken in strengthening alliances within one's coalition;
the general strategic plan of the war, having the objective of the fastest possible
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defeat of the enemy, or a protracted struggle leading to the enemy's exhaustion.
After the strategic possibilities are considered, policy is structured depending on
the rate and intensity required of military actions, and on the forces and resources
that must be mobilized in order to achieve the objectives. In this case not only
is policy based on the goals of the given war, but it also takes account of the

- objectives of postwar reconstruction, and it subordinates these objectives to the

- conduct of the war.

During a war, the opposing states act in accordance with their political goals.

As an example the unjust, aggressive, reactionary policy of fascist Germany in World
War II was predetermined by its adventuristic blitzkreig strategy and barbarian
tactics. On the other hand the just, revolutionary policy of the USSR was the
product of the progressive, scientific nature of our military strategy and the de-
cisive but concurrently humane actions of the army. This policy was what unified
all of the forces of the Soviet people and mobilized them to repel the enemy.

The law named above is organically associated with the law of the defining role of
the relationship .between the material and spiritual forces of the warring sides.
Quantitative and qualitative indicators of the relationship of these forces pre-
determine the possibilities of the sides for conducting the war and for winning it,
the duration and costs of the war, the feasibility of the political and military
goals, and so on. This law manifests itself in the fact that, first, the relation-
ship between material and spiritual forces is the result of preceding development
of the states and depends on the goals of this development, and second, it in turn
draws the boundaries of the activities of the dueling classes, states, and coali-
tions, and the limits of their choice of goals and decisions. Reflecting the state
of the economy and science, and the level of moral-political and ideological factors,
- this relationship of forces predetermines the basic direction in which the objective

processes of war will unfold, their probable rate, the forms they take, and their

results. The action of this law was confirmed by the victory of the USSR and other
\ progressive forces over fascist Germany and militant Japan in World War II.

The law of the defining role of the political goals of war and the law of the
defining role of the relationship between the forces of the warring sides influence
the main characteristics of a war: its sociopolitical nature, and its dynamics
(course and outcome). Because the action of each of these laws intertwines closely
with the other (the political content of a war has an influence on its outcome and
on the relationship of forces, while in turn, the latter influences the political
content and goals of the war), both of these laws are essentially .two facets of

- another, more-general law--the basic law of war. This is the law of the defining
influence of the political content of a war and the relationships of the forces

of the sides upon the nature, course, and outcome of the war.

And in fact, on their own the political goals (and, equally so, the relationship

of forces) do not predestine the course and outcome of a war; they simply manifest
themselves in the actions of the masses and troops and in military and political
leadership. The laws of war and development of military affairs may be understood
only if all of the factors listed here are accounted for. It stands to reason that
the military and political goals and the relationship of forces are not independent
in each concrete moment; instead, they are predetermined by concrete, objective
causes: economic, moral, sociopolitical, scientific, and specifically military,

as well as by the conditions (geographic, meteorological, and others) in which

128

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4




APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

the war proceeds. The basic law allows us to reveal the general, highly complex
trend of the war, to see its deep ties with the laws of the dueling social systems
better, and to reveal more fully the significant premise that every concrete act
of war (battle, engagement, operation, and so on) is characterized by its own
political goals and its own relationship of forces. The basic law of war can be
categorized simultaneously as a structural-functional and a developmental law.

The Marxist-Leninist teaching also concerns itself with more-concrete laws of the
course and outcome of a war, implied by the basic law of war. They include, for
example, the law of the dependence of war on the relationship of the economic forces
of the warring states (coalitions). This law reveals to us that the possibilities

of the dueling sides, the organization of the troops and the state as a whole, and that
the methods of the war depend on economic preconditions, as do victory and defeat.
The economic possibilities of warring states (coalitions) reflect themselves
generally in the economic potential (factor), which is predetermined by the possi-

_ bilities of material production, the economic system of the society, and its
political structure. The capacity states (coalitions) have for satisfying the
material demands of society and producing the required weapons depends on the

level and nature of productive forces and on the degree to which they correspond
with production relationships. This dependence expresses itself in the quantity and
quality of weapons and military equipment produced, which in turn determines the
scale of the military actions, their nature, and the war strategy. This law revealed
itself clearly in the first and second world wars, as well as in local wars of the
modern era.

A qualitatively new relationship between economics and the course of military
actions revealed itself in wars of the 20th century, especially the world wars.
While in the wars of previous centuries the material needs of the armed forces were
satisfied basically with previously accumulated weapons, military equipment, and
other materiel, mobilization of all industry, transportation, agriculture, and

all material resources was found to be necessary for victory over the enemy in the
first and second world wars. The favorable outcome of war depended in many ways
on how effectively the existing economic possibilities were utilized to initiate
massive, continually growing arms production and to maintain military-technical
superiority over the enemy.

Presence of nuclear missiles today significantly increases and complicates the
dependence of victory and defeat on the relationship of economic forces. Were im-
perialism to unleash a nuclear missile war, it would require maxinum exertion from
the national economy, a high rate of development, high mobility, high viability,
and sensible geographic distribution. The relationship between the material re-
sources of war and human resources, the reserves of raw materials and energy, and
so on will have tremendous significance. 1In turn, these relationships will depend
on the nature of the social and political structure. The experience of wars in
defense of the socialist fatherland, and mainly the Great Patriotic War of the Soviet
Union, demonstrated that the socialist means of production has enormous advantages
over the capitalist means in providing the resources of conflict to a war.

Closely tied in with the law above is the law of the dependence of the course and

outcome of a war on the relationship of the scientific potentials of the warring
sides. Scientific and technical achievements influence the military power of a
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state, the fighting power of its armed forces, znd the fate of the war through the
methods and forms of preparation and conduct of the armed conflict, and its

_ support with new military equipment, weapons, and other materiel. Science, and
primarily materialized science, influences the spiritual world of a war's partici-~
pants. In the situation of the present scientific-technical revolution, in which
science has been transformed into a direct productive force, into an important factor

- of social progress, and in which it is penetrating more and more deeply into all
spheres of social life, maintaining superiority in scientific potential is acquiring
extremely important significance to victory over the enemy.

Great is the role of the law of the dependence of the course and outcome of a war
on the relationship of social and moral~political forces and possibilities of the
warring states (coalitions). It manifests itself in the influence the social and
state structure of the warring sides, the social structure of the society, the re-
lationship between class forces, and the nature of institutions of the superstructure
has upon the course and outcome of the war. This dependence of war on social and

= moral-political forces and on the possibilities of the warring states (coalitions)

- was stated in general form by V. I. Lenin: "In all war, victory depends in the
final analysis on the morale of the masses which shed their blood on the field of
battle."!® In modern warfare, where states representing opposing social systems
possess a large arsenal of powerful weapons, the role of social and moral-political
factors in achieving victory over the enemy grows significantly.

_ The level and state of social possibilities and of the moral-political forces of
the people and army are predetermined by the nature of economic relations, the
social and state structure, the ideology dominating within the society, and the
political goals of the war. The more fully these factors reflect the fundamental
interests of the popular masses and the demands of social progress, the higher is
the morale of the people in the army and the greater are the possibilities for
- victory in war. The ideological, moral-political, and psychological preparedness
of the masses has a significant influence on moral-political forces. The superiority
of the moral-political forces of the socialist countries is the product of the truly
popular nature of their state government, their socioeconomic structure, their
- scientific, Marxist-Leninist ideology, and the consistent policy of the communist
and workers parties. Socialist states fight only just wars of liberation, which
multiplies their spiritual strengths.

The law of the dependence of the course and outcome of a war on the relationship

of military forces (potentials) of the dueling sides operates on the basis of the
laws indicated above, and in organic unity with them. The economic, moral-political,
scientific, and specifically military possibilities of the warring states (coalitions)
are focused in the relationship between their military forces. Victory and defeat

in war, its course, and its final outcome are associated with the relationships
between the fighting power of the armed forces and the possibilities of military
mobilization of the opposing sides.

Thus all significant processes of war are governed by laws of the dependence of

the course and outcome of a war on the political goals, the relationship of economic,
scientific, social, moral-political, and specifically military forces and possi-—
bilities of the war's participants. Because different forms of struggle are employed
in a war, and because each of them develops according to both general and intrinsic

laws, the laws of armed struggle (military actions) play a special role.
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Discussing military actions, Engels emphasized that "After the order for military
actions to begin is issued, military movements at sea and on land subordinate
themselves no longer to the desires and plans of diplomats, but to their own

laws, which cannot be violated without endangering the entire expedition."17
Marxist classicists devoted great attention to the laws of the armed uprising (the

- art of the offensive, creation of superiority of forces, operational leadership of
an uprising, mastery of the technique of an uprising), which is a variant of
armed struggle in general, and which at the same time subordinates itself to its
own unique laws. These premises are still significant today. A conclusion formu-

- lated by Lenin in his description of the 1905-1907 revolution has fundamental
significance to our understanding of these premises: "In order to assess the
revolution in a truly Marxist way, from the point of view of dialectical materialism,
we would need to assess it as a struggle between living social forces placed in
particular objective conditions, acting in a particular way, and employing parti-
cular forms of struggle with greater or lesser success. To the Marxists, an evalua-
tion of the technical aspect of the struggle, its technical issues, would be perti-
nent and, moreover, necessarg following such analysis.and, naturally, only on the
basis of such an analysis."!

The laws of armed struggle predetermine the scope and nature of military actions,
the forms and methods of their conduct, the basic direction of the armed struggle's
development, and its results. These laws primarily include the law of the de-
pendence of armed struggle on military goals, and the law of the dependence of
armed struggle on the relationship of the fighting power of the troops of the
. dueling sides. In the final analysis, military goals derive from political goals.
They are embodied in strategic and operational objectives, in the type of troop
groupings employed, in the succession and directions of strikes on the enemy, in
the interaction between arms and services, in the support given to the troops, and
_ so on. The law of the dependence of armed struggle on the relationship of the
fighting power of the troops expresses an objective trend in the struggle's
development in favor of the side which is superior. However, this does not exclude
the possibility that in certain cases the side with the lesser fighting power may
win. An advantage in fighting power creates only a possibility for victory, which
must still be realized. The main role is played -in this by the artfulness of the
commander, and by the conscious and competent activities of all personnel.

Another law of armed struggle is the dependence of the effectiveness of troop
combat activity on the correspondence of the forces and resources and the methods
of their application to the set goals (missions) and to the evolved situation.

In modern wars, where swift and often sudden changes in the situaticn have become
the rule, it is important to employ tactics which correspond to the fullest not
only to the situation that has already evolved, but also to those goals and that
situation which may be foreseen.

The influence of the goals and resources of armed struggle on its methods and on
- the results can be seen especially clearly today. Appearance of nuclear weapons
and the latest military technology has naturally produced a change in the methods
of military actions. Victory is directly dependent today on whether or not the
army possesses a sufficient quantity of modern weapons, mainly nuclear missiles,
and whether or not it possesses adequately trained commanders and common soldiers
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- capable of assimilating and effectively using modern weapons, and competently
finding and utilizing the suitable forms of military actionms.

Brmed struggle is also subordinated to the law of correspondence of military actions
at different levels (correspondence of tactical to operational, operational to
strategic, and strategic actions to the overall course of the war), and of mutual
dependence of these actions. As the resources of armed struggle develop, changes
also occur in the nature of mutual relationships existing between military actions
at different levels. While in former times actions at the tactical and operational
levels always set the stage for the strategic results, in modern war involving the
use of nuclear missiles.against the enemy's vitally important economic, political,
and military objectives, strategic military actions acquire the decisive role in
relaticn to the military actions of lower scale and to the war as a whole.

There is great significance to the law of the unity of troop military actions in _
time and in space in terms of achieving certain military-political goals. This

law expresses the significant relationships arising in the pursuit of a common goal -
by different arms and services, during military actions on land, at sea, and in

the air.

Another law of armed struggle is nonuniformity of the distribution of forxces and
resources in the troop combat formation (tactical order of battle). This law mani-
fests itself practically as the principle of concentrating the main efforts of the
troops in the decisive sector or on the decisive axis. Lenin turned his attention
to this law. He wrote: "Having an overwhelming preponderence of forces at the
decisive point in the decisive moment is a 'law' of military success which is also
a law of political success...."19

Viewing the laws of war as a system, we should note that the areas of their action
are not all the same. There are laws having the entire war as a social phenomenon
as their sphere of action. Other laws manifest themselves only in armed struggle.

. This is a consequence of qualitative differences in the relationships inherent to
each of the levels of the war process. However, all laws of war influence war not
in isolation and not independently of one another, but as a certain combination,

- exhibiting certain mutual relationships. ,

= The laws of war predetermine the outcome of a war by the simple fact that they
govern the course of a war. This pertains chiefly to the most general laws, those
operating within the sphere of action of armed forces, classes, and popular masses.
In addition to these laws, laws expressing the historical inevitability of triumph
of the new over the old manifest themselves and operate in war. Important among
these is a law stating that from a historic perspective, victory belongs to that

- side which represents a new, more-progressive social and economic structure and

which effectively utilizes the possibilities inherent to this structure. Marx

pointed this out earlier in his analysis of war in the period of feudalism's super-

session by capitalism, which was a more-progressive structure in comparison with

- the preceding socioeconomic formation. This premise, that the new will naturally
be victorious over the old, is all the more valid in relation to wars fought in
the defense of socialism, which has opened the road to liberty and happiness for
all peoples, and promoted unprecedented all-out social progress.
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Examining the principles of the victory over Kolchak during the foreign military
intervention and civil war in Russia, Lenin made the extremely important theoreti-
cal conclusion that "From a historic standpoint, that class which can lead the
popular masses wins."20  ge emphasized that victory in war belongs to that side
which enjoys the advantage in reserves, in the sources of power, and in the moral
qualities of the masses. The action of this law was brilliantly confirmed by the
world-historic victories of the Soviet people in fierce battles against enemies of
the socialist fatherland.

3. The Dependence of the Laws of War on History

The Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army, which recognizes that war is
subordinated to specific laws, also accounts for the fact that these laws are
historically dependent, that they experience changes as social life develops. In

a concrete historic situation some laws leave the stage while others come into being;
laws that had formerly dwelled in the shadows moved to the forefront, and vice versa.
Together with change in the phenomena of war, the ways its laws manifest themselves
change as well, these ways may not be the same for wars of different types and forms
(for example in wars between imperialist states and in civil wars between the
proletariat and bourgeoisie).

As an example the transition from feudalism to capitalism significantly "amended"
the conditions for the arisal and conduct of wars, and consequently the action of
the laws of war. These changes were associated with formation of new economic and
sociopolitical relations, and with creation of a new army and new technical re-
sources for the conduct of military actions. Describing such processes in the

time of the French bourgeois revolution, ILenin wrote: "In the same way that the
people of the French Revolution exhibited a level of revolutionary energy which had
not been seen for centuries, in the war of the late 18th century they displayed the
same sort of tremendous revolutionary creativity, revamping the entire system of
strategy, breaking with all of the old laws and customs of war, and creating, in
place of the old troops, a new, revolutionary, peoples army and a new style of
warfare."21

Later on, the way the system of the laws of war manifested itself changed in
connection with capitalism's attainment of its last, imperialist stage, as a result
of which the soil for arisal of world wars was created. New important relationships
began to operate between states contained within the same coalitica, on the basis
of world economic and political relations. These relationships became obvious as
early as in World War I, but their intensity grew.even greater and they acquired
new traits in World War II. Moreover one of the coalitions of World War II--the
anti-Nazi coalition--evolved out of states having opposing social systems, socialist
and capitalist. The action of new motive forces and contradictions generated by

the era, and consequently new laws made their influence fully known in the military
duel between the coalitions.

New types and forms of war appeared in.the modern era, and together with them new
laws of war. These new laws displaced some which were not in keeping with the new
conditions. Thus the system of laws of civil war applicable to the war between the
proletariat and bourgeoisie in Russia could not remain at the same level as the
system of laws applicable to, for example, the Russo~Japanese war of 1904-1905,
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which was an unjust war on both sides. In contrast to the latter, an entirely
different alignment of forces with special interests evolved in the civil war of

- 1918-1920: At one pole were the laboring masses headed by the working class,
pursuing just, progressive goals, and the other pole was represented by the
internal counterrevolution, actively supported by international imperialism. The

- goals of the young Soviet state's domestic and foreign enemies were unjust and re-
actionary. Intense military actions on the fronts were accompanied by the action
of Red partisans in the rear of the White Guards and interventionists, and by sharp
class skirmishes in the cities and towns. The trocp strength of the warring sides
changed quickly, and the relationship of forces was extremely dynamic.

"The goal of the civil war," noted V. I. Lenin in 1916, "is to take the banks,
factories, plants, and so on, to annihilate every possibility of the bourgeoisie
for resistance, to exterminate its troops. But this goal would be unattainable
from a purely military, and economic, or a political point of view without con-
current introduction and sgread of democracy through our troops and our ‘rear' in
the course of such a war."2? The leader of the Communist Party felt that for the
proletariat to be victorious in the civil war, all democratic institutions and
feelings would have to be used against the bourgeoisie. He emphasized that im-
perialist war "unites and 'molds' people into a coalition by means of coercion and
financial dependence. We, in our civil war against the bourgeoisie, will unite and
_ mold the people not by the force of the ruble, not by the force of the club, and
not by coercicn, but through voluntary consent, through the solidarity of the
laborers against the exploiters.“23

The Communist Party competently directed the energy of the laborers toward the
defeat of their enemies. It brought new motive forces into action and effectively
utilized new laws of war.

Great October, which initiated a new era of history, also had an influence of un-
precedented proporticns upon the conditions of arisal and conduct of wars. The
birth and consolidation of socialism altered the relationship of forces in the
international arena, raised the issue of a new type of relations between states,
caused a fundamental change in the position of the classes, a change which defined
the orientation of historic development, and altered the factors of warfare: a
fundamentally new type of army was created, new relationships were formed between
the front and the rear, and the people displayed powerful revolutionary creativity.
A new revolutionary means of warfare was instituted in the war in defense of the
socialist fatherland through the creativity of the people and their army. Typical
traits of this new means of warfare include decisiveness of political and military
goals, a firm line toward the total defeat of the enemy, highly aggressive actions,
an offensive spirit, selflessness, and mass heroism of the socialist fatherland's
defenders, monolithic unity of the army and people and of the people and party,

- and Communist Party leadership of the war.

The form in which the entire system of the laws of war manifested themselves became
- different as well. It would be sufficient to note that the ties existing between
the front and rear in socialist and capitalist societies differ fundamentally,
inasmuch as different social motive forces operate under socialism and capitalism.
In a.time of war, a socialist country transforms into a single military camp,
- welded together by the common goals of the whole people. Such unity is impossible
in a bourgeois society, with its antagonistic contradictions. )
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The relationship between the content of war, especially world war, and the basic
traits of the era has deepened considerably, making the law of the growing role

of the popular masses more intense in its action. 1In turn, the involvement of
tremendous popular masses in war raises the role of the struggle between classes

in capitalist states, of a closer combination of the national and international
objectives of the proletariat, and of unification of the goals of national libera-
tion with the social and class interests of the laborers. All of this has produced
new factors in the action of the laws of war, which was demonstrated bv the history
of World War I, the civil war in Russia, and World War II.

Wars of the subsequent period were not an exception either. The war in Vietnam
showed that nothing today can break the will of people fighting for their legal
rights and enjoying support of countries of the socialist fraternity and all
progressive mankind. The dependence of the laws of war on history was confirmed
once again in the wars of the Near East. This can be se=n mainly in the growing
role of progressive forces, the nature of international relations, and the inter-
national climate witnessed at the end of local wars. The victory of one side and
the defeat of another in a local war depend organically on the relationship each
of these sides has to the corresponding international social forces, and on the
general progress of resolving the issues of war and peace.

Formation and comsolidation of the world socialist fraternity and continual change
in the relationship of forces in the international arena in the favor of the forces
of peace, democracy, and socialism are exerting a tremendous influence on the
entire course of human society's development, including upon change in the condi-
tions for the action of the laws governing arisal of wars, world war primarily.
This highly important factor restricts the possibilities of imperialism for imple~
menting its reactionary policy by violent means even more. At the same time the
dynamically changing relationship of forces in the world is also predestining
change in the forms in which the laws of war manirest themselves.

The dependence of the laws of war on history exvresses itself graphically in the
change experienced bv laws definina the methods and forms of armed struagle. This
is understandable, since swift change in the material prerequisites of warfare and
the significant changes occurring in the sociopolitical and ideological relation-
ships between states and classes are having a direct influence on military equip-
ment and weapons, and on the moral-combat qualities and strength of the troops.
New methods and forms of armed struggle are not "a free creation of the mind".
_ "...the influence of brilliant military leaders," Engels wrote, "is restricted in
the best case to adapting the methods of warfare to newv weapons and to new warriors.2Y
In turn, new weapons and new warriors bring new methods of conducting military
actions into being.

Swift development of the material conditions of warfare and improvement of

military affairs are the product of swift growth of productive forces and scientific
achievements. As a result we see the appearance of qualitatively new military
technoloqy and,. together with it, new methods and forms of armed struagle.

Evidence of this can be found in World War II, during which the mass use of

primarily tanks and aviation imparted tremendous scope, fluidity, and mobility to
the armed struggle.
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- The modern revolution in military affairs has had and continues to have a signi-
ficant influence on the laws of war. 1Its principal influence is that of funda-
mentally and qualitatively changing the methods and forms of armed struggle and

of war in general due to introduction of nuclear missiles and other modern military
equipment. These methods and forms of struggle differ fundamentally from those
existing previously, though many of the latter's characteristics and elements

have been retained.

Change in the forms and methods of armed struggle depending on the level of
military technology can be seen in any military action. The "mechanism" of this
dependence can be described as follows: New military technology necessarily dis-
places old technology, but this does not occur right away, and for a certain time
the old and the new coexist. At first the new technology is usually employed
within the framework of the old methods of action, but on achieving a certain
degree of perfection and on being stockpiled to a particular level, it begins to
force a change in the methods of conflict. 0ld technology is not abandoned right
, away. It continues to have secondary functions for some time after, and its use
is subordinated to the new methods of military action.

Such are the laws of the arisal, course, and outcome of wars. They permit us to
understand the extent to which the political and military goals forwarded by warring
- classes, states, and coalitions are consistent with their possibilities for con-
ducting war and achieving victory, they permit us to see how wars are associated
with the basic sociopolitical trends of historic progress, and they give us an
indication of the decisive direction in the development of military affairs de-
- pending on the scientific-technical revolution, the general relationship between
social forces, and other objective factors.

z Change in the nature of socioceconomic and political contradictions, in the sources
and conditions of war, and in the resources and methods of armed struggle inevitably
elicits change in the objective laws of war. Careful consideration of these changes
and deep analysis of the laws of war, the forms of their manifestation, and the
principles of military development and art of war implied by them would be the

most important prerequisites for successful fulfillment of the complex and important
tasks of socialism's armed defense by Soviet military personnel.

FOOTNOTES

1. The categories "“zakon" [law] and "zakonomernost'" [conformity with a law] are
closely associated, and they have similar characteristics. The concept
" zakonomernost'" is broader than the concept “zakon"; it expresses the general
trend of aprocess, and the fact that a law lies at its basis. The category
nzakon" is a concrete expression of a wyakonomernost'", and it is often used
as a synonym of it. [To make things simple, I have chosen to translate both
terms as "law"--Translator]

2. sSee for example Marks, K., and Engel's, F., "Soch." [Works], Vol 10, p 1;
Lenin, V. I., "Poln. sobr. soch.” [Complete Collected Works], Vol 34, pp 382-383.
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CHAPTER IX
A STATE'S MILITARY POWER, ITS MATERIAL AND SPIRITUAL ELEMENTS

The course and outcome of a war are determined by the relationship between the
forces of the warring sides. "Relationship of forces" is a general concept. It
is given concrete expression mainly through the category "a state's (coalition's)

- military power". The Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army analyzes the
content of military power and its elements, and it reveals the ways the militarv
power of a state forms in accordance with the basic trends of history, and develop-
ment of the state itself and military affairs.

1. fThe Essence and Role of a State's Military Power

The concept "military power" is broadly employed in science. In bourgeois theory,
this category has predominantly a military-technical nature, and in philosophical
and methodological respects it is based on different types and degreés of idealism
and metaphysics. Although many Western militarv theorists and sociologists include
not only specifically military but also economic, political, and other factors in
the concept of a state's military power, these factors are interpreted one-sidedly.
Thus the explanation of military power is also generally incomplete and unscientific.

In opposition to bourgeois viewpoints, Marxist-Leninist science has developed a
definition of militarv power based on dialectical materialism. It reflects a
certain aspect of the social realities, and it is consistent with the laws of social

- development. According to this definition, military power is a phenomenon dependent,
in the final analysis, on economic preconditions, while on the surface it is de~
pendent upon sd>cial relations, state policy, and military strength itself.

Analyzing the nature of a state's military power, Engels turned special attention
to the fact that in bourgeois societX, the armed forces are in the hands of the
exploiters, and not the proletariat. The effectiveness with which military power
is used was associated bv Enaels with the level of social develooment. He wrote
that "The countrv eniovina the hiaher level of civilization receives the advantaage
in military respects...."?

v. I. Lenin also felt that the state at the higher level of social progress possesses
objective advantages in the military arca as well. On the eve of Great October, he
wrote: "The defense capabilities and military power of a country with nationalized
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banks are greater than those of a country whose banks remain in private hands.
1ne military power of a peasant country in which the land is in the hands of peasant
committees is greater than that of a country of landlord propexty rights.“3

Lenin assessed the military power of the newly-born socialist state in the difficult
conditions of foreign military intervention and civil war with a consideration for

the alignment of social forces and their activities, and new social relations detex-
mined (in the final analysis) by the level of development and nature of productive

forces. He laid special emphasis on the dependence of military power on the activity
of popular masses: "A country cannot be made defensible without exceptional heroism
on the part of a people engaged in bold, decisively great economic transformations.""

Guiding itself by the Marxist-Leninst teaching, the Communist Party developed the
theory of military power and implemented it in the interests of dependably protecting
the socialist fatherland against imperialist aggressors. In its creation and re-
inforcement of the military power of the Soviet state, the Communist Party accounted
and continues to account for the nature of possible war and the military power of
our allies and probable enemies.

Military power is commonly viewed in military science as the set of a society's
real material and spiritual possibilities utilized by a class or the state with

the purpose of waging war or completing other international and domestic tasks in-
volving the use of armed force. Military power is embodied dirxectly within the army
of the state, within its capability for serving as an instrument of policy.

It is entirely obvious that the military power of different states may differ. This
can be explained by the fact that one country may differ from another in its socio-
economic and political structure, its material and spiritual potentials, the quantity
and quality of its human resources, armament, and combat equipment, the size of
its territory, and so on. Nor does the military power of the same state remain the
same forever. Under different historic conditions it may either increase or de-
crease, and it may perform different functions depending on economic and socio-
political changes occurring within the given country or in states opposing it. But
despite all of this, the qualitative and quantitative aspects of military power are
always socially dependent; military power has a social essence and role. While it
is a variable, it does assume a sufficiently definite value at every concrete moment
in time. Military power reveals itself the most fully in war. It is precisely at
this time that the true magnitude and nature of militarv power reveal themselves,
and that we begin to clearly see which of its elements are stable and which are
unable to pass the test.

If we are to arrive at a scientific assessment of a state's (coalition’s) military
power, we would have to first of all reveal its class membership and the true purpose,
function, and place it has within the system of social relations, as well as its
dependence upon these relations.

Three tvoes of a countrv's militaryv power mav be distinquished in accordance with

the social nature of states of the modern world: 1) imperialist, 2) socialist, and
3) developing.
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The military power of imperialist states has a reactionary essence stemming from

the social nature of imperialism. The basic traits of imperialism were described

by V. I. Lenin. His evaluation also applies to the social essence of the military

power of imperialist countries. Lenin wrote: "...imperialism..., due to its funda-
- mental economic properties..., is distinguished by the least regard for peace and

liberty, and by the greatest and universal development of militancy."5 Reaction

in all respects is a political feature of imperialism, Lenin emphasized.6 Under

imperialism, the capitalist state transforms into a committee controlling the affairs

of the monopolist bourgeoisie, which has no wish to share political power with other

classes. Concentrating economic domination and political power within its hands,

it thus maintains a monopolv over the administration and militarv ovower of the

countrv.

The followina circumstances have a great influence upon the military power of im-
perialist states viewed as a factor of social life, and upon the nature and role of
this power. First there is the deepening convergence of monopolies and the state
administration, especially in the form of a military-industrial complex. Second
there is the further increase in the reactionary nature of imperialism's foreign
- policy, which reflects a further deepening of the general crisis of capitalism.
The 25th CPSU Congress emphasized that the instability of capitalism is becoming
increasingly more obvious.’ The crisis in capitalist economics has intimately inter-
twined with the political, moral, and spiritual crisis. All of today's realities
confirm with new force that capitalism is a society without a future. Imperialism
is trying to halt this universal crisis by reassuring its military-political blocs,
intensifying the arms race, and activating reactionary policy. Activation of the
forces of reaction and militarism is making growth of imperialism's military power
especially dangerous. The facts show that the use to which imperialist states,
especially the USA, have put their tremendous military power, both within their own
- countries and beyond, has a counterrevolutionary antihumanitarian nature.

- Military power is used within imperialist states by the ruling classes to support
and strengthen their domination, to crush the resistance of laborers struggling
against exploitation and oppression, and to influence all strata of the population
against the omnipotence of the monopolies.

The foreign policy role played by the military power of imperialist states has
always expressed and continues to express their expansionist desires and their
- aggressive course in relation to other peoples and countries, mainly the socialist
- states. It is used mainly in the conduct of unjust, predatory wars. Thus in World
Wwar I the imperialist states used their enormous military power with the goal of
reapportioning the already-divided world. Following the victory of the socialist
revolution in our country, imperialism's military power acquired primarily an anti-
Soviet orientation. During World War II the military power of states in the fascist
bloc--the most aggressive striking force of imperialism offering the greatest danger
to world civilization--was launched mainly against the Soviet Union, as well as
against the common democratic achievements of other countries. Following World
War II the military power of the imperialist states was aimed mainly against the
USSR and other countries of the socialist fraternity, and against the international
workers and national liberation movements.
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_ A typical trait revealing the social role of the military power of imperialist
states in the present situation is unification of this power into a supernational
entity. The power of different states had been combined in this way before, but
never on such a scale and with such a social danger as today.

Unification of the military power of imperialist states is the product of their
- economic and political essence. It is simultaneously associated with the scientific-
technical revolution and with the revolution in military affairs. In organizational
. terms, this unification expresses itself mainly as NATO and other aggressive im-
perialist military-political blocs. The combined military power of imperialist
states is extremely great, and it is a great threat to peace and social progress.

The military power of imperialism is directly opposite in its nature and role to

_ the military power of socialist states. In socialist countries, militarv power
was transferred to the hands of the working class for the first time in mankind's
history. As the socialist state underwent development, the degree of social control
over this military power increased. Under developed socialism, military power is
within the hands of all the people, with the working class playing the leading role.

Fundamental change in class control of a state's military power resulting from the
victory of a socialist revolution predetermines a qualitative change in the role
of this power--in socialist society it serves the progress of history.

From the standpoint of internal development of a socialist state, the latter's
military power is used in the period of transition, in the period of dictatorship
of the proletariat, to suppress the resistance of overthrown classes of exploitation
attempting to take the power away from the laborers and restore a capitalist struc-
ture. Consequently the internal orientation of a socialist country's military
power is a temporary phenomenon. After socialism is fully developed, only the
external factor--imperialism and its aggressive policy--makes it necessary for the
state's military power to continue to exist and function.

In light of the existing external conditions, the role of a socialist state's
military power is to dependably protect the revolutionary achievements of the
laborers and offer a decisive repulse to transgressions by imperialist aggressors.
This is its principal and permanent mission, as substantiated by Lenin's teaching
on defense of the socialist fatherland. Even prior to the socialist revolution
in Russia, Lenin wrote that the victorious proletariat will have to be ready to

- wage a war in defense of the socialist fatherland, and that it wili have to gossess
everything necessary for defense against the bourgeoisie of other countries.

The military power of the socialist state, which was created by the Soviet people
in the 1920's-1930's, found itself strong enough to perform its historic missions.
It aided in the repulsion of fascist aggression, and in the defeat of the fascist
bloc. Not only were the achievements of socialism preserved, but also the possi-
bilities for socialism's development were broadened and the prerequisites for
formation of a world socialist system were created. Today the Soviet Union and
other countries of the socialist fraternity possess forces and resources entirely

_ sufficient to annihilate any aggressor who might dare transgress upon their revolu-
tionary achievements.
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The military power of a socialist country is international in nature. This premise
follows from the international essence of the socialist rewolution, and from the
unique features of the class struggle going on in the international arena.

The development of socialism and communism in individual countries is an international
matter, as is its defense. If we are to strengthen our ties with international socialism,
it is vitally important for us "to defend the socialist fatherland. He who scoffs
defense of a country in which the proletariat has already won destroys his ties

with international socialism."? The experience of history shows us that the great
military power of the socialist states is a dependable guarantee of the development

of socialism in individual countries and in the entire socialist fraternity.

The military power of socialist states plays an important role in maintaining
favorable international conditions for constantly enlarging the national libera-
tion movement and insuring the progress of young developing states assuming a non-
capitalist path of development.

The military power of the socialist states has the purpose of averting world war,
preserving universal peace, and protecting world civilization. This is reflected by
the new alignment of social forces in the international arena. The tremendous danger
to the progress of history created by the military power of imperialism imposes
special responsibility to mankind upon the socialist countries in their struggle
for peace throughout the world. Being a resource of the policy of socialism's
defense and of the policy of peaceful coexistence between states with different social
structures, the military power of the socialist states consequently guarantees pro-

- tection of world civilization. L. I. Brezhnev said: "Our power is the bulwark of

. peace for all who fight against the threat of a new world war. Protecting socialism
and peace, we protect the future of manking."10

The great military power of the socialist countries, and mainly the Soviet Union,
restrains the possibilities of imperialism for unleashing new aggressive local wars,
and especially a world nuclear war, This is precisely why imperialism can no longer

- arbitrarily decide the fate of the world. The present level of the military power

- of states in the socialist fraternity, which is high enough to restrain any aggressor,
forces the ruling circles of the imperialist countries to assess the world situation
and the trends in international relations more realistically. In their policy, they
are forced to reckon with the evolved balance of power in the world arena.

There is a significant amount of theoretical and practical interest in clarifying

_ the essence and functions of the military power of developing states. The purposes
served by the military power of these states can be conditionally subdivided into
three groups depending on the level of sociopolitical development, the nature of the
political regimes, and the domestic and foreign policies of these states.

- The first group includes the military power of countries in which political rule is
in the hands of revolutionary democrats closely associated with a growing working
class and with the peasants and urban petty bourgeoisie. A number of these countries
maintain a socialist orientation. Military power is used by them to defend their
national independence against imperialist aggressors, and to insure society's pro-
gressive economic and sociopolitical development. Among such states we can name
Algeria, Angola, Yemen, and others.
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The second group is made up of the military power of countries in which political
power is concentrated in the hands of a national bourgeoisie generally occupying
anticolonial positions. 1In these states the military power is intended, in terms

of its external function, for defense of state independence. Within the country,
however, it may be used for antipopular purposes, especially at times of aggravation
of the class struggle between laborers and exploiters. This is typical of some states
of South Asia, the Middle East, and Africa.

The third group includes the military power of developing countries in which the
political power is maintained by a bloc consisting of right-wing groupings of
national bourgeoisie and land-owners which maintains close ties with international
imperialism. The military power of these states is usually used as ameans for
implementing reactionary policy both within the country and outside it. We can cite
as an example South Korea, which was a coparticipant in the aggression of imperialist
states against the peoples of Indochina. This group of developing countries also
includes a number of states in Latin America.

The military power of developing countries is an important social force. The

balance of power on earth and the successes enjoyed by the champions of peace and
security in all the world and of prevention of a new world war depend to a signifi-
cant extent on the direction in which it develops and operates. Thus the broadly
developing movement for nonannexation, in which many developing states are now
participating, has already made a substantial contribution to social progress. It

is directed against imperialism and aggression, against colonialism and neocolonialism,
and it promotes further unification of forces fighting for peace, independence,
liberty, and the progress of nations.

Thus the military power of modern states is, by its social essence, an instrument
of the dominant class (of all the people in a state having a developed socialist
structure), intended to achieve certain political goals.

2. The Structure of Military Power, and the Dialectics of Its Elements

By understanding the social nature and role of a state's (coalition's) military power
from the standpoint of dialectical materialism, we are able to clarify the unique
features of its structure as well. The structure of military power and the dialec-
tics of its elements express general and specific features of the military activities
of peoples, classes, and parties in concrete historic conditions. On the general
side, we find that the actions of people, be they war preparations by aggressive
forces or preparations by peace-loving states to repel an aggressor's attack, and
actions occurring in the course of a war itself--always rest upon a material founda-
tion, upon the means of production, which is the sum of productive forces and pro-
duction relations.

But all practical activities of people have more than just a material side. They are
- permeated by the thoughts, feelings, and moods of the people--that is, by the
spiritual factor, which in turn never remains in "pure form", instead manifesting
itself in the concrete deeds of its bearers. Therefore we can validly refer to the
spiritual factor as the motive force of the practical activities of people. The
military history of peoples, classes, and states has demonstrated that the morale of
the troops and of all the people goes a long way to predetermine wvictory or defeat
in war.
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On the specific side of military power, we find that it reflects the class nature
of the state and that it is utilized by the ruling class (classes) in the interests
of achieving certain political goals. Military power without a class orientation

- cannot be created, and it cannot function.

In terms of its structure, military power is a system of economic, scientific,

social, moral-political, and specifically military potentials or factors. 1In the
interpretation used here, a potential expresses the quantitative and qualitative

possibilities of the economy, science, sociopolitical and ideological relations

and, of course, the armed forces of a state, which may be used in the conduct of -
war. DPossibilities that are realized, that are placed into action, are usually re-

ferred to as a factor. The degree to which possibilities are realized in relation

to concrete conditions naturally varies.

As with any system, military power is typified by an intrinsic organization, and -
interaction of its elements (potentials or factors). When viewed as a whole, it
possesses new qualities which its parts do not.

The foundation of military power is represented by the economic potential (factor),

“which is a representation of the sum of productive forces and social relations-- -

that is, the means of production. It predetermines the social and state structure

of the country, the policy and ideology of its classes and parties, and operation

of the entire society. Economic preconditions govern the relationship of forces

existing between states (coalitions) in peacetime, and they impart a certain orien-
- tation to-.the use of military power. While the economy of imperialist states is
oriented toward increasing military power to support a policy of aggression, the
economy of socialist countries supports enlargement of military power to be used
in behalf of development of socialism and communism, consolidation of peace, and re-
straint of the aggressor. It is the foundation of the state's defense capability.
The economic potential (factor) creates the conditions for satisfying the material
needs of the front and rear in times of war, and it has a decisive influence on the
- course and outcome of war.

productive forces use the economic potential (factor) to form the military power of
a state, mainly through the production of weapons, military equipment, food, and
other materials necessary to warfare. In addition it determines, through produc-
tion relations, the social and political possibilities of the society and its
spiritual life, and thus it influences the scientific, social, moral-political,

and military potentials (factors). In other words all of the components of military
power are synthesized on the basis of the economic potential (factor) into a single
whole; on its basis, military power undergoes enlargement or reduction.

The scientific potential (factor) is acquiring increasingly greater significance to
military power today. Its place and role are associated with the essence and nature
of science and with the achievements and consequences of the scientific~technical
revolution. It would be sufficient to note the tremendous contribution made by
science to the victory of the Soviet people over Nazi Germany, to the victory of
reason, justice, and peace over the forces of barbarianism and aggression. Soviet
science, which promoted creation of mighty modern weapons in response to the intrigues
- of the inciters of war, put an end to the nuclear monopoly of imperialism and made

the defense of the Soviet Union inviolable.
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- The scientific potential is realized through other potentials, and it is one of

the motive forces of their development and interaction. It influences military

power primarily through the economic and military-technical elements, through the

military potential (weapons and military equipment, the organization of troops,

- and their command and control), and through the spiritual element of military power.
The scientific potential is a necessary prerequisite of satisfying the army's
contemporary requirements for military equipment. In accordance with their content,
their class orientation, and their ideological basis, the sciences, and mainly the
social sciences, actively participate in the formation of the social and moral-
political potentials.

The social and moral-political potentials are extremely important elements of the
military power of states (coalitions). They are closely associated, and at the
same time they are independent.

N The social potential expresses the class nature of military power, its strength,
and its viability. It includes within itself the elements of the class structure

_ and political organization of the society, and the relations existing within it
between classes, social groups, nations, and nationalities, and between society,

- collectives, and the personality. Basing itself on an economic foundation, the
social potential may be antagonistic and nonantagonistic. In an imperialist state

it has an antagonistic essence, which predetermines the nature of military power

as a whole, creates contradictions within it, and limits its application to a cer-
tain degree. The social potential of a socialist state, which is nonantagonistic
in nature, is distinguished by special strength and viability.

- As an element of military power, the moral-political potential represents the
spiritual readiness of the people in the army to endure the trials of war, and to
maintain their will for victory. It is a reflection of the political structure of
the state, and of its consistency or inconsistency with the fundamental interests of
the laborers. 1In wars fought between antagonistic classes, the moral~political
potential of the warring sides is by nature diametrically opposed. Thus the role
it plays differs as well. Being a relatively independent element of military power,
the moral-political potential permeates through all of its other elements. It
actively influences the life of the country, and it constantly affects military power
through the economy, science, social relations, and the military potential, both
directly and indirectly. The moral-political potential has a spiritual influence
upon the effectiveness with which all elements of military power are used.

The specifically military potential (factor) has special significance in the system

of a state's (coalition's) militarv power. Beina a derivative of economic. scientific,
social. and moral-political potentials, together with them it determines the military
power of the country (coalition). The specifically military potential expresses the
state's capability for maintaining-and improving its armed forces, raising their
fighting power, replenishing them with trained personnel, and supplying modern ::
military equipment and all forms of materiel, in peacetime and all the more so in

war.

Analyzing the pléce and role of the economic, s;ientific, social, moral-political,
f and specifically military potentials, it would not be difficult to note that military
=i power represents the dialectical unity of the material and spiritual elements. While

. 145

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4



APPROVED FOR RELEASE: 2007/02/08: CIA-RDP82-00850R000300100012-4

)

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

material elements have a direct physical and moral-psychological influence upon
the enemy, the spiritual elements have mainly a moral-psychological influence. An
army's fighting power is the principal indicator of the unity existing between
material and spiritual forces making up military power.

The state and development of military power depend on the economic and sociopolitical
structure of the state, the degree of development of productive forces, the orienta-
tion of state policy, the ideology dominating within the society, the prevalent

ideas about the nature of a probable war (and, during its course, its real nature),
the laws and unique features of the era, and so on. Being dependent on these factors,
military power functions as a single whole. These factors also determine the mutual
relationship existing between the material and spiritual elements of military power,
their dialectics. The traits of these dialectics are as follows.

On one hand the economic and sociopolitical structure of an exploiting state, es-
pecially an imperialist one, promotes creation and implementation of tremendous
military power in the interests of the ruling circles and their reactionary,
aggressive policy. On the other hand interaction between the material and spiritual
elements of their military power is antagonistically contradictory. This also per-
tains fully to the military power of an imperialist coalition. While the total
military power of such a coalition is greater, there is an opposite tendency for
this military power to weaken, in view of the antagonistic contradictions. The joint
influence of these contradictions, and all the more so in the presence of an unfavor-
able balance of power, and in response to defeats and failures, objectively weakens
the military power of the states and 6f the coalition as a whole, as was the case for
example with the fascist bloc in World War II.

The socialist structure, which has indisputable advantages over the capitalist struc-
ture, contains within itself the possibilities for organic, strictly coordinated
interaction between the material and spiritual elements of military power. This
creates the objective conditions for keeping the state's defense capabilities reliable
in peacetime and for swiftly mobilizing all of its resources to defeat imperialist
aggressors in a time of war. :

With its undisputable advantages over the capitalist structure, the socialist struc-
ture contains the possibilities for organic, precisely coordinated interaction be-
tween the material and spiritual elements of military power. This creates the ob-
jective prerequisites for keeping the state's defense capabilities dependable in
peacetime and for quickly mobilizing all of its resources to defeat imperialist
aggressors in a time of war.

A model of such mobilization can be found in our country's transformation into a
single military camp during the civil and Great Patriotic wars, and in the high effec-~
tiveness of the socialist state's military power in the difficult conditions of war.
This experience showed that implementation of the material and spiritual possibili-
ties of victory is an extremely complex process, in which the decisive role belongs

to the organizational and ideological work of the Communist Party, the Soviet govern-
ment, and the military leadership, and to the conscious activities of the multimillion
popular masses. The Communist Party constantly infuses the idea of protecting the
socialist fatherland into the minds of the Soviet people, and creates the prerequisites
of maximum use of the socialist country's material and spiritual possibilities and its
military power in the case of war for annihilatory destruction of imperialist aggres-
sors.
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We have all of the conditions for completely realizing these possibilities within
the framework of the coalition of socialist states as well. Absznce of antagonistic
contradictions and the continuous development of relationships of fraternal friend-
ship and mutual assistance among the socialist countries, which are uniting their

i} efforts to protect the progressive socioeconomic and political structure, object-
ively poromote growth of their agaregate militarv vower. Not onlv the combined
material but also the ideological and moral-political strenqths of such a union

. are qreat. An example of this is the military organization of the Warsaw Pact
countries, which is not inferior to the military political blocs of imperialist
states in material respects, and superior to them in the moral-political respect.

Interaction between the material and spiritual elements of a state's military power,
and, consequently, the state itself as a whole depends significantly on the nature of
the war it is waqging or prevaring itself for. A country waging a just war eniovs
better conditions for maintaining military power at the required level than a state
waging an unjust war. These conditions are created as a result of the active support
of the war's political goals by all the people.

Naturally this does not mean that we have an automatic guarantee of unflagging
military power in a just war. It all depends on the country's ability to realize
its favorable possibilities and mobilize the masses for the enemy's decisive defeat.

Material potential is the source and the foundation of the spiritual forces of the
people and army. But the spiritual components do not passively reflect the material
elements; they do not mechanically derive from them. They always play an active
role in the changes experienced by military power, in the effectiveness with which

- it is used, and in the means employed to increase or decrease material support.
Moreover depending on the nature and type of war, the significance and relatlonshlp
of the material and spiritual elements may change.

In mutually unjust wars, the spiritual components of the warring states do not differ
fundamentally from each other. Therefore the course and the outcome of the war in
such cases depends mainly on superiority in economics and in armed forces. A con-
firmation of this can be found, for example, in World War II.

In wars where one of the sides pursues just goals, the role of the spiritual elements
of military power rises dramatically. The moral spirit of the people and army of
the state fighting for a rightful cause is incomparably greater tha— that of the
enemy. This makes it possible to utilize all of the country's other possibilities
with much greater effectiveness. Such was the case in the Great Patriotic War of
the Soviet Union. The significance of a high moral spirit also clearly revealed it-
self in the victory of the Vietnamese people, achieved in many years of fighting
against American aggressors and their Saigon puppets.

It has been historically confirmed that spiritual forces having a progressive

ideology and an advanced state of morality at their core have the advantage in growth

of military power. In the modern era these spiritual forces include Marxist-Leninist
- ideology, communist morality, and the spiritual forces of people building socialism
and communism. Lenin said the following at the Ninth All-Russian Congress of the
Soviets: "From a material standpoint, we are immeasurably weak in relation to
economics and military affairs, but morally--of course not from the standpoint of
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abstract morality but in terms of the relationship of the real forces possessed by
all classes in all states--we are stronger than all. This has been tested in fact,
it is proven not by words but by deeds, it has already been proven once, and perhaps

- if history will turn in a certain direction, it will be proven more than once."}!
Since the time that these words were uttered our state has traveled a long road.

_ Its economy has grown several times over. The Country of the Soviets has become
strong not only morally but also materially. Welded into a single whole in the
moral-political respects, and possessing a powerful economic base, Soviet society
is also dependabiv supporting its defenses.

The modern era and its basic traits and laws significantly influence the formation
and function of military power, and the dialectics of its material and spiritual
H elements.

First, this manifests itself in the change experienced in the military power of states
having opposite social systems in relation to the basic trend of historical develop-
ment——-continual change in the relationship of social forces in the world arena in
favor of peace, democracy, and socialism. Creation and reinforcement of the world

- socialist fraternity, the ever-increasing scope of the workers and communist movements
in capitalist countries, disintegration of imperialism's colonial system, and growth
of the national liberation struggle are changing the course of economic development
and the alignment of sociopolitical forces in the world, and they are creating
favorable conditions for the spread of Marxism-Leninism and for establishment of a
just, democratic peace. All of this also influences the elements of military power,
especially the economic and spiritual elements, and it promotes changes in the mili-
tary power of the imperialist states and in the military power of the socialist
countries, in accordance with their nature.

' Second, development of the military power of states (coalitions) is to an enormous

’ extent influenced by the modern scientific-technical revolution, which deeply affects
all social relations and imposes new requirements on all social institutions. The
scientific-technical revolution has accelerated growth of productive forces, it is
having an influence on relations between peoples and between states, and it is causing
significant changes in the labor and life of each individual. It invades all elements
of military power, ané it serves as an important factor of its formation and function-~
of course with a dependence on the sociopolitical nature of the given state. The
scientific-technical revolution is having an effect on the nature of economic and
moral potentials, it has increased the sianificance of the scientific potential, it
is one of the sources of revolution in militarv affairs., and it has qualitatively
transformed the militarv potential.

Third, the modern revolution in military affairs is significantly influencing the
military power of the states. Having begun immediately after World War II, it pro-
duced a fundamental change mainly in the fighting power of the armies--in military
equipment, in the cultural and technical level of the people, and in the methods and
forms of armed struggle. The revolution in military affairs arose and is now con-
tinuing on two diametrically opposite sociopolitical and ideological foundations.

This has made an impression on both the rate of transformations in military affairs
and their form.

The revolution in military affairs has promoted an abrupt, hairpin switch to funda-
mentally new methods of achieving the main goals of war. It produced structural
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changes in military power: Nuclear missile weapons, automation, electronics, and
other resources associated with the use of nuclear weapons are now the military-
technical foundation of modern military power. It is entirely obvious that in the
event of a nuclear war, there would be nothing to compensate for the absénce of
nuclear missiles.

The influence of the revolution in military affairs also manifests itself in vhe

fact that nuclear missiles have enormously magnified man®s strength. Tremendous
growth in technical possibilities elicited an increase in the role of the individual's
ideological and moral-psychological preparedness to act in a situation involving

the use of modern weapons. The revolution in military affairs is intensifying the
desire of states of like kind to unite their military power, and it is creating the
conditions for deeper internationalization of military affairs in accordance with

the sociopolitical nature, goals, and objectives of these states.

Fourth, change in military power is the product of the nature of a possible world
- war in both political and military-technical respects. On one hand the decisiveness
of the political goals of opposing states with opposite sociopolitical systems will
require tremendous material and spiritual efforts of them. On the other hand presence
of powerful weapons now makes it possible to achieve objectives of a size which could
not even be conceived in the past.
Such are the basic premises on the military power of states (coalitions). They show
that military power is formed on the basis of laws governing all development of
society, but also that this process is influenced by specific laws as well. The
- latter define the orientation taken by the formation and wuse of military power, and

the dialectics of its material and spiritual elements. We will examine these elements,

as independent potentials (factors).
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CHAPTER X
THE MATERIAL FACTOR AND ITS ROLE IN WAR

A country's (coalition's) economic possibilities make up the foundation of its
military power. Economic possibilities also play the decisive role in the course
and outcome of a war. The interaction between war on one hand and the economic
conditions and the material factor on the other is dialectical in nature. The
econony provides classes and states with the resources they need for achieving the

. political goals of a war, feeding it materially. But war does not remain passive.
It itself constantly imposes high demands upon the economy in the interest of
satisfying its own need for various materials.

Profound social changes occurring in the world and the modern scientific-technical
revolution are making the mutual relationship between war and economics ever-cl.ser
and multifaceted.

1. The Economy and the Material Needs of War

The premise that a state's military power depends on the economy is one of the funda-
mental ones of the Marxist-Leninist teaching on war and the army. Marx and Engels
devoted great attention to this problem. They use conclusions arrived at from an
analysis of the mutual relationship between war and the economy to develop their
materialistic interpretation of history and its central thesis--that the production
relations of the society change in conformity with a law depending on the degree of
development of the material resources of production and the productive forces.

Marx noted that war achieved its final forms sooner than peace, that economic rela-
tions such as hired labor, the use of machines, and so on developed in war and in
armies prior to their arisal in bourgeois society,1 and that the relationship between
productive forces and social relations are especially graphical in the army, in which
machines are used for the first time on a large scale and division of labor within

a single production scctor is achieved for the first time.¢ Explaining the mutual
relationship between war and the economy, Engels thoroughly criticized the theory
prevalent at that time, according to which the course and outcome of wars were
supposedly independent of economic development, being defined only by factors such

as the moraleof the army, the activities of the troop commanders, and so on. “...the
entire organization of armies and the means of warfare and, concurrently, of victory
and defeat used by them," Engels wrote, "are found to be dependent on material--that
is, economic--conditions: on human resources and on weapons, and consequently on

the quantity and quality of the population and technology."3
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Lenin is credited with creative development of Marx' and Engels' premise on the
role of economics in war. The contribution made by Lenin to resolution of this
problem is associated mainly with his analysis of the relationship between war and
economics in the imperialist era. The extremely great scope of wars and participa~-

- tion of multimillion armies in them significantly broadened and deepened the mutual

- relationship between war and economics. "The relationship between a country's
military organization and its entire economic and cultural structure has never
been so intimate as it is toclay,""t emphasized V. I. Lenin. Developing this idea,
the great leader of the proletariat later wrote: "If war is to be waged as it
should be, a firmly organized rear is needed. The best army, and people most de-
voted to the revolution would be immediately destroged by the enemy if they are not
adequately armed, supplied with food, and trained."

The dependence of the course and outcome of a war on the material factor can be
traced throughout the entire course of history. Even when military actions were
conducted with silent weapons, their results depended in the final analysis on the
level of production of these weapons--that is, on the economic conditions. This
relationship became more tangible when fire weapons came to use and armed struggle
acquired a different nature and scale. However, until the time of World War I the
quantities of weapons and ammunition produced and accumulated in peacetime were
enough as a rule to support military actions. The outcome of a war was often pre-
determined by a single general engagement. Such was the case, for example, in the
Franco-Prussian war of 1870-1871. In it, consumption of ammunition and, all the
more so, weapons was low: In 8 months the Germans fired an average of 40 rounds
from each rifle, and 190 projectiles from each gun. The demand for ammunition in-
creased noticeably in the Russo-Japanese war, in which the total number of artillery
discharges was about a million (720 projectiles per gun). But even this consumption
rate was adequately supported by peacetime reserves and the current production of
existing munitions plants.

A different situation evolved in World War I. One engagement followed another.
Ammunition consumption in these engagements was extremely great. The manpower
losses were large as well. Just prior to 1914 the General Staff of the Russian Army
predicted that it would need 1,000 projectiles per gun--a total of 7 million pro-
jectiles--in the forthcoming war. But the real needs of the combat situation made
it necessary to produce more than 55 million units of artillery and mortar ammuni-
tion. Germany planned to produce 330,000 projectiles and 10,000 rifles a month, while
- in fact it required up to 12 million projectiles and 250,000 rifles. Naturally such
a gross error could not but have an effect--it was one of the causes of the failure
of the strategic war plan written by the German general staff. This plan was based
on the notion of making a lightning strike on France with the hope of annihilating
it before the Russian Army could mobilize and deploy. At the decisive moment, how-
ever, in the engagement on the River Marne in September 1914, the German command was
unable to attain the success it needed. This happened mainly owing to a shortage of
R ammunition, as well as of rubber for motor transportation. Unprepared in peace-
time, German industry was not in a position to satisfy the equipment demands of ad-
wvancing German troops.

An even greater error was made by the military-political leadership of fascist
Germany in its preparations for war against the Soviet Union. The Nazis made it
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their goal to destroy our army in a short time, using armament that had been pro-

- duced earlier in Germany or which had been captured in the occupied countries of
Europe. The Nazi clique felt that maximum deployment of war industry would not be
needed during the war, and that fundamental changes would not occur in military
technology. But when as a result of strikes by the Soviet Armed Forces the fascist
blitzkreig plan suffered failure and it became necessary to produce the latest
military equipment in ever-growing proportions, Germany found this task to be
beyond its means.

The two world wars clearly demonstrated a qualitatively new mutual relationship
between war and economics. It expressed itself mainly in the fact that economic
support to a war based on the reserves of weapons and ammunition created in peace-
time and on the current production of just war industry alone was entirely impossible.
The reasons for this are as follows. First, the scale, intensity, and duration of
military actions increased and continued to grow on an unprecedented scale, with
the density of fire being significant, which led to swift annihilation or wear of
military equipment. Second, the strugg