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FOREWORD

This booklet contains AKP(M~L)'s military-political programme,
which was adopted at a mational conference in late spring, 1979. At
the back of the booklet there are comments on the handling of the mil-
itary programme from the party working committee., Also included are
the most important votes on the programme by the matiomnal conference.

Here, right at the beginning of the booklet, we draw attention to
the fact that the AKP(M~L) will gladly accept comments on the programme
from people outside the party., This applies also fo people who dlsagree
with us politically and who are against the military prograame,

AKP(M-L)} does not look upon its military policy, as formulated
from the natlonal conference's resolutions,aas complete or above
criticism, The newspaper '"Klassekampen" (Class Struggle) and the jour-
nal "Rode Fane" (Red Flag) are open to comments which are critical of
the programme, AKP(M~L) will also gladly take part im public debates
on the military question,

The danger of war between the superpowers, and particularly of
Soviet attack, i1s now increasing rapidly. In this situation, the def-
ence of the people of Norway is not a matter which only concerns the
supporters of one particular party. 1f this programme can lead to a
broader nobilisation for a genuine defence of Norway, both amongst
ordinary working people and also amongst anti~-imperialists, democrats,
and communists who are politically in disagreement with our party,
then the military programne will have fulfilled its purpose,

July 1979
Working Committee of AKP(M-L),



AKP(M-L)'s Military-political Programme

P . Adopted at the:National Conference; Spring 1979
l) Introduction.

ulﬂl) A Pra—war Era.

Lfter the Second World Whr, the Jdmperialist system stabilized itself
for'a time, Of the victors, the USA was the leading imperikalist power and
the only superpower, No 1myerialmst power could compete with the USA in the
struggle for world domimation,. After the Soviet Union became capitalist and
imperialist, the picture changed. The SU .is a newcomer and therefore lacks
the same type of control which the USA has had, At the same time, &a the USA
has dropped back militarily and economically, the SU has advanced, The SU
1s therefores trylng to expand its control, while the US4 is trying to hold
on to its control, This rivalry over world domination is bound %o lead to
an imperialist war for ‘the re—distribntion of the world,. bécause under imp-
erialiem, there is no alternatiVe to war in settling this type of contra-
~dlction, The realisation ‘that we livelin a pre-war ers presents the working
clasa with a long: list of unkolved political problems. This document is
AKP(M-L)'s answer to 'a number of" these.

1.2) The Gemeral Line, =

To a large degree AKP(M=L) has a military-political line which is laid
down in its general progtamme, This military-political programme builds an
these 'principles and dGVelops,them'ln relation to this gemeral line, This is
the main theme of the party's general lime in the area of military politicss

4KP(M-L) has concluded, -on the basis of the world situation at the end
of the 1970's that we now live in a pre-war era, We have determined that the
danger of a-new world war increases for every day that goes by. We have
correctly proved that the increased danger of war 1s a result of the rivalry
between the imperialist superpowers, the SU and USA. We have proved that - .
rising Soviet social—imperiallsm, through expansionism and thecspedidics of
war ‘and aggression Ls’ ‘foreing forward a demand for a new division of the
world.

On this basls, we have sald that if Norway is attacked by a superpower
and the country occupied, it is orly a people's war which can drive the
eneny into the sea. We Have daid that the Norwegian people in such a aitu-
ation must start a national revolutionary liberation war, Further, we made
it quite c¢lear that our strategy is to continue the socialist reVQlution
after the war of national liberatiom has fulfilled its role.

We have made it clear that we are supporters of conscription and that we
actively support people carrying out their conscription duty in order to
learn military skills and the use of weapons.
~* Further, we have taken the standpoint that the Norwegian defence forces
‘are 'the military apparatus of the bourgeoisies It 15 not just directed out-
wardg, but also inwards against the people, In certain situations, it can
also be used in unjust wars cutside the country's borders.

The Norwegian bourgeolisie 1s impérialist amd therefore no reLiable ‘def-
ender of Norwegian self-determination, The experience of the Second World
War shows that the bourgecisie provides the class basis for capitilationism.
In comnection with a superpoweyr imvasion, there is therefore & great danger
of’ the bourgedisie geeking an "arrapngemenk" with the invading poWer in order
to assure Mpeace and quiet" and thereby their profitse. A

At the same time, we have shown that the bourgeoisie can stand for
defence of self=determimation and thereby just defemce against Soviet:
invasion, '

We have shown that the rivalry between the SU and USA is making for an
imperialist war for the redivigion of the world. But we have also shown that
1f the Norwegiam forces fight against imvasion it will be just. In fact,
the better they fight, the better it will be, We will support such a war
‘attively., At the same tinw, ‘we presume that the official bourgeois reglst-
ance will collapse,

In the hattle to drive out an 1nvasion force, we are willing to unite,

R ,7. {A
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on definite conditionsy with those parts of the bourgeoisie who wiéh to
fight,

The working class must not subordlnate .1tself to the bourgeoisiel!s
leadership in the war, but must itself hold onto the initiative and indep-
endence, regardless of what kinds of alliances might be on the cards.

We have defended thkis line against revisionist paclfism and against
other attacks from the bourgeoisie, There is no reason to alter this
general line,

But on a number of polnts: we have re-assessed somae questions on the

‘basie of changes in the world sltuation,

- At the same time that we hawe had a correct general line, we have also
made errors in this area, These have expressed themselves, among other way
in the party making correct statements on, for example, the defence forces,
civil defence, and the content of military service, which' haVB not been

ffi”followed up in practical political work.

There have been some:mistakes in the party's p051tion on defence paye

‘ments,  female conscription, and the politics of’ alliapces, These errors

are.an- expression of dogmatism and revisionist: lnfluences.
2) Marxism-Leninism and its View of War,

As long as there is exploitation there will be wars, In the world today
there are imperialist wars of plunder, wars of national liberation, and
revolutionary wars. We agree with the bourgeois theorlst Clausewitz!s thesis
that war is the continuation of politics by other=i.e. violent-means.
~ Mao says that politics is bloodless war and that war is bloody politics,
He says that war forces itself forward to solve contradlctlons in politics
which politics are unable to solve peacefully.

Marxdi sm-Lenini sn=Mao Zedong Thought has also made clear that wars will
ext st as long as exploitation exists., It has shown that imperialism inev-
itably leads to wars between imperialists and to wars of plunder against
oppressed people and nations, This inevitably leads to revolutionary up=
risings and wars agalnst inperialist exploitation and repression. Therefore,

,iMao says, i

"We go in for the abolition of wars. We don't want war. But war can
only be abolished through war, and to get rid of weapons it is first nec-
essary to tzke up the gun," -

‘2.2) Just and Unjust Wars

We communists are therefore neither for nor against war 1n general. We
distinguish between just and unjust wars. In “On Protracted ‘War," Mao says,
"History shows that wars are divided into two kinds, just and unjust. All
wars that are progressive are just, and all wars that impede progress are
unjust, We Coumunists oppose all unjust wars that impede progress; but we
do not oppose progressive, just wars. Not only do we Communists not oppose
Just, wats, we actively participate in then."

Which-are just and which are unjust wars can omnly be decided on the
basis of a concrete analysis of the war in question, whose interests it
serves and what goal it has,

If a bourgeois, or for that matter, a feudal regime, is attacked by a
country iinder bourgeois rule, there are those who would say that both sides
necessarily are waging an unjust war. Such a simplistic view of what is a
Just/unjust war is an .absurdity. Such a "principled stand" sweeps away the
distinction between. aggression and the victims of aggression.,

Ethiopia under the feudal emperor suffered aggression from fascist ltaly
before the Second World War, The war the emperop's troops waged against
Mussolini's armies was a just war of defence against imperialist aggression.

T the extent that the Norwegian bourgeois forces waged war against
the German invamlon forces in 1940, this was &8 just war of defemce against
aggresslon, while the Nazl troops waged am unjust imperialist war,:

. When Mobutu'!s governmgnt in 1977 waged war against the Soviet-organized
wWercenary invasion, this was a just war of defence against social-imperialist
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aggression, Mobutu's reactioniary internal policieg do not change this,

These are soue examplés of just wars where opportunists and social-
chauvinists have put the aggressoriand the victim of aggression on the smme
level, and even supported the aggréssor because the victinm of aggression
was "reactlonary," -

Because the distlnctlon between a just and an ungust war must be drawn
on the basis of a concrete analysis of its content, it is inpossible
to decide the war's character according to whether it is waged on omne's
own territdyy or. thé other slde's. The USSR's war against Nazi Germany was
a just war, This war obviously became no less just when the Soviet army
crogsed Germnany's borders to couplete the task of smashing the Nazis!
mllltary forces .far good, ARy
* In the same wayy it was a just, and not unjust, action when the Soviet
army ‘crossed the northern.bbrder (of Korway-trans.) to attack the German
occupation .forces in northern Norway,

If the present~day, imperlalist Soviet Undon crossed the Norwegian
border with a view to accupying. Norwegian territary, then it is clear that
that would be an unjust war of aggression,

The First, imperialist, World Wat (1914=1918) was an unjust war, in
which both sides in the two inmperialist power blocks fought for the right
to exploit and oppress the colonies,-Lenin condenned the opportunists in
the labour movenent who, in this war, under the slogan, "Defenceiof thevnoo-
Fatherland" defended their own bourgeoisie's right to conmuit aggression,

But this didn't meab that Lemin was against all wars of tlye capitalist

- countries of Burope from 1914=1918, and nor did he reject "defence of the
fatherland!' altogether and at all times, as various revisionists clain.

Lenin nade it clear that it whs quite possible for snall capitalist
countries to fight just national wars against axncexation by the great powers.
In '""The Discussion on Self~detern1nation Surimed Up," Lenin nade it quite
clear that, "&f Belglun, let us say, is annexed by Germany in 1917, and in
1918 revolts to secure her liberation, the Polish courades will be against
her revolt on the grounds that the Belglian bourgeoisie possess "the right
to oppress foreign peoples!,...There is nothlng Marxist or even revolutionary
in this argunent,®

With reference to the slogan, "Defence of the Fatherland,! Lenin is jmst
as clear., In "The Military Programne of the Proletarian Revolution} he sars,
To accept '""defence of the fatherland” in the present war is no nore nor
lleSs than to accept it as a "just" war, a war in the interests of the pro-
letariat-no nore nor less, we repeat, because invasgions may occus in any war,
It would be sheer folly to repudiate "defence of the fatherland" on the part
of ‘oppressed nations in their wars gﬁalnst the imperialist Great Powers,
or on the part of a victorious proletariat in its war against sone Galliféet*
of a bourgeois state.”

o - What sort of wars does Lenin view as progr6551VQ or just? Here he has
4‘ﬁlreaﬁy mentioned two types: T
~=national wars against aggression or annexatlon. -
+ =gochalist countries'! defensive wars against rsactaonary wars of 1nter-
vention;

-in addition, Lenin mentions proletarian civil war to Maintain the dic-
tatorship of the proleteriat and socialian,

Yerisusskilgdma of revisionists clain that "progressive national wars
under imperdalism are inposslble.™ They clain that countries which: thenselves
are capitalist of imperialist cannot wage a just war. against aggression.
They e¢lain justification for such a standpoint from-Lenin, This is fraudu~
lent, LThe exanple of Lenin!s comuents on Belgium proves this, But Lenin
has also expressed hinself on progresdive national wars in Eurcpe in the
era of imperialisn in general, In “The Jumius Letter," Lenin says,"Third,

- - even in- Europe, national wars in the inperialist epoch cannot be regarded

as imposalble. (1916)

*(Trans. 4 counter-revolutlonary general, participant in the suppression of
the Paris Cormune)
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In"theé sane article, Lenin states that emen'agrcaty national war in
Europe''would be possible in certain circunstances! ‘

If connunists are to be able to work out a correct strategy and tactics
téwards the growing threat of war, it is essential that we manage to grasp
these central principles in the Marxist theory of war.

3+ The, Danger of War Is Increasing
3.1l) The rivalry for Europe.

The : superpoWers are obviously conpenﬂing over land and sea areas all
over the world, and they have even expanded this rivalry into space. How=
every, both militarily and economically, Europe 1s°'the focus of their con-
tention. Here, both the superpowers have their greatest forces. This is the
world's greatest industrial region, If one superpower can force the other
out of Europe, it will have gone a long way towards winning the battle for ..
world domination, Areas such as the Middle East and Africa have great strat-
egic significance in thenselves, but they are, in addition, gateways to
Europes The struggle between the two superpowers for world domination in
these areas is therefore also a part of the preparatlons for a show-down
in Europe.

“3 2) Norway between the superpowers.

Norway lies in the firing-line between the two- Superpowers, As a neaber
of NATO, Norway is an inportant piece in US imperialisn's atteapts to maln-
tain its domination in Europe, NATO has trained for nuclear attacks in parts
of Norway and carried out exercises against workers, students and revoluw
tionaries,

;But Norway is first and foremost threatened by Soviét aggression towards
the west, dust as on its southern flank, the Soviet Union is involved in 5
strengthening its forces,on its northern flank“as a ‘link mn its preparations
for a new world war,

An important goal of Soviet policy is, through polltical pressure, tO't
push Norway gradualtly into a poasition of dependemnce on the Soviet Unionmn,
sinilar to that in which Finland has foiunf:ikself, At the sane time, the
Soviet Union is carrying on military preparations for setzing Norway in a
lightning attack early in the course of a European war. The Soviet wilitary
base on Svalbard (Spitazbergen) amd the provocations against Norwegian terr-
itory in the north are an opem threat to Norwegian self-deternination and
independence, This is a ckallenge to the working class, the trade union
novement, nass organizations and all freedou-loving people in Norway. It is
an inperative task of the skruggle to stand up against this policy of agg-
ression and isolate those reactiobary forces which are the supporters of
this policy in Horway.

It is Soviet social-inperialism which today represents the greatest
military threat to Norway. It is of course possible that the USA will try
to pre-enpt the Soviet Union through a so=-called "preventive occupationy
with or without the Norwegian authorities!blessing, But this is not likely.

In today's situation, there is no basis in reality to claiu that US inp-
erialisn constitutes the major nmilitary threat to Norway, as the -revision-
ists.do. But it is not only that, It is not even correct to put. the danger
of attack fron the two ‘superpowers: on an equal footing. Such a comparison
disgduises the fact that today it is: the SOV1et Unlon which 1s&pushing to=-
‘wards a new war. T

If the Soviet Union attacks Horway,then arned resistance from,the Nor-
wegian side would be a just war of.defence, regardless -of - whether it is the
bourgeoisie who lead it or-mot., '

If today, the Norwegian gOVernment takes steps-which oppose Soviet pressure
and expansionisn, then this is just. If the bourgeois Norwegian government
uses the arny ageinst a Soviet invasion, then this is 3ust° it 1s a defence
against aggression,

Not being clear about’ this: &rom the start necessarily leads to capit-
ulationisn and even support of social-imperialisn's policy of war and agg-
ression,

b LT
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3.3) Soviet Union on the offensive-the greatest threat to world peace,

The pariy programne of 1976 stated,"The struggle between the superpowers
has now developed to the p01nt where Soviet social-imperialisn is on the
offensive against US inperialisi, The Soviet Union has pushed forward with
deternination, obtained-bases in and conirol 'over strategic areas, won the
upper. hand in the arns race,.all- at the expense of the USA. The Soviét Union
is a young Superpower on the\way up which wishes to obtaln, by any neans,
2 new division of the world, The Soviet Unlon is the superpower which will,
in all likelihood, launch the war,.'

The Soviet Hnion'ms the younger of the superpowers, and the one which
historically has. had & ‘snaller area under its hegenony, Economically, the
Soviet Union is, relatively weaker than the USA, On- the one hand, this neans
that the poasibllity ‘of the Soviet Uniom competing successfully with the
USA through econoriic means is a very limited one, and the Soviet Union,
therefore, is desperately turning to military means to achieve hegenony at
the expense of the USA., We have seen this in many places in the Third World
in recent tines,

On the other hand, the growith of the USA's économic power has stagnated
over recent years while the Soviet Union's economic power has grown, This
is leading to increasing pressure from the Soviet Unlon for a new division
of colonies and neo-colonies, to its advantage.

Despite the fact that the USA's' total economic strength is greater
than the Soviet Union's, we can see that the latter's position as a rizing
superpower ‘inevitably nakes for a hew imperialist war for the re—d1v1sion ‘
of the world,

IneV1tably, this has become apparent in the Soviet Union's extensive
expansioniat and aggressive poliaies over recent years. The invasion of
Angola, the colonial wars in the Horn of Africa, infiltration into Latin
Anerica, the extenxive use of Cuban mercenaries, the use of Vietnanese
aggresgion against Kampuchea, the coups in Afghanistan and many other
countries; show that soctal imperialism will use any means to expand,

That this expansion will compel desperate measures from the other super-
power is obvious, We nust therefore ask, with Lenin, "What means ¢dther than
war could, there, be under capitalisu of removing the disparity between the
development of productlve forces and the accunulation of capital on the one
side, amd/the division of colonies and Yspheres of influence" for finahce
capital on .the: other?"("Imperlallsa, The Highest Stage of Capitalism")

Developrents in the world over recent years show that the world is -
pregnant with war, It is phe Soviet policy of war and aggression in paprt-

cular which gives grounds for: disquiet. The new Tsars!systenatic prepara=
tLons for war and open aggresslon make it mecessary to..state clearly that
it is the Soviet Uniom which is on the ofifensive and is the most dangerous
source of war,

3+4) The struggle against the Soviet policy of war and aggression.

A war between the superpowers for world domination will be a third
world war, It will be an unjust, imperialist war of re-d1v151on. Such a war
Will be a disgusting attack on the interests of the people of the world and
will trample the national independence of a number of nations in the dust.

Therefore, all the peoples of the world will rise up .in resistance and
mount national revolutionary wars of liberation against annexation and occ=-
upation, These will be just and progressive wars, which will deal out new,
bistoric defeats to imperialism, social-inperialiasm amd all reaction,

But a third world war need not necessarily be an unjust war for the
nain protagonists from the word go. If the world is launched into a:third
world war with a Soviet attack on, for example, socialist China, then, ob-
viously, resistance by China would constitute a just war. Capitalist/inper=-
jalist countries which in this situation teke up the fighit against social-
inperialisn on Chinal's mide would likewkse be waging a just war,

Inrthis way, for example, the third world war cam, right from the start,
have the character of a worldwide war between Soviet lmperlalism and. fascisn
on the one hand and a broad anti-so¢1al imperiallst canp on the other,
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Norway has borders with the Soviet Union, and lies inside the zone which
the Bocviad-limperialists considers to be its defence perimeter. The Sowist
"Union will therefore put its all into rapidly gaining control of Norway and
the northern flamk on the outbreak of war., It considers a rapid occupation
of Norway to be a decisive step in securing its Murnansk base and the enorti=
ous military imstallations onh the Kola peninsula. Any idea that Norway will
‘not be dragged into an approaching war is illusory.

N Agalnst thls background, wé have to make sure that we ‘are vigilant against
all” superpower aggression, But it is first and foremost a Soviet invasion
for which the Norwegian people nust prepare themselves, The party nust take
seriously the job of making the threat of war ¢lear to the people.

With the relatively slow development of the class struggle im Norway
_today there is little to suggest that a revolutionary situation will arise
"in Norway before the outbreak of a new world war. This also has significance
L dor' prloritlesrlnupolitltul “GoDlks. 7 o

3%5) Can the war be’ aVoided or delayed?

- We communists do not want war, as the propagandists of revislionisn and
. .social=inmperialism clain, On the contrary, we are opposed to the war which
the superpowers, especially the Soviet Union, are preparing. Not only that,
 AKP(M~L) is the only Norwegian party which consistently fights against the

" preparations of both superpowers for war,’

~ But, at the saume time, we are wmaterialists, We know that the world is
'“pregnant with war, and it.would be a complete betrayal of the Norwegian Work-
ing people to gloss over this., To disguise the real threat of war which
‘exd.sts would be to actively work to make the Morwegian people impotent

' agalnst approaching superpower aggression. Therefore, we fight agalnst the
war which the Soviet Unlon is planning to umleash,.

What factors are there which can prevent this war?

Mao Zedong has given a clear and principled summary of thiss "Elther war
will give rise to revolutiom, or revolution will prevent war,'

It is only victorious socialist revolutions in the two superpowers-and
first and forewmost, the Soviet Union-which can prevent the definite ioper-
ialist war of re-division which is now being prepared, '

Such is the level of class struggle in the two superpowers in reality
that 1t seens unrealistic to believe such a devoloPment ‘can occur in the
near future,

What are the factors which can delay war? First and foreuost, a world-
wide struggle against the Soviet policy of aggression and the superpowers'
preparations for war. =

0f particular inportance is the third worldt!s struggle agalnst imperlal—
ism and hegemonisn. The more defeats the people and nations of_ the third
world cam. inflict on: the superpowers, the greater the problems the latter
will have ‘in launching a new world ware .. ©7

The nore countries in the second world stand up to preﬁsure froil, the
superpowers, the greater the problemns the superpowers will have in the battle
to gain strategic dominance., This neans that the struggle which the peoples
of the snaller capitalist countries conduct to defend their soverelignty and

independence is am inportant struggle against the war preparatlons.

’ Appeasement, presenting the Soviet Unions aggressive policy inm a rosy
'jlight, etc, will; on the other hand, help the Soviet Uniom's offensive,

" . The revolutiecnary foreign policy of the socialist countrles, and espec-
1ally the People!s Republic of Chima, is an inportant factor in ‘exposing the
preparatlons of the superpowers for ware. It is likewise ‘an 1uportant factor
in the struggle agalnst hegeuonisu and the aggressive policy of the super=~
‘powerss

The further deVelopment of these factors can play a part in delaying
war and frustrating theowar plans of -the superpowers, This'is positive and
to the advantage of the world's people because it’ will give then tine to
',prephre to hit back at aggression and to strengthen their position in the

flght against inperlalisn and all reactlon. .

1
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346) A fight on two fronts

The contradiction between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie remains
the main contradiction im Norway. The struggle of the working class against
the bourgeoisie's economii.c, polltlcal and other oppression must therefore
be put first on.the agenda,

' ‘At the same time, the contradictlon between Norway and soclal-lmperlallsm
_is 1ncrea51ng in inportance. ‘Under an occupation, this contradiction will he
-~the“nost important one, and it is already, during preparations for am occup~-

ation, of great importance, It is therefore necessary for the working class

to conduct a struggle on two fronts, It is necessary to exploit any conira-
dictions which can he exploited in.order to make the basis for a war of nat-

-lonal liberation as strong as pessible., A strengthening of the working class
- in the domestic class-struggle- strengthens, at the same time, those forces

which must be the leading forces in such a war of resistance. Thus,’. - ",

.....there is a link between the two struggles, but, at the same time, they are
- of a different character and cannot be treated as if they are the same thing,

3,7) The theory of the Three Worlds,

Mao Zedong's theory of the Three Worlds is the key to correctly under-
standing the world situation, and meking clear which forces can bé mobilized
in the struggle against imperialism, social imperialism and reaction.

This theory sums up the present development in the world of the funda-
mental contradictions of imperialisa,

-It shows that the two superpowers are the main. enemy of the world!s
people. It makes clear that the most important expression of the rivalry '
between the inperialist powers is the rivalry between the two superpowers
for world domimation, It makes it clear that social imperialism is on the
offensive and is the nost important source of a.new war,

The theory of the Three Worlds shows that the national independence and
| self-determination of the manaller imperialist powers is threatened and that
~ they are oppressed by the superpowers. It shows that the countries of the
, Second World can therefore be pressed into taking steps against hegemonisn
: and subjugation by the superpowers.

! The theory maintains that the Third World is the main force in the fight
; against imperialisn and social-imperialism in the present situation. This
~ neans that the.wars of liberation against imperialism, joint action against
| the superpowers and defence of the right of self-determination for the
countries of the Third World comprise a mighty revolutionary movement, which
deserves all possible support,

To abandon the theory of the Three Worlds would mean to abandon a scient-
ific assesasment of the world situation. To abandon the theory of the Three
Worlds means abandoning the recognition of the necessity for a revolutionary
strategy, which unites all who can be united to advance the revolution and
the struggle against imperiali am.

To abandon the theory of the Three Worlds would involve, for revolution-
aries in a couantry such as ours, abandoning the struggle against the prepar-
ations of the superpowers for war, abandoning the struggle against the Soviet
policy of war and aggression, and going against the preparation of the Nor-
;wegian working people to meet a superpower invasion with armed resistance.

) It is for this reason that that the attacks on Mao's theory of the Three
Worlds, spearheaded by the modern revisionists, are an expression ofacounter-
revolutionary policy. It doesn't help a bit to try and dress up this policy
with radical phrases like the Albanian leadership doem., It is still' a reac-
tionary policy, and first and foremost, support for Brezhnev and social-
imperialisa}

L, Fight Modern Revisionisi on the Military Question

441)

A central thesis among modern revisionists of all types is that "the
Soviet Union represents no threat . of war."

The Albanian leaders, in reality, support such a thesis. This is revealed
by, amongst other things, the way in which they have ceased in practice to
carry on the struggle againmst Brezhnev's policy of war and aggression.:They
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talk as though the revisionist party in Italy was more dangerous than
Breghnev, They present reactionary leaders in the Third World as more dan-
gerous enemies of the world's peoplesthan the new Tsars! They support the
Soviet=organized Vietnamese aggression against revolutionary Kampuchea, etc.
Reactionary parties such as "NCP" (Norwegian Communist Party) pmajeck-

the Soviet Union as "peace~loving! and “socialist,"
_ Revisioniste such as the "SVY" (Socialist Left Party)* leadership

claim that there"is no danger of war,'" therc'is no gggressive fascist power
in Europey etc, For opportunist reasons, they dircct a certain amount of
~Meriticisa" at conditions within the Soviet Union, but fight bitterly ag-

.'. ainst accepting that the Soviet Union is an imperialist. Buperpower,

The arguments of the various revisionists are different, but the content

" .of their line is the same; prett, fying the Soviet Union and social-imper—

ialisn,
i For these reasons, these forces forn &’ corifion front in many areas;

.Jauong other things, they carry out a comnon reactionary campaign against
China's forcign policy.

Le2)

i Particular revisionist groupings have nade thenselves spokesiacn for
inperialist pacifisu. Particularly prominent among these are some groups
in the SV leadership. They demy that a bourgeois aruy in a country like
Norway cam wage a just war against superpower aggrossion. They go in for
"full disarnarient" and try to justify this by the claim that there '"is no
danger of war in the foreseecable future,"
. ¢ Buch. a:line is both reforinist and constitutes support for Soviet ex-
pan51onlsm,
: Firstly, tallk about "full disarnamcht! under capltallsn is reformist
fantasy. To-believe that the hourgeoisie is willing to dissolve its milite-
.- ary forces s -the sane as belicving that it will glive up state power of
 its own free will., It is only the proletariat's own arued power which cam
. dissolve -the ‘hourgeois military power through revolutiom and the dictator-
~ghip of the proletariat. No parliamentary vote cam do it.

Secondly, this linec stands the world on its head by sweeping away the
rcrl danger of war with a stroke of the pen and thereby naking (the super-
powersdlranslator) preparations for mar easier. B

. AKP(M-L) considers fighting against these views and all other forms of
revisionisi on the military guestion as a central task, Such a struggle ie
- crucial for exposing the superpowers' war preparations, It is extremely
" inportamt for preparing the Norwegian people for waging a war of resist-
ance against Soviet aggression, -

5. Who Can Be Mobilized to Resist a Soviet Invasion?
5.1)

If the Soviet Union attacks Norway, which political and class forcces
will it be¢ possible to nobilize for resistance? The Party Programnue has,
in principle, answered this question correctlys '"The proletariat nust reply
to am attack by waging a war of national liberation against the inperialist

war. The working people of Norway uust answer the inperialist power whi ch
is waging an unjust war, with its own just war of defence,

Only the proletariat and the working people will have everything to
gain and nothing to lose by fighting with ~11 their strength against the
attacking power., Only they have tthe power to defend the interests of the
nation and pcople and to liberate Norway."

The working class and its allies will be the main force in the wdr of
resistance agoinst Soviot aggression against Norway,

But the Party Progreaune doesn‘t satisfy itself just with saying thls-
It also amalyses which forces, in addition to the proletariat and working

#*Translator's note: An alliance of various "socialist" groups: 51m11ar to
the"left—WLng" of the Labour Party.
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people, can be nobilized im such a struggle. The Party Progranie consid-
ers the bourgeoisie. It states correctly that the Norwegian bourgeoisie
is inperialist, On this basis, it states,"The position which the bour-
geoisie will take will be deteriiined by the fact that the Norwegian bours
geolsic isy, by amd large, a traitibr to Norway's national intercsts."

But this also neans that the bourgeoisie, or parts of it, cam, under
certain circunstances defond national independence and self-determination.
If it docs so, then this rebrosents a just struggle which the working
" class supports. But not only that. Om the basis of experiences ih 1940
when the Norweglial bour5001510 was characterised by capitulationism, it is
vital that the working class fights against capitulationisn on the part of
the government to aggression from & superpower.

In this conmection, thc Party Programne says that, "If social-inper-
ialisn attacks Norway, therc is no reason to suppose that the bourgeolsie!s
"defence forces" will put up any great resistamce. Most likely, the armed
foreces will be dissolved as they were in 1940, If they should resist, un-
der the leadership of the bhourgeois gpovernnent, an inperialist attack,
then AKP(M-L) will sec this as a just war which the proletariat supports.'

Fven though we have no illusions about then, AKP(M-L) will call om the
proletariat to support a just war by the bourgeois Norwegian ariy against
unjust aggression, ’

The working class has an interest in defending mational imndependence.
If this is violated by, for exanple, social-inperialisn, it will wean that
bourgeois democratic rule in Norway will be replaced by a fascist, social-
inperialist occupation-~dictatorship. Such a dictatorship will represent a
general attack om the working class and the people's everyday interests.
It will nean a historical step backwards and nake the posstbilitiesc far
socvial revolution nugh Worse, It is for this reason too that the working
class will fight against such an attack,

The front which it is possible to nobilize for .such-acwar of resistanec
will be very broad, 4 policy which is based on the view that "the working
class hags no natiomal intercsts® and which is based on having '"clean hands
in relations with the bourgeoisie" iicans only defeat. Such a''clean hands"
policy will quite certainly cnd in defeat by a powerful eneny.

For this frcasons; the proletariat must work out real revolutionary tac-
tics, tactics of nobilizing all forces which can be nobilized to ncet the
attacker with rilitary resistance, It is thereforec to the advantage of
the working class if the bourgeois army resists an unjust invasion,

It is therefore necessary today for cormumists to work out a pblicy
:whieh to the greatest possiblc extent forces the governnent to resist and
which to the pgrcatest possiblc extont nakes difficulties for capltulatlonr
i an,.

5.2) But the bLourgeois nilitary forces in Norway will not be capable of
waging a prafracted _ war against a Soviet invaslon army, The whole arn-
anent, tactics and military policy of the Norwegian nilitary forces is
based on ghort-tern rcsistance. The Party Prograonc therefore states quite
correctly that,"Even if the Norwegian "defence forces'" should put up a
certaim r051stance to attack, it is nost likely that this would "fall apart
after a short time,"
It'is therefore the armed people themselves who, durlng & protractcd
. war, are thc omly force which could liberate Norway fram occupation and
foreign comtrol.
) But cven if thc official authorities will capitulate after a time, it
is also likely that there will continue to be bourgeois resistance groups
against Soviet occupation. The workimg class must, under particular cire-
cuistances, be willimg to unite with such groups to defeat the main emnecuy.
But the working class nust in no circunstances give away its leader
ship of such a struggle,

5.3) This is the prerequisitc for being able to go forward when the war
of resistance is womr. If the proletariat amd the working pecople succeed
in defeating such an aggrcssor as social imperialism there will be an en=
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tirely new situation in .the country. The Party Programue states that the
way will then''be open at omce to carty..am to complete the socialist revo-
lutiom and cstablish the dictatorship of the proletariat,!

5.4) The people of Norway will not stand alonc in a great war of resist-
ance to a superpower aggressor,

-If Norway is attacked, this aggression will be part of a world-wide
war unleashedby the superpowers. -
‘ The peoples of the whole world will rise up agalnst aggre551on and
- subjugation and fight for matiomal liberation and revolution.:
Y Thc people of Norway will stand shoulder to shoulder with the proletw
ariat of the whole world, with thc people of the Third World and with all
forces which fight against the unjust war.

This will he a powerful support for the people of Norway, both nater=-
ially and politically.

. 6o The Masscs Must Prepare Thenselves For A Peoples War of National Rev-
olution Against Social-Inperialisn

6,1) A peoplc's war against a Sovict arny of invasion and occupation will
be a great war of resistance which unites all patriotic forces which
stand up against slavery under social-inperialisn,

To wage such a war, the pcople's own armed forces nust be built up. It
is fantaesy to believe that fhe bourgeois arny can be "reforned" into such
an arny.

" The working class nust take the lcadership of such an arny and in such
a walr,

The people nust be prepared to resist fronm the first nouent that the
new Tsars set foot on Norwegian soil. But they will be facing a nlghty en-
erny with vast resources. Such a war of resistance and liberatiomn will there-
fore be protracted and denand great sacrifice.

The people's armed forces will be weak and scatterced at the beginning
of such a war, -but they nust be systonatically built up into a powerful

arned force of the people.

The condition for this happening is that a great broad resistamce front
is built up which unites all genuimely patriotic and progressive forces.

Such a people's arny nust learn to apply lao Zedong's theories on
pcople's war and guerrilla war to Norwegian conditions. This is a condi-
tion for waging the war corrcctly, both strategically amd tactically, and
a condition for winning victory.

6.2) The nore the working people prepare .themseclves before an eventual war,
the nore certain it is that they will be able to achieve the ains of a
people's waré drive the occupying forces into the sea and liberate the
country, The hasis for carrying ot towards social liberation will then also
be la.:Ld.

We will not find ready nande answers to the problals of waging people's
war in a country like Norway anywhere. The working people of Norway uust
be preparcd to tread mew paths, to release all their  initiative and explalt
all positive factors to their advantage, :

7. Our Attitude To The Bourpgeois Armed Forces Today

7el) Our baslc attitude to the bourgeois ariied forces is clear. "The bour-
geois aruy is the nuclcus of the bourgeolsie's state power. When it cories
to the point, it will be uscd against the working class, against just re-
volts and rcvolution., The bourgeois arny can be used to bring in fascisn
and terrorisec working peoplc, This we corndenn amd struggle against,!

"The bourgecols arny can wage a just war agalnst aggression. This we
support,.!

7.2) Ay the sane tiue, we reject the pacifist illusion that the arny under
capitalisn can be"dissolved!" by "peaceful neansV It is utopian to believe
that the lLourgeois ariy can be placed under “people's control,' However,
the bourgcois aroy is a rcality, and it can wage just war., It is there=-
fore necessary to have a concrete policy and tactics towards it.


http:i:l.<.'1.de
http:Norweg:i.an
http:lut.i.oD
http:Program.ae

il.

7+3) We connunists support having a congcripted arny and are against have
ing a professional armny. We are for revolutiomaries going into the arny.

Progressive and revolutionary work among soldiers must include agitation

against the ariay being Used against the people, and conscription must be

utili sed so that the people learn nilitary skills.

As long as it is not possible for us to get rid of the bourgeois army
and replace it with a people's aruy, we will fight for an army organization
.which is as much to the advantage of the working class and the pcople as
possible, This neanss

We fipght for an organization of the aray and defcnce forces which
nakes it as casy as possible for the people to comtinue the strugpgle if
Norway is occupied and the central nilitary and state leadership collapses,

We arc for laws which forbid the use of troops against strikes, which
prevent the use of Norwejian troops against liberation moveients,etc.

We do not have any illusions that this will prevent the bourgeoisie
fron using the umilitary apparatus in a reactionary way. But it can provide
a basis for nass nobilization i8 this should happen,

We are for the purging of fascist elenents in the arny. We are for dea-
ocratic rights for soldiers, hecause this can rake it wore digfficult to use
the military apparatus against the people and nake it easicr to mobildze
for action arainst a Sovict attack,

We arc for decentralization of nohilisation organization, strengthen-
ing of local defence and norce training for operations in districts which
the soldiers know wecll,.

We are for reservists having weapons and personal equipient at hone.

7 «4) LKP(M-L) supports famale conscription. Whemn we advocate conscription
it is necessary that we support woren heing included, Anything else would
nean reducing wonen to something "inferior.'

We arc for the full liberation of woien. To hold women outside con=-
scription under capitalisa neans cutting half the population off frou learn-
ing nilitary skills and the use of weapons.

This would ncan suggesting that wonmen will be withput inportance in the
revolution and that they will have secondary tasks if we are occupied.

It has been clained that fenalec conscription would "strengthen the
bourgeoisic!s military apparatus," The only logical conclusion to be drawn
fron such a point of view is to reject conscription, We comnmunists do not
do this because that would nean going in for a refornist policy.

It is not the soldiers' sex which will decide whether the arny is used
against the people or not. If we want to prevent such a thing, it is our
policy ingide the arny and the work there which will be decisidve.

AKP(M~L) considers that women, to as great am extent as possible, ought
to exploit those arrangenents already in existemce in the dofenec forces
to pain military training. But at the sane time, we are against regulations
against wonen Dbeing pernitted to serve in fighting units and denand that
they be abolished. )

AKP(M-L) demands in addition that economic and social conditions be
corrected so that it becoiles possible for wost wonen to acquire military
training,

.7.5) The 1976 Party Prograiuie put forward the slogan,'not a penny for the
‘bourgeois military apparatus.”" Lenim put this slogan forward as a tactical
slogan .uring the First World War., On Lenin's part, this slogan did mot
enbody any demand for "disaruanent.'" It is not referenda on the military
~ budget, but only an armed working class which cam disarnn the bourgeoisie.
The slogan was first and foremnost, a guidelime om what position parlianent-
ary representatives should take towards the wmilitary budget during the
iuperialdist war. It foll wed a line of voiting against so as to exXpose, 1t
is also inportant to be clear om the fact that this slogam was put forward
at a tine when a revolutionary situation was developing inm a nuunber of
European countries. ,

In the post-war era, this slogam has not been as vital, but first and
forenost has been a neans of cxposing the class character of the Norwegian
arned forces, Its nost inportant function has been to denonstrate that the
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arized forces arce being prepared to be used against the working poople in
WJscmmuv.

Howevery, no slogan is correct regardless of tiue and place, What de-
cides whether a policy is correct or not are investigations of the facts
and not statements about "what Lenin said." This is in kecoping with Lenin's
approach when he analysed the First World War,

It i&a no longer a post-war era; now it is a pre-war era., We nust there-
forc evaluate the slogan agein. We nust decide whether it is correct today.
JKP(M-L) considers that it is not correct today. We are under threat

of Soviet occupation. The capability of the Dourgeois dcfence forces to
resist such an invasion is- not without cencern to us. It is not without
concern because we dedand -that the bourgeois arny should put up the great-
cst possible resistance. We criticise the lourgeoisie because they spiked
their guons before 1940, We will also criticise the bourpeoisic if thore
aren't sufficient weapons wien a ncw invasion occurs.

The previously correchk slogan is today of help to social-iwmperialisn.
It is no co-1n01dcnce that the "not a penny..." line has a firn hold in
the SV leadership.

Presented with the danger of war, we nust drop the slogan of 'mot a
penny..." and ;o over to supporting amd strugcling for provisions which
arc designed to inerease the defensive capability against aggression. Such
a policy itakes it possible for us to produce a couplete, conprchensive
and concrete criticisn of the present organization of defence., This is
necessary for developing the struggle for a defence system which under
present-day conditions strengthens the defence forces' capability to fight
against Soviet aggression,

The military programne does not ;o in for such a comprchensive critic-
isu of the present defence systen. Howaver, the concrete matters whlch
are dealt with give direction to the continuing work.

Obviously we canmot consider supporting the.military budget as a whole,
as it contains riush which we cannot accept.. However, by taking a more flex-
ikle approach, ne imcrease the possibilities of concretely criticising the
bourgeoisie's nilitary doctrines and plans, We can wage a better class
struggle against the bourpcoisie's preparations for capitulation and im-
Crease pressure so as to avoid troops being put in the worst possible site
uation during am invasion. This will strengthen. the authority and cred-
1b111ty of rcvolutionary polltlcs acongst the troops.

7.6). IKP(M-L) demands altcration of the prescint defence plamns which have
jractically no provision for the defence of South Norway. We denand that
infantry is given priority. We deinand that the arny be equipped with con=
: wlderably riore anti-tank weapons than at prescnt and that the troops in
divisions are given proper training in the nost effectiVe possible anti-
tank warfarce, We demand also that arny divisions are given effective air
cover,

At the saile tine, we demand that Norwegian tactical thinking be re=-
directed fron:.static air basc defence to nobile warfare,

Norwegian towns arc, to all intents and purposes, without effective
alr cover. This ncans that the civilian population is particularly vul-
nerable to terror boubing. We denand that this situation be changed, and
that the task of Luilding up such air protectiom is givem priority.

The existing maval plans cantail a najor weakening of our defeficc cap=-
2bility in the strategically inportant waters around Norway., We therefore
demand that priority be siven to.building up a navy which is designed for
this sort of defence. In addition, the coastguard fleet nust be built up
to enable a nore effective guard to be kept om Norwegian territorial
waters, not least in the northern areas, tham is the case today. Wec also*”
denand priority for and buildimg up of Norwgy's coastal artillery.

{KP(M-L) is for thesc and other denands which have as their ain the
stremgthening of the Norwegian foreces capacity to fight a Soviet invasion.

7.7) Obviously, there is a danger that this force could Bec used against
the working class. We take the chance that weapons which should Le used
agaimst . invasion will be turned against the working class.
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However, the omly guarantee we can develop against this is by strength-
ing the revolutionmary workers! movementls influence amongst the troops and
strengthening agitation against the weapons being used against the people,

It was not lack.of weapons whicgh re¢sulted in the Tsar being defeated
in 1917, but the fact that the troops umited with the working class and
peasantry and turned their wecapons against the Tsar aund the bourgeoisie!

Lack of the right weazpons can, on the contrary, in fact mean a poor
start for a just war against invasion.

7.8) We combine demands for certaih measures with demands that there should
be an #nd to unneeessary wastage and bureaucracy. We criticise the F-16
project, among other things, because it leads to a reduction in the prior-
ity of amd in fact weakeming of the other defence arcas, Steps which mean
an increased capacity to withstand Soviet agpgression obviously cost money.
It is fér exactly this reason that Norwegian working people have the right
to demand that resources are not wasted,

We are therefore against unnecessarily expensive systeus which draw re-
sources away from those woasures which would really strengthen defence cap-
ebility. We are against such waste hecause it puts am umnecessarily large
finemcial burden om working people. And we oppose misplaccuent of resources
which results from incorrect nmilitary jhinking and poor defence organization,

8.NATO And The Defence Of Norway

8as1) Wo are, in principle, neither for nor against Norway entering alliances
with other states. What decides our attitude towards an alliance.is the
sort of character it has.

4 s2all country with powerful imperialist neighbours will always necd
to seek support abroad against attack. It will also be necessary for a
socialist Norway to nmake allinnces with other states,

The thing which is decisive for us is ¢ what sort of alliance is being
congidered? Does it defend Norway's independence? . Is it a one=sided all-
iance which is used by ome imperialist power to control other countries?

Or is it used to attack and oppress other countries?

We also believe that the defence of Norway's independence must in the
nain be built fromw our own forces. Support from other countries is wel coize,
but it must never tako precedence over the mobilization of the people of
Norway. It is therefore incorrect to male the guestiom of alliances with
other countries and support fron themr the most important thing. The country
which.relics on foreign allics to liberate it must also reckon with the
same allies attempting to gain control once victory is achleved.

AKP(M=L) opposes the NATO alliance on a basis of principle. NATO is not
an alliance onktéred into on equal terns by all its members. Inside NATO the
other states are dominated by the imperialist superpower, the USA.

If in today's situation or any tine under capatalism, it becane poss-
ible to choose, then we colnmunists would prcfer a Norwegian defemce force
independent of the superpowers, to a NATO defence.

At the same time, our policy must be based on the fact that the great~
est and most dangerous agsressor in the world today is the Soviet Union. Tt
i1s the Soviet Union amd not NATO which is now the greatest military threat
to Norway and the greatest threat to Norwegian sovereipgnty.

It is thercfore necessary to have tactics which both take account of
the fact that the main danger is now posed by the Soviet Union, and which
also takes account of the role NATO plays in the world today.

As the world situation has altered, so has the significance of NATO,

It was originally started as an aggressive, iuperialist military alliance
directed against the Soviet Union and other countries which were then soc=-
ialists NATO was also dirccted against revolt and revolution im Western
Europe and countries which were western colonies,

Today, NATO's role in relation to the Soviet Union is different, The
Soviet Union is no longer socialist, but has itself become the more danger-
ous superpower, The US and western inperialist countries have weakened.
The Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact long ago overtook NATO in terms of
‘nilitary strength. NATO is thercfore now in avdefensive position vis-a-vis
the Soviet Union,
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It.is also a fact that NATO today, to a certain extent; represents a
deterrent to_Soviet aggression and expansios. NATO represents an ihportant
military force. It is also of political importamce that -an attack on one
NATO member can lead to war with the whole alliance, For this reason, the
new Tsars in the Kremlin look on NATQO as an important obstruction to their
eXpansion in Europe.

This does not mean that NATO has lost its imperialist character. In
recent years, it has been shown that NATO is still carrying on eXercises
dirested against striking workcrs, students and progressive organizations
in Norway. The USA and other western imperialist countries still try to
use NATO to defend their imperialist interests in the Third World. However,
NATO's ability to function as a powerful force in US imperialism's inter-
ests in particular is much less than previously. :

Soviet propaganda places great emphasis on attacklng NATO. It charac-
terises NATO as an "enormuusly dengerous tool of imperialisn" and as a
"great threat to peace.® The Soviet leaders come out with"demands" which
are aimed at forcing Norway out of NATO. The reason for this is that the
Soviet leaders want to get NATO out of the way as a part of their prepar-
ations for a march to the Wost.

When the Norwegian revisionists try to puup life into a campaign age
ainst NATO, which they themselves killed off in 1969, it is as a result of
Soviet tactics aimed at easing their advance into Europe. The revisionists!
propaganda exploits the fact that a nuwber of people with anti-imperialist
views do not fully understand the chamges in the world and still consider
US imperialisi to Be a greater or as great a danger as social-imperialisu.

. However, im reality, the revisionists! "anti-NATO" stand is not aimed
at ‘strengthening Norwegian independence or ability to stand up to Soviet
pressure and attacks. This is shown clearly in the way their "fight. against
NATO" is inseparably linked ‘with propaganda that ‘'the Soviet Union repres-
ents no threat to Norway," that "ths Soviet Union is peace-loming) that it
is "giving assistance! when it is in reality invading other countries, etc.

With this background, it is clear that we nust make quite definite
dentands together with the demand that Norway leaves NATO,

Norwegian withdrawal from NATO can, in fact, umean either am improve-
rnent, or a worsening of Norway's position, depending on n the circunstances
undér which such a withdrawal occurs. )

If Norway withdraws from NATO and at the same time expresses a clear
political will to stand up to social-imperialist expansion, and re=direct
its defence in a direction which makes it riore capable of neeting a Sovict
attack, then this will mean an inprovement. Such a withdrawal would have
‘our supports

However, if Norway's withdrawal from NATO shuuld happen on the condit-
ions the Soviet Union proposes, and also lead to a weakening of Norway's
ability to stand up to military assault, then this would mean a defimite
worsening of the situation., It could lead to Norway rapidly being pressed
into a situation like Finland's, and that will increase the danger of Sov-
let occupation, If that was the alternative, then’ we coumunists would say
that to renmain im NATO would be the lesser evil.

On this basis, we can state that "Norway out of NATO" in today's situ-
ation is unsuitablc as a slogan. We are against NATO in principle and our
long tern aim is Norway out of NATO. However, because this policy nust be
inseparably linked to the demand that a withdrawal must not be to the ad-
‘Vantage of Soviet eXpansionmism, it is necessary to have nore. subtle tactics
than those the slogan "Norway out of NATO" alone expressess

8.2) In addition to being in breach of the principles of an equitable all-
iance, NATO also today hinders a re-organization of the Norwegian military
which can strongthen Norwcgian military resistance to a Soviet attack.
Bourgeois politicians in Norway clain that NATO is capable of protecting
Norway fror such an attack. This is untrue.

NATO's strategy for Norway is built, militarily spcaking, on an illt-
sion. It is built on Norwegian troops, in the event of a Soviect invasion,
holding a nuuber of air-bascs and bridgehecads in the Northern part of the
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country to coVer an- finerican landing and the "relief™ of NATO's contin-
gency forces, Any deferdce of South Norway does not, in reality, cxist.

The Soviet Union has the nilitary power to cut Norway in/two tn . 8bnsid-
crable strength beforc the Anerican "air-bridge" has started to function
at all, The 50vict Union has superior air- and sca-forces on the northern
flank. Thesc make the Yenerging corps" (?-Trans,) idea and the idea of
rnoving large rnobilisation forces from the south to north Norway into a
thoroughly uurealistic project,

These plans are not only illusory. They are also reactionary, because
the only logical consequence of such a strategy would be to sct up Ancr-
ican bases in Norway sonc tiie before a Sovict attack, This is to fight
foreign rule with ‘foreign rule.

8.3) A revisionist idea that has been put forward to oppose support for a
just resistance by the bourgcois aruy in Norway against a Soviet attack,
is the idea that such resistance is Munjust if there are NATO forces in
Norway." .

The comuminists reject such an ideca. If Norwegian troops fight against
Soviet aggression to defend Norwcgian indepcndence, then this fight is just,
Toghydicss. of whethor thorc are other countries!.troops on Norwegian soil.

This is how it was in 1940 when Norweglan army divisions put up armed
resistonce to the Geriian attacking forces. That therc were British and
French troops in Norway doesn't change it ome bit.

To the extent that it was fought, ‘it ¥as also correct to concentrate
the fight agninst the main eneny: German Nazi inperialisi.

8.4) In connection with the steadily increasing danger of Soviet aggression,

it is of great inmportance that the bourgeois Norwegian army's ability to
withstand a Soviet attack is strengthened,

Both NATO's present strategy on the northern flank and the idea of
building foreign bases in Norway conflict with the Norwegian people's
interests.

] The Norwcgian defence forces are part of the integrated counand systen
in NATQ. This involves the Norwegian air force, being udder ‘foréipn comm-
and today. In a war-tdnc situation, the Norwegkon arcmy would be put.ip
would be put in the same position. This constitutes a hindrance to the
strengthening of Norwegian sovereignty and a hindrance to the strengthening
of the ability of the Norwcgian defence forces to withstand Soviet agg- .
ressgion, On this basis, AKP(}M=-L) dcuands that Norway nust withdraw froo
NATO's command systeri.

9. The Party Must Prepare Itseclf And The Masses For War.

9.1) The working class and pecople of Norway uust prepare thenselves for
pPeople's war against a Soviet invasion and occupation., '

It is a central task today to systematically expose the war prepara-
tions of the superpowers, and espccially the Soviet Union's irrespomsible
policy of re-arnament and aggression. It is especially inportant to dev-
elop the bBroadest possiblc unity of action arcund concrete issues which
are ained against Soviet aggression,

In this connection, it is a central task to mobilise for resistance to
Soviet pressure on Norwegian sovereignty in the Northern arcas, It is part=-
icularly inportant to utobilise on a broad basis against Soviet uilitaris-
ation of Norwegian territory on Svalbard. . )

It is of crucial iuportance to develop solidarity work with all peoples
and especially countries of the Third World in their struggle against the
superpowers! policy of repression and hegentony.

9.2) LKP(M-L) nust intensify and develop revolutionary work .among the
troops. A struggle for soldicrs' social and econonic interests must- be
launched, ond onec for soldiers'! denocratic rights. The struggle anongd the
troops nust have the ain of building the broadest possible united front
anong the troops for just demands, ) o
Despite the fact that the govermaent has systematically imposed lind te
ations on the "rank and filc representative'' arrangenents in the defenmce
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~ forces, progressives nust give nost weight to working inside this organ-

~ization. It is through work in the "rank and file representative™ systen:

that 1t is possible to reach thc bread inasses of soldiers,

‘The struggle acong the troops canmot be limited to econoric struggle,
after the revisionists' fashion. A central theue of the struggle concerns
the content of the service, .

AKP (M-L) will work to mobilisc as nany soldiers as possible to:
~Denand nore imformation on-and the right to discuss= the military-polit-
ical end atbategic situation,
~Dentand proper training in shooting and'"field training"™ to put the troops
in the best possible position to neet a Soviet invasion aruy.

-Struggle against unthinking discipline, which is only fitted for wcaken-
ing the soldiers! ability to struggle against foreign aggression. In its
place there should be a2ll-round instruction to %each the nost possible
nilitary skill.

-Struggle agadnst using weapons agaimst thc people.

9.3) 4KP(M-L) supports—and will struggle for-arming the peoplcs

We call on the grecatcst possible nuaber of working people to take part
in voluntary gun clubs and to participate in hunting and sports-shooting,

LKP(M=-L) fights for the democratic right to have wcapons. The Norweg-
ian bour5001sle, under the lcadershlp of the social-democratic governnent
have for dccadcs been carrying on a canpaign and have taken steps to limit
.this pight, It is necessary to take up the struggle against this reaction-
ary policy.

There arc hundrcds of thousands of Norwegian working people who in nne
way or amother arec today involved in shooting, either sports~shooting,
hunting, or voluntary gfun clubs. This is a positive developnent in sports.
However, it also rcpresents a signifivant resource in preparing resistance
to agpression against Norwepian independence.

AKP(M~L) therefore supports all the just demands which are raised by
the various shooting organizations for inproving the opportunltles for
participation in hunting and sports-shooting.

Particularly inportant is the dcnand for proper conditions for ahoot-
ing practicc and training, There is a great lack of shooting=ranges in
Norway today. This is the rcsult of a conscious canpaipgn to obstruct sports-~
ghootlng. This n2ust be nct with derands for increased expansion of shoot-
ing-rangesy; not least in the cities, so that there are facilities for
training close to where people work and live.

in arned people will be the nost important guaremtée for an effective
resistance against, ce(y, Soviet aggression against Norway.

9¢4) There is a great danger that an aggressor such as the Soviet Union
will use nuclcar weapons in an attack on Norway. The Soviet aray's nilit-
ary docktrine asswies the use of tactical nuclear weapons,

The Norwegian governiient has done very little to introduce neasures
designed to protect the civilian population against atonic weapons,

AKP(M~L) denands the conprehensive building up of civil defence
ageinst nuclcar attack.

Al together, civil dcicnce is totally inadequate and must bo given
higher priority. It is inmportant in this connection that the degree of
Norwegian self-sufficiency is increased. Further, it is important that
priority is given to the building of air-raid shelters, distribution of
das-nasks and other civil defence wquipiicnt, establishnent of food stores
and building up of stores of strategic raw iaterials.

9.5) It is of erucial 1mp9rtance that the working clnss and progre551ves
in Norway increase their undetstanding of rmilitary questions.

KP(M-L,) will thereforc disseminate information on the superpower
arnies' structure, arnaients, tactics, etcs We will spread material which
is generally designed to increase knowledge of military skills.

It is particularly inportant to disseninate the writings of Mao Zedong
and the other great Marxist teachers on the nilitary question.

If the working class and the people arc going to succeed in taking up
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the lewdershlp in a war of rcsistance against the Soviet Union, then they
nust study the expericnces of revolutionary people's war,

9.6) The working people's health and constitution are of great importance
for the Norwcgian pcoplets ability to put up arined resistance %o aggression,
For this reason, sport is most inportant, For this reason, anong others,
AKP(M-L) . will work for the largest nunber possible participating in sport,
and we support “all just denmands which inprove conditions for taking part
in sportlng activities and physical training.
But it is not just sgort 'in the narrow sense which is important. Open-
air life in forests and uountalns, hunting and fishing, etc., represent a
slgnlflcant recreatlonal valuc, But it is also of great significance fron
a strategic p01nt of view that the broad nasses of working people are fa-
iliar w1th Norwcblan Hature, and terrain, and have experiemcc and knowledge
of how to manage in Norweglan tundra regions. It is therefore inmportant to
take a part in strengthening such activitye.

9.7) The Conniunist Party will represent a decisive factor in leading arnmed
resistance and building up a patriotic united front against aggression.

Soviet occupation will mean the setting up of a fascist occupation dic-
tatorship in Norway. Already today, state power in the Soviet Umion rep-
resents the most brutal, terroristic and bloody dictatorship in the world.

A situation of war and occupation will not make such a regime nilder,
but, on the contrary, iiore sevcree.

The social imperialist occupying forde will in addition employ social-
denagogy, project itsclf as “liberators) support "Norwegian workers'pOWOr"
etce It will describe the patriots as "terrorists,! Yagents of inperialis,
etc, In this way it will try to lay the basis for terrorising the Norweglan
civilian population and especially those actively fighting against slavery
under the ncew Tsars.

Against this background, it ©s of crucial inportance in propafing  the
party and the working pcoplc for war and occupation that [KP(M-L) rapidly
strengthens its work in ordcr to be in a position to work under conditlions
of illegality,

If the Norwegian working poople and the conaunist party take the task
of preparing theuselves polltlcally and organizationally seriously, then a
Soviet occupying force will ileet resistance which in the end will deal
it a painful dcfeat. )

The National Conference On The Military Programae

Comaents on thc conference and the most inportant resolutions.
The Background of the National Conference.

In Sumiier, 1978, the Central Comuittee of LKP(M-L) resolved to start a
party discussion on rilitary policy with a view to adoptinyg a nilitary
politiecal programme in 1979,

The reasons for this arc partly explained in the introduction to the
nilitary programme (points 1.1 and 1.2.). In short, we can identify:

-=changes in the world 51tuatlon, particularly social 1mperlallsu 5
ever greater lnternatlonal offensive over the last few ycarse ,

-=lack of clarity in the comnunist novement both in Norway and inter-
nationally on what this recans in terns of preparations for a peoplels war,
policy towards the bourgeois dofence forces, towards the Western inperial-
ists and the USL, towards NLTO, ctc.

Thce discussion on this has been going on for soile years, but it has
junped about and been unsystenatic, The Party leadership wanted AKP(M-L)
to summarise its viewpoint in order to answer soite of these questlons and
atart a political offensive towards a comaunist nilitary policy which
relates to present conditions,

Rather less thamn a year ago, a proposal for a military political pro-
gramne was sent out for discussion within the party. Internally in the
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the party, nany contributions which expressed different viewpoints, in-
cluding counterproposals to the prograume, were distributed. These gquest-
ions werec also discussed,in part, publicly in the party paper, !'Klasse-
kanpen! ("Clqss Struggle"-Trans). £11 levels had discussion nmeetings on
the initial programae,

On’ the basis of this, delegates were chosen to the party conference in
Spring 1979.

Party confcrences have no institutional place in LKP(M—L)'S dGC151ons.
The Central Comittce is the Party's highest authority between National
Party Congresses, However, the Ccntral Comuittee wanted a broader and nmore
representative forunm to adopt final resolutions on the military prograane.
The Central Coruiittee therefore deecidcd to delegate its right to decide the
flnal resplution on the nilitary programrie to the national conference., Whil ¢
the national conference'!'s resolutions are now AKP(M=L)'s official military
progranne, it is on the Dasis of decisions taken in the party's highest
organ between congresses, the Central Conrittee,

The work of the national conference,

The national confcrencc convened in late spring 1979. The main iteum on
the agenda was the proposals for .a nilitary progratmie.

It also dealt with naterial on the financial crisis of the party paper
YKlassekanpen!! and took rcsolutions advising the party leadership on this.

The conferencc opencd with a report on the discussion within the party.
It went through the proposals, counter-proposals and ancndments subrdtied
in details The conference delcgates also made many propeosals for amendnents.

fifter poing through the proposals, the national conference went on to
passe resolutions.

The resolutions of the national conference.

. The first questions which the confercnce considered were whether..it was
correct to adopt resolutions on a military prograrmc, what status such a
nilitary pregranne in that case would have in the party, and how discussion
should continue after the conference.

On the basis of this discussion, proposals werc put forward undef five
headingss '

Proposal 1la,

The National Conference considers that the treatment of the military
programme has in the nain been poor, It does not satisfy the rnininun
requirenents we expect from party deuocracy.

Proposnl 1lb.

The National Conference considers that the treatment of the military
programne has in the nain heen satisfactory. Proposals have been put for-
ward in good tine. 411 party meabers have had a chance to read them, dis-
cuss then and put forward their views. 4Llso, many contributions and coun-
ter-proposals have been published. These preparations satisfy, in the nain,
the requircnents we expect oi party deiocracy.

The preparations have also had sone weaknesses. This applies to, aunong

. other things, the discussion about NATO which only took up a central pos-

ition in the debate too late in the day. The debate has also been limited
by the fact that the party has, at the samc tiie, had many and difficult

tasks. £4ll the sane, this does not alter the conclusion that the prepar-

ations have been good cnough,.

Resglution:
la., and lb. were put in opposition to cack other, Thc result was no
votes for la., unaniitious for 1b., no abstentions,

Proposal 23a,

The Kational Bonference rejects taking a resolution on the rilitary
prograne, The question should be put off till the Party'!'s 3rd National
Congrcss.

Proposal 2b
It is both neccssary cnd possible to consider the proposal of the
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ailitary progr1ULe now. The National Oonference therefore rejects the
proposal not to comsider the resolution on the ullltary Progranic.

Resolutlon.

23,zmd 2bes were put in opposition to each other. The result was no
votes for 2a,, unaninous for 2b., no abstentions,

Propofsal 3.

The adopted military programe is a docuwient which is binding for
IKP(M~L)%$ policy and for comnunists who stand up as official represcnt-
atives gf the party.

Resolution:
Unaniiously adoptod ‘no votes agalnst, no abstentions.

Proposal 4.

' The dlscu551on about military policy is not coupleted by this resolu-
“tion. Defence. pollcy nucds further development and application. This app-
lies, anong other things, to what sort of defence systen the party will

fight for. :

A large najority of party members have, through party dlscu831on, given
their acceptance to the proposals of the military programne. But there is
still disagrecciaent within the party on a nuaber of points in the uilitary
programne, This applies, aong other thlan, to the question of the nili-
tary budget, fcmale comscription and NATO. The discussion of these natters
will continue in the party and in the party press, for the tine being,
up to the 3rd National Congress.

Resolutiomn:
Unaninously adopted, no .votes against, no abstentlons.

Proposal 5.

The najority  of éonrades who have opposed the proposals of the pro-
gramge, or oppésed adopting a resolution now, have put forward their points
of view in a comradely and correct nanmer., However, some have sharply opp=-
oscd the party adopting a resolution on the subject and, in some cases,
even talked about resignation,

We criticise individual comrades who try to put an ultinatun to the
party nmajority and prevent it using its denocratic right to adopt majority
resolutions.

‘We appeal strongly to these conrades to stay within the party and use
the possibility of putting forward their viewpoint through comtributions
and proposals.

Resolutlon.
Unaninously adopted, no votes against, no abstentions.

Followin(  this&, theé hatiomal comfcrence resolved to publish the prop=-
osals 1 to 5 and the defeated proposals la. and 2a,

After "this, the mational-conferemce adopted resolutlons om the text of
the military programme. An editorial commitiee made preoposals for the hand-
ling of the text and worked but nany proposals for amendments to it. The
resclutions were, for the nost part, adopted poimt for point, and in sone
cases for even shorter parts of the prograume. The majority of anenduents
were passed unanizously w1thout any votes against or abstentlons. On souie
imdividual p01ntsthere was a vote between proposals for alternatlve forn=-
ulations.

The whole text, with the exception of two small formulations has been
adopted word for word fron the national conferencc (The two exceptions
related to short, purely grammatical alterations).

. After the whole text had beem adopted paragraph by paragraph it was
proposed that the conference should vote on the fimished programne as a
wholc. This was adopted umaninously, with ho votes against or abstentions.

4 orumient on the handling of resolutions by the conference.

The working commtiee would like to comnent on the background of the
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to the resolutions and the inportamnce they have for the party.

‘The most iuportant reason for the resolution in five points ig that
there was still disapgrecnient over the military programiie within the party
up to the national conference. & large najority of, party menbers was in
favour of the proposals. L minmority amongst organized communists was ag-
ainst. This opposition was not of just one political form. Some of the most
inportant questions on which contradictions arosc are indicated.in point
4 of the resolution, Soue also felt that it would be best to defer passing
the resolution as they wanted more tiue for party discussiom.

The national conferencc therefore comsidered deferring or rejecting
the putting of a resolutien on the prograzie. It concluded that the hand-
ing of the matter had in th'e nain been satiefactory, even if it hedn't
been perfect, It therefore accepted the resolution that it is ", .. necess-
ary and posslble to consider the proposal...now.! {point 2). Possible be-
causc the discuggion had been good enough and a larpge najority of noitbers
supported the proposals. Necessary.-becausc it is ‘danaging and unproductive
to have uajor party ulscussions,where a large aajority take up a position
only to then Tcject suuhlnh up the results of the discussion in clcar res-
olutions. Even ilore necessary hocwusc the present political =ituation de-
irands that LKP(M-L) publicly puts forward clear.political views on qucst-

ions which reclate to the défencec of the pcople of Norway. HKP(M-L) is
respomsible to the working class. The party cannot expect to be taken ser-
iously by the working class if it has no policy om questions which can nean
life or death for the working people. This must carry more weipht than whe-
- ther there werce. wesknosses in the party discussion before resolutions werc
bassed, For thesc rcasons, the national conference unamimously rejected
not passing resolutions.

4t the saile tine, the five-point resolution takes a position on sone
problenis which reiaain unsolved after the adoption of the nilitary prograute,

In the party discussion, suggestions have becn made that ‘the nilitary
prograwic should contain detailed and concrcte proposals on changes in the
bourpgeois Norwepism defemces, which together could nake up an alternative
to the present defence arrangeaents, It is correct that the party needs
such an alternative. It will be an inportant political weapon in the strug-
gle to criticimec the' defeatist policy and subservience to the USLA, which
inportant bourgéois politicians and nilitary lcaders arc now goinb in for,
and mobilise patriots far outside the ranks of the coumunists to fight for

" changes. However, such a concrcte and detailed proposal would be totally
beyond the bounds of this nilitaryuprogramme. The party nmust coimence work
towards a nmew programuie in order to nake the proposals and a new party
di scussion Lefore it could be adoptcd.

The national conferencc therefore adoptcd a normal party line. The
party proposes alterations in thc present bourgeois Norwegian defence arr-
angenents {(this is discussed in Scctiom 7 as a whole). At the saue tine,
it has been established that the party has not completed a oriticisn of
and formulation of an alternative to the defencde arrangenments, but is only
proposimg sone steps which indicate the griemtation for such a critique
(See point ?,5). In'additioﬂ, the national conference rabbkwed that inter-
nal ard extcrnal discussion nust comtinue, aong other things, to develop
concrete altcrnatives to thc defence .systen (resolution-4),

It was also,of course, a problen that there was not domplete. agreemcnt
within the narty that the resolution should be put.

LKP(M-L) is a democratic-centralist party. Our task as a revolution-
ary workers' party is to. find a defence policy which best serves the ‘work-
ing ¢lass and adopt it. When a resolution is passed, the whole party oust
struggle to bring the policy out to the people. Differcnt parts of the
party cannot work publicly for different and contradlctory nilitary-pol-
iticadl lines,

Now, there was in fact a minority who were in disagreeuent on sone
points. With support for the resolutions, the party could olosc..tho t-

party discussion mow that thc resolutions have been passeds Dut.would it
be useful im this case? The National Conference thought not and it therec-
fore chose, another way out. It stated that the adepted military. progranne
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is binding for AKP(M-L) and iust be followed Ly the party and its official
rcpresentatives (see resolution 3). Im this wa¥, people kmow that elected
represcntatives of 4KP(M~L) will work loyally for the lime of the military
progranwie. At the saue time, the minority will be able to put forward their
views in the contimuing internal party discussion and im the party's public
Presse. This discussion is-at-the saic tiie part of preparatiomns for the 3rd
national Party Comrgrcss (accordlnr to the resolutions, this should take
place in 1930), In the continuing party discussion, those who are in disa-
grcement’' ¢an get changes through if they can conwince the majority. In any
case, they can hclp the party to prepare its military policy by ensuring
that the contradictions are i1ade sharper inside the party and that nothing
is accepted without critlclsm.‘

The national conference distinguished between most of the minority, who
have handlecd the comtradictions inside the party correctly, and those fcw
who have handled them antagonistically. The national conference pointed out
that 1t is not correct to leave when something is adopted which onc doesn't
like, but that one should rcaain in the party and try to win over the naj-
ority to one's view through deiocratic discussion.,

Lifter the text had been adopted heading by heading, the delegatces voted
unaminously for the military programne as a wholce In this way, those who
had voted for alternative foruulationson soac points could show that they
saw the prograniie as a good expogition of AKP(M-L)'s military-political
lineo

In the report, it is stated,"ill those who spoke (on the poinis of order
criticisns of the conference) were in agreement that the conference had
good political discussions which brought us a good way forward. The leader-
ship of the incetin; was both efficient and good. The discussions werc opeh
and frce with nany contributions and lively dcbate.!

This shows thc hiigh political level of the confcrence. There was polit-
ical disagrcement on sonc points, but this disagrecnent did not prevent res-
olutions beinp takem which all could support. The fact that norc or less
the whole text was adopted word for word and unaninoilsly shows that the new
nilitary progsramme has strong support among the delegates and in the party.

Unity is goode« 4Lt the samc tine, it is our (the working party's) view
that it would have been a {ood thing if courades who were against the whole
i3ilitary prograime had been at the conference. The fact that they were not
is ncither the menbers! or the party lcadership's fault. It is a result of
the fact that they nade up such a sall winority that nowhere was there a
majority to elect theix as delegatess

The party leadership did not foresee this situation. In hindsight, we
think that it would have been a good thing if the leadership had encouraged
the party to elect some delegates who represented the minority's view (al-
though the nanbership cannot of course be told to vote in a particular way
fron the top) or perhaps had invited soilcone from the nimority to the con-
ference with speaking and votimg rights.

This weakncss is, all the sane, secondary. The main tbing is. that-thc
conference was extrenely peood and that the military programize gives a good
basis for wider discussion ond practical work,

Comtimuing work with the uilitary prograane

The party is mow presented with the task of puttinmg the political lines
in the military progranue into political practice in Norway.

This mcans that we must spread the military programue and the line it
contains to the working people. For it is omly the working class and the
working people who cam be the naim force im the defence of Norway.

Further, J4KP(M-L) nust actively secek discussions with other political
forces, hourpcois military, ctc, on how Norway cam and should be defended,
Such discussion nust not be put in contradiction to spreading our military
political line among the working peoplc. 4 great public debate in which
comuauni sts take part also increases the interest of the workcrs and makes
it easier to explain our line. At the saie time, it is a good thing for
the working class i1f a lore correct defence policy line wins support anong
somc bourgeois politicians, officials and military leaders, as that can
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lead to sonc advantageous changes in bourgeois . defence policy.

We nust therefore dcvclog the discussion on the nllltary question both
inside and outside thd party. The working class cannot lcave the military
" question to bourpeois gencrals. The nilitary prograwize points out that the

pre=condition for a people's war against an eventual Soviet attack is that
working pcople Tlearn military skills. #KP(M-L) uust also get startcd
developing’ concrcte alternative proposals to the bourpgeois dcfcnce orL-
anization, . :

We should seck confrontatlon and élscu551on on military .polities with
,rcv1510nlgts, soclal deiiocrat s, conservatlvcs, pacifists,..the ailitary,
“ete, wherc we dofeond the linc of the military prograc. Pcople who dis-

agree with AKP(M-L) should know that we will gladly have discussioms with
tncu. LIKP(M=-L)'s party press will ¢ladly print contributions frou oppon=-
" ents of our nilitary progralise if they can furthor develop the debate.
Lct's get’ started using and spreadlnL th“ military programue!

July 1979
Working: party of iKP(M=L).
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