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.« Introduction: aswvects of the ideological struszle in Latin America

L It 1s not necessary to remind this audience how wilde and
complex the discussion is concerning the different meanings
assigned today to the word ‘‘ideology'. To me it seems quite clear
that during the last few years the concept has been what may be
called "re-vindicated”. The sociology of knowledge tried to prove
that “thought*, human thouzht, is reflection against the ta ckground
of a certain situation and certain socio-cultural facts, and in
this sense 1t is always “ideological thinking', a form of conditioned
thinking. The concept of ideology handled in this paper, there-—
fore, tallies (in general) with the definition given by Armand
Cuvillier: ‘Social existence (says the author), like any form of
existence, obeys a sort of law of 'awareness'®; in the first place,
it is>simply lived; then it is represented, and lastly 1t is
scientifically known. The ideologies correspond (in my view) to the
second stage of this '“process of becoming aware', to quote the
fine formula of Leon Brunschvieg. An ideoclogy, moreover, is cert-—
ainly not a scientific knowledge of reality, and that is why it
can be denounced as illusory, partial (in both senses of the word),
slightly “mythical® in the Sorelian sense...; but it is the
emergence on the plane of consclousness, under the form of repres-—
entation, of a situation which until that moment had simply been
lived. That representation is, therefore, necessarily affected by
a co—efficient which is historical and also ‘'situational?; this
may distort the reality, but it well expresses a reality from a
certain angle, in a particular light. I edd (he concludes a few
lines further on) that such 'awareness' always involves a certain
"décalageand that the ideology thus nearly always shows a certain
delay with regard to the historic reality which it is supposed to
translate.® ("Las ideologias a la luz del conocimiento®, Universi-
dad Nacional, México, D.F,, 1957. pp.l2-23).

I want to emphasise two elements in this definition of
Cuvillier's: first, that the ideology corresponds to that moment
of awareness of the lived situation, of the historical and social
reality. Seccndly, that although this 'awareness' presupposes a
certain distortion, and therefore cannot be equated with scientific
knowledge, it is useful to express reality “from a certain angle,
in a particular light®* (to quote Cuvillier).

2 Two other points must be mentioned by way of introduction, in
order to understand the nature and importance of the rcle played

by the ideologies in Latin America. Firstly, it must be remeubered
that the word “ideology' refers also to what we may call the gocial
dimension of ideas. “The idea (says Jean Meynaud and Alain Lancelot
in his book “Las actitudes politicas®, Eudeba, Buenos Aires, p.97)
would be the intellectual product in its pure state, while tle
ldeology would express the state of this idea after it has passed
to the level of collective assimilation®. This collective
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character of ideology does not imply a pejorative distinction in
comparison with the imvortance of the idea. When we draw attention
to the ‘'social dimension" of ideology we are recalling that (to
quote Meynaud and Lancelot again) "it appears to us like a system
of variable coherence which expresses, explains or justifies the
attitudes of man in relation to the world in whi-h he lives; and
also as “an incitement to act in thils or that direction, in
accordance with a value-judgment of society" (ibid., p.98). There-
fore this exposition of the "ideologicel opti ns and political
dynamic' of Latin America must not be understood as the abstract
conflict between certain ideas about society, but as a frequently
violent collision between social groups identified with a certain
concept of change, and involved - through the dynamic of that
ideological concept - in praxis (political action) i.e. in the
struggle for power.

3w ‘This last affirmation may somewhat surprise the representative
of European and North American countries present here, because

since the end of the second world war there has been talk in those
countries of the phenomenon known as “the end of the i1deologies";
this means the ideological dppeasement which lies at the root of

the theory of "peaceful co-existence® affirmed by the two main
world-powers, I must insist that this theory of the Ytwilight of
ideologies” (Raymond Aron, Arthur Koestler, Seymour Lipset,

John K. Galbraith) seems to be unacquainted with the most signifi-
cant world phenomenon of the last 20 years: the rise of the Tiers-
Monde, the break-un of the colonial structure which had survived

the second world war, and the appearance of a group of nations,
independent but interrelated owing to their common historical origin,
and the similarity of their problems. It is precisely in those
under—-developed areas (which include Latin America, as has been
shown by the latest integrations in face of the problems of the
international situation) that the ideological struggle has acquired
a new and strong significance. This revival of the ideological
struggle manifests itself, primarily., outwardly, because the "Tiers-
Monde' represents an ideological position of its own in face of the
two great power-bloes. Secondly, it manifests itself internally,

as a result of the confrontation above all between the groups which
advocate soclal change and those which defend the istatus quo
(through political and military force), because the "status® of
traditional society constitutes the basis of their economic
privileges and class privileges. But this confrontation occurs

also between the groups which seek social change, owing to the
plurality of positions and nuances, ranging from “reformist® or
“progressive® solutions to solutions based on violence and reveolut-—
ion. The result of this second confrontation, and its effect on the
Latin-American situation, is that the groups which resist change
have hitherto shown greater cohesion and more political unity (and
consequently a more effective use' of methods of pressure) than the
sectors which advocate sccial renovation.

4. It is to this last expression of ideological dynamism in

Latin America, its internal expression, that i want to refer in this
paper, because 1t is predominantly there that we can perceive the
political options which determine the present situation of the
Continent. However, we must bear in mind that the differing ideo-
logical positions in this internal struggle necessarily presuppose
certain concepts of foreign policy, differing and well-defined
attitudes towards relations with the great powers, to the role
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played by those powers within the national situation, and similar-
itlies or differecnces in relation to the two great systems which
dominate the world economy (capitalism and socialism) and their
different nuances.

II.Characteristic features of the Latin American ideologies

OB “The social reality (say Maynaud and Lancelot in the book

cited above, page:99) always expresses itself in a two-way movement

of ideas. én the one hand, a dominating ideology is formed which
justifies the hierarchy of the hitherto-existing groups; on the

other hand there is a demand Tfor change which questions that hierarchy
and that social organisation.®” This theoretical characterisation

of the problem applies in general terms to the situation in Latin

America, except for one difference, which is due to the nature of

the political process and to the social stratification of the
continent.

As has been pointed out on many occasions, the political indep-
. endence of Latin America that was achieved during the 19th century
did not signify a real change either in the power-structure, or in
the social system imposed by the “congquering empires® during the
colonial period. The revolutionary trends of today, therefore, are
the first real attempt to transform that power.structure and that
class—-system, and to continue the movement for emancipation that was
started in the last century. Consequently, the distinction drawn by
Meynaud and Lancelot in theoretical terms between a ‘*dominant
ideology® and "a number of ideas demanding change® (if we want to be
consistent with the concept of ideology laid down in the first part
of this paper) is not entirely consistent. The ideology (it will
be recalled) corresponds to a process of becoming aware of the lived
reality (Cuvillier) and manifests itself as "an incitement to act
in this or that direction, in accordance with a value-judgment of
society. (Meynaud-Lancelot). Consequently, an ideology is a
dynamic expression, which has its origin in a process of reflectlon
(awareness) and characterised by the pre-dominance of what is
rational (%a system of variable coherence+) It is this which
prevents assigning an ideological attitude zrational, dynamic) to
the groups which identify themselves with the “status quo¥*, i.e.
with the structure inherited froem colonial times. On the contrary,
the fact which characterises those groups which are generally
called conservative or reactionary is the absence of ideology, the
lack of a coherent scheme of thought and the negation of reflection.
It is the predominance of the irrational over the rational. It is
not as irrelevant as it may appear at first sight to use athical
categories to describe the deep causes of the social maladjustment
in Latin America, although this is often overdone, admittedly. The
roots and motives for the conservative attitude are irrational:
they spring from the desire for power, ambition, the tendency to
maintain economic and social differences between men. And the
instruments with which these aspirations have traditionally been
defended (and are still being defended today) in Latin America
society are violence (legitimised by the use of power), mendacity,
the negation of any step which leads to reflection, to awareness of
the real situation by the political majorities of Latin America,
persecution and the concealment of the rational. It is not
unjustified to speak of Latin America's “mediaevalism', of a new
obscurantism, or of the re-introduction of the inquisition.
f]
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2. The political aspect of the situation in Latin America is
characterised, undoubtedly, by ideological effervescence, But the
outstanding features of this effervescence are not elarity nor
maturity. During a lecture given in the sunmer of 1965 at the Uni-
versity of Mexico, the Argentinian historian Redolfo Puiggros
referred to this fact, pointing out that the backwardness of Latin
Ameriea is not merely technical, due to the means and capacity for
production, economic and even political parasitism., It is also
ideologically backward, "because we have not worked out a doctrine
which would liberate and channel the tremendous forces of progress
of our Continent." What then are the characteristic features common
to the main ideological trends in Latin America? One could begin by
enumerating three of them:

(i) First, the high degree of improvisation and the lack of sys-
tematic coherence of these ideologies. This flexibility, or ten-
dency to improvisation, is not necessarily a defect; it is rather,

I would say, an inevitable fact in face of a process which is in-
credibly dynamic and fluid. The faithfulness of interpretation of
recality, the unforeseeable factors in social change in Latin America,
make it impossible to apply coherent ideological programmnes to the
actual situation. The improvised nature of the ideologies of social
change is therefore due to the very nature of the process.

(ii) The second feature is the complex or fibrous nature of the
Latin American ideologies. I am referring to a marked tendency to
philosophical eclecticism which has always been characteristic of
Latin American thinking. In the case of the political ideologies
the same phenomenon is observable. There are some trends which
had their origin in, and corresponded up to a certain point, with
the scheme of the tmsic trends of contemporary thinking like Marxism,
positivism or the various forms of Buropecan political thought
ZLiberalism, nationalism, etc.); but this basic scheme is mingled
with elements which are merely opportune or utilitarian and more
compatible with other trends, and also mingled with elements which
spring from the nature of Latin American society (race, indigenous
traditions, the heritage of Spain, the movement for emancipation)
and also from the special features of the institutions and political
process in our countries, The internal constitution of the ideologies
is therefore complex; the content and even the general scheme on which

they are based present serious resistance to analysis, and the fact which this com—
plexity reveals most clearly is the absence hitherto of any work which tries:
(a) to systematise scientifically and exhaustively this ideclogical process;
(b)-to establish a basic typclogy and the corresponding cheracterisation of
the main trends which heve participated, and are participating, in the
political process in Latin America.

(iii) A4 third cheracteristic may be gointed out: the empirical character of
these ideologies. This empiricism is not necessarily a defect: on the contrary, it
may be the feature which best reveals the c¢riginality and the "raison ¢'&tre" of the
ideological process in Latin america. Cecause the reason for this cmpiricism is the
need felt by the movements and groups which are ideclogically creative to turn their
ideas into practice, to define themselves ideologically not by reason of a2 purely
intellectual process, but in the light of their ection and their political commitment.



It should be borne in mind that {acccrdin; to the concept ¢f ideolory defined
ebove) dznamism is an inherent feature of 211 ideolcgies; it is therefore in-
conceiveble to imagine o rezl icdeolosy which dces not lead to action. I there-
fore stated before, that the behevicus of the groups which acvocate social

quietism and oppcse change is not ideological; it is anti-ideological. sSut

this clementary view must now be defined more vrecisely. In the more flexible

and evclved sectors of the lLigher sccial classes one cdoes find & certain amount

of uncderstencing for the meed for social change. This unaerstancing or accerptance
of change, however, is also conditioned by irraticnal motives which spring from

the desire tc defend positions of rrivilege. This attitude may be called the
neo-liberalism of Latin America, anc its cuustending feature is precisely the
limited or contrclled acceptance of change. It is limited basically by its aim

to preserve the basic structure of the traditional society. This means that their
concept of change enables them toc accept certain modifications on the fring or,

if you prefer, in the super-structure, but not in the basic organisation nor in

the funcamentel institutions of that scciety. From this point of view this quasi-
ideological attitude - because it is more intelligent and presupposes a certain
degree of reflection, although it is a reflection conditioned by irreticnal factors -~
is extremely cangercus and constitutes a more serious menace to the sectors which
advocate social change than those attitude which we have called reactionary and
conservative. This cdanger has been well anzlysed by the theorists of the CEPAL (¥),
who have pointed out that the real cause of the backwardness of Latin American
society is not its resistance tc chenge, nor its impermeability, but its relative
permeability, the limited elasticity of its institutions. That elesticity has per-
mitted e reletive transformation within certzin traditional patteras, but it hes
delayed the phases of the process and concealed the need for profounc change. On
the other hand, the effect of that relative elasticity on the masses in Latin America
is even more peranicious, because it has the effect of o sedative or an opiate,
Grugging their cepecity to react and delaying the dynamic drive which could prcduce
change at a deeper level, end radically transform the socio-eccnsmic siructures of
the countries of Latin America.

3. I should like tc stress the fact that this anzlysis doces not correspond to
the argument attributed, often with excessive simplicity, tc the Marxist-Leninist
groups which are active in Latin america. That argument - 2s its critics seem to
unferstand it - consists in opposing any partizl or relative solution of the social
problem, in order to obtein the degree of tension and desperation which will produce
violent revolution. Needless to say, I do nct azree with this new king of social
Machiavellism., The question here is not tc prove the ineffectiveness of gradual
change, but to point out how the concert of gradual,superficial change (i.e.
changing certain conditions which do not involve a deep, radical transformetion of
society) is the mcst effective instrument in the hends cf the conservative and neo-
liberzl grcups, because it postpones that change indefinitely and neutralises the
impulses which seek a complete renewal of the socio-econcmic structure of Latin
America.

(*) Comision Zconomica vara américa Latina



III.

Function of the pclitical ideologies in Latin America
(Ideclogpy and "Froxis")

In order to complete this analysis of the iceological éymamic in Latin imerica,
I think it will be useful to examine the last cf the characteristics menticned
in the previcus secticn: +the inherent relation between ideoclogy and pclitical
practice in Latin imerican politics,

As I already pointed cut, the iceologies in Latin imericea do not originate in

a merely intellectual process (they therefcre do not represent the specific
contribution of the intellesctusls tc the political struggle); they are closely
bound up with political praxis, with the need to direct »nolitical acticn within
certain theoretical policies and in relaticn tc well-Cefinec aims. The relation
between concrete pclitical action and reflection which tries to base that asction
on the analysis of reality and then to formulate a strategy in order to promote
certain aims, thereforc constitutes the dynamic process which gives rise to

the ideolcgical policies. This process may be divided into three successive
rhases which must be examined separately.

Lo The ideologies which originate in that process of reflecticn cre presented,
primarily, as an analysis of the social and political situation in Latin 4merica.
This capacity for anelysis is mainly the outcome of a certain historic remote-
ness from the new iceologies, in relaticn to the moment when treditional scciety
acquired its basic form. The process which tekes for granted that remcteness

is the historic evolution of the traditional instituticns, up to the time when,
as the result of their own effectiveness, their rigicdity and their manifest
inebility to adant themselves te the new situations and to enable scecial vropgress
to take place, they constitute factors of obstruction anc stagnation. Therefore
the word remoteness stresses the youth of the new icdeologies; but at the same
time it enables one to understend why the movements which want to change the
tracitional ideclogy are frequently accused of obeying foreign ideolcgical in-
fluences, particularly Marxism.

This attitude cf remcteness, however, is the indispensable Tirst step for
all reflection or anelysis which claims to be based cn scientific methods and
whick aspires to an objective uncerstanding of reality. snd although it is
certain that the scientific instrument for theat reflecticn has been influenced
by modern sociclogy anc to a large extent by the Marxist snalysis of the capi-
talist cconomy, the content of the new icdeologies is the result cf the analysis
an¢ interpretaticn of the local reelity. They are therefore naticnalist ideo-
logies corresponding to what should be understocd as Latin American ideological
nationalism.

Indeed, mention is often made of the nati nalisms of our Continent. There
exist, it is true, & Mexican nationalism, en Argentinian naticnelism, a
Brazilian naticnalism, a Chilian or 3olivian nationalisin. 3ut in order to under-—
stand the basic difference between this type cf nationalism and that which
characterised certain recent trends in the European political process, cne has



only to recall that the social changes which occurred in countries like Mexicc,
Solivia or Brazil (during the prccess which was interrupted by the military "coup"
of April,1964), which were directed more or less towards the Left, were zlways
based cn ideologies whose demancs were nationzlist. This meeas thet nationzlism
in Letin America represents primarily an empihiasis cn what is national instead of
on what is foreign (the elements which determine thc economic ané political colo-
nialism of our countries). Tut at a cecper level, ideclegical netionalism in
Latin Zmerica is a scientific attitude which consists in determining in advence
the limits and aims of the social analysis. Ia other words, naticnalism is the
desire to work out an ideology on the besis of the natiocnal reality. When the
analysis of this reality is based cn scientific catcgcories methods, nationalism
acquires the status of scientific kncwleige (accorcing to an important group of
sociologists anc econcmists in Brazil - liichel sebruan, Guerreiro wamos, lachacdo
Heto)., (See ..L. Machado Neto, "Sociologis Go Descnvolvimento", edicicnes "tempo
brasileirc", nio de Janeiro, 1963, especially the chaptercon "is ideolcgias peliticas
e o desenvolvimento nacicnel').

2. Secondly, the new ideclogies which spring from this anelysis of the situation
present themselves as & disgnosis of it, and consequently prcpose a therapy. It is
t.is ccmbination of cdiagnosis ana therapy which constitutes the real content of the
ideologies, and therefore the specific element of each. It is an encouraging fact
that there are no basic discrepancies between the different treads in Latin america
tccay. Vithin the framework of the ideological variants on which this paper bases
its reflections, it is pcssible to fix the limits between which these ideological
contents can coscillate, On the cxtreme right we fincd plans for cevelopment which
are approximetely parallel tc those in thc industrialised coumtries, in

the ideolegy called tecimocratic (lieynmaud). Cn the extreme left we find a whole
series of ideologies which fall into the general category of revclutionary, all
deriving their source from Merxism and all sharing the same objective — the
Socialist State. The evil known as "orogressivism" (a term which has no ideclogical
significance) is represented mainly by the technical organisms which are working to
survey the soci:-eccnomic level of the regicns. The most important of these, and
to some extent their factotum, is the CEfLL (Zconcmic Commission for Latin smerica)
wvhick is under the jurisdicticn of UNO. The importent work done by this body over
2 number of yezrs has consisted in enalyzing the char:cteristics and causes of
Latin imericen under-ieveloonment, and takin: the necessary steps to face the situ-
ation anc to promote regional cdevelopment. Its efforts are not limited to the plane
of theory, but culminate in the creation of different national bedies which serve
the different governments. Moreover it has done important work in giving technical
advice, and has been the main promoter c¢f practical steps towards the economic
integration of Letin America.

The distinction between the iceo.ogy of progress propageted by the CEZcsil enc
the other iceclogies of the exireme left in Letin America does not lie primarily in
its cocntent. Generally speadiing, it would be difficult to refute the ciagnosis of
the CErsil, including the Marxist prcups. The discrepancies =rise when the iceclo-
gical basis of that ciagnosis is examined. In actual fact the CEFAL cscillates
between two limits: on the one hanc it is clear that the cCevelopment of Latin America
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is & problem of capital (theory of "economic take—-off" of .Lostow), ané conse-
guently the remedies alvocated invariably incline towards soluticns of the neo-
capitalist tyre. This means, grester stimuleticn anc participation of foreign
capital (public and private) ani cof ccurse under more liberal conditioms, within
e régime of moderate planning and state control. The other 1limit is fixed by the

need of CHriL tc atiribute & certein "innocuousness™ of "a-sersis™ inte its poli-

tical prescriptions. Consequently, leaving political anelysis cn the second plane,
the CEfal, insists, by way of compensetion, on the imporiance of the technical
bodies and technical posts within the state-system. This, without recognising
that the formaticn of these bodies, without & basic transformation of the vower-
system and of the politicel institutions in Latin imerice, gives no choice for
overcoming the irraticnal factors which have hitherto conditicned progress in
Lztin imerica.

It is pcssible that this lest 5oint mzy ensble a distinction to he drawn
between the function fulfilled by a bocy like the CEZiL and the iceclogy of progress
on the political level (e.:. in the Christian Uemccratic parties, especially in
Chile). In essentials the programme of the Christian Jemocratic party in Chile,
the wiuespread "revolution in freedom", is ins®irecd by the type of rerorms and the
way of Gevelopment prorosed by the CErali and its aif ferent subsidiary bodies. Dut
one fact must be stressed: that the JC in Chile (unlike the CEFAL) is a political
party which exercises power, and which is therefore in = positicn to carry out a
plan of develooment of its own. The difficulties which hithertc seem to have been
encountered by the Government of Fresicdent Frei are lso of a politicel nature
(his perty does not have a majority in parliement), but basically the cese of
Chile may be & test-case to confirm the viability anc efficacy of the ideology of
development acveocated by the CEFLL, and the suitability of demccratic and parlia-
mentary forms of government for achieving e radical transformation in the sccic~
economic structure of Latin ‘merica.

3. These pcliticel iceolopies begin by cnalyzing thé scciel situation; they
then proceed to o <iatnosis and nropose a remedy; lestly they work ocut a strategy
to carry it into effect. It is probably ir this last vhase that the ideologies
acquire their differentiating nuances, which explains the proliferatiocn of
different trencs, currents and ideclogical groups throughcut the Continent.
Broaaly speaking, however, the ideolozies of social chaenge in Letin America can
be divided into two large groups: on cnc hancé the ideologics of development,
whose general characteristics I have just described; and on the other hand the
revolutionary iceologies which are more or less relateéd to Marxist philoscovhy.
Then it woull be impessible here to try to examine 211 the different aspects of
Marxism in Latin imerica, and even mcre cifficult to enumerate 211 the different
revolutionary concepts ranging from the most extreme forms of opposition (such es
the guerrillas) to the practice of co-existence (e.z. the Soviet Communist
Farties). I will confine myself to pointing out whet I consider to be the parti-
cular ccniribution of Marxism to the ideological dynamic of Latin America.

In my view, Marxism s{fects two sectors of our problem. IFirstly, the
Marxist asnalysis has enabled us tc understanc the ultimate nature of the capitalist
eccnomic system anl its relation to the under-develcoment of Latin imerica. In
acccrdance with a widespread theory, the economic anc social backwardness of the



Continent is cften explained by the expressicn "structural dualism". This

theory supports the co-existence oi two régimes or two simultanecus societies

in our countries: an sagrarian society cf the feudal type, and o semi-industrial
urben society orpgznised on the vattern of modern capitalist society. The most
penetvrating recent studies of our economic cdevelopment have shown that in Latin
America there has never existed = régime whick could be callea "feucdal", even
metaphoricelly. ZEver since the time of the ccaguest, the typical pattern on
which the Continent has been eccnomically exploited has been cepitalistic; simi-
larly the progressive deterioration of cur scurces of materiazls and cur economic
dependence on gooas imported from overseas is the outcome of the kind of inter-
change createc by the relation of colonies to their metrecpolis. This misinter-
pretetion (the thecry of structurzal dualism) can e corrected thanks to the
apalication of the Marxist method. 3ut the utility of the analysis is not merely
historical; DNMarxism has also cenabled us to understani the present manifestations
of the capitalist economic phenomenon, and its inevitable derivetion towards new
forms of imperialist relationship (colony - metrdpolis) like the present relation-

ship between the USh and Latin Lmerica.

The seconc ccontribution of Marxist analysis is directly releted to the con-
cept of sccial justice. In this case, Marxism has cnabled us tc uncerstand the
the injustice inherent in the class—system of tracitional, Latin-American scciety.
On this point I think Marxism must be considered very seriocusly by Christians,
or by any other group which is seeking social justice as one of its most important
objectives. It is difficult tc conceive this justice without a levelling-out of
the social clagses based on the feir re-distribution of weelth, equal opportunities,
equal rights and equal »privileges for zll. In this sense the classless scciecty
postulated by Marxist ideoclogy cannot ve regarced as s mere Utopia. It constitutes
an aspiration and a possible objcctive, ané every form ¢f political actien in Latin
America which takes seriously the biblical conceot of sccial justice must recognise
that Marxism has provided the scientific instrument for implementing the analysis
of the eccnomic and social stratification in contemporery society.

IV, aAppendix on the attituce of Chris tizns tc the ideolopiczal strugcle

amid this iceological panoramz the Christians in Latin fmerice have generally
assumed two basic attitudes. Of course, this is @n over-simplification of the
problemn, and there exist many nuances between the two attitudes which I shall
endeavour to describe.

1. The first gttitude is a sort of retreat or cefence by Christians of what is
clzimed to be 2 rigicd =nd ortihodox concept of the faith, and its implications for
the social problem, political participetion, the eccnomic systems, etc. ilthough
this attitude mey give rise to differernt answers, they nearly 2ll spring from the
same attitude. It cconsists in assuming that the Christian faith alreedy possesses
an enswer to the social, political and econcmic problems, ané therefore everycne
who cells himself Cliristian should express himself in the same way on social,
political and economic questions. It is claimed that Christianity establishes a
certain economic or political system, or a2t least (and this is only & more in-
telligent way of affirming the same thing) a scale of vzlues inherent in a certain
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system. In this way Chris tianity appesrs on an equal footinc in face of the
political iceologies, being icentified with e system which is supposed to
correspond tc Christian values and principles, and being strongly oppesed to
these who Cefy those principles., This may be celled the "idcologicel behaviour”
of Christianity, i.e. the Christian faith reduced to the level of one more
ideology.

2. The second attitude may be described (for want of a better expression) as

e "demarcetion" between the personal and communal meaning cf the Christian faith
an¢ the historical clements and institutions which Christianity implies. This
demarcation requires two procedures: firstly, the theclogical reflection which
permits us to distinguish between essentisls and accidentals in our contemporary
interpretation of the Gospel, the Christian tradition anc the mission ancd nature
of the Church., Secondly, a sociolsgical procedure in order to discern in the
empirical and instituticnal existence of the Christian ccommunity, the factors
inherent in a certain social structure with which the Church icentified itself
at e certain period of history, but which ere not essential from the biblical
point of view ncr as expressicns of our obedience tc Jesus Christ. My own
conviction is, that in carrying out this cemarcation the Christian fincs himself
able to face his politicel and social responsibility within the compass of the
truth and the complete freedom cf which Jesus Christ himself sroke. So that
merely by arriving at this point onc avoids the risk of icentifying the Christian
faith with a definite ideclogical content, and the Christian is free to choose
freely the system of ideas which is in accordance with his own historical and
sociel situation, end with his grade of peclitical responsibility, thus enabling
him to act with greater lcyalty to the biblical concept of social justice.

It is unnecessary tc stress the fact that this action within the ideological
and political systems is always a "relative", "approximate" and "imperfect!
action. The rcalisation of this fact is probably the preat contribution which
the Christian can meke tc the political strugzle, because by accepting in advarce
this limitation anc inaceguacy of all ideologies, he avoids the risks of dogmatism,
infzllibility anc "Messianism" in the political struggle. This is only another
way of saying that his ultimetc loyzlty anc cbedicnce is always to Jesus Christ,
who has tclc us that his Kingdom is act of this worla.



