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_‘ist-Leninists' from being heard, they and their imperialist. : 4

. Jforcesof the
i~ blow to’ worl
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Communist: -
iples-of the i

3

‘pride that-we publish “The Program and Frinc
Revolutionary Soviet. Communists. (Bolskeviks).” :

After many years of effective counter-revolntionary, pre=_
vention (by the Soviet revisionist traitors). of any contact_,
between the Marxist-Leninists within the Sovet Union and
those Marxist-Leninist forces outside of the U.S.S.R. this

forced isolation has at last been finally and decisively smash- .
ed. : S S i

2

Once again the authentic volce of Soviet Bolshevism ve-
sounds loud, vibrant and clear like that of the titans of Bol-
shevism, Lenin and Stalin.’ ; Y %

One can almost touch the fear, the anger and frustra- A
tion which the imperialists and the revisionists exhibit these

days as a reaction to this historical breakihrough of the 2
forces of the Revolution within the Soviet Union. }

A&'

&2

That fear, that anger and that frustration have a basis -
in reality and logic, and it is the awesome recognition on the ™~
part of the imperialist-revisionist cabal, that the heroic Rus- =
sian proletariat that gave the world the greatest revolution—=7
the October Revolution (1917)—Iis getting ready to erase all .
traces of history’s most damaging counter-revolution, the,
Soviet Khrushchevite revisionists’ treachery, which had its
w“official launching” at the 20th Congress of the CPSU (1936)... -

1f it were possible to imagine a greater fear in the cow-
ardly hearts-of the imperialists and the revisionists than the .=
“horror” of the social and political reality of People’s China,
it is the fear of the revolutionary unity of the Chinese and
the Soviet peoples, since that unity represents the historical "™
prerequisite for the smashing of every reactionary force:inm-:
" the world today. So long as the Soviet revisionist traitors .
were able to prevent the voice of the authentic Soviet Marx<; ]

»

partners could continue to feel, at lea;}ﬁempoxarﬂy, secure.”

Now that temporary “security” is gone, The continuator
of Lenin and Stalin have‘once and for all. completed the.ini
fication “of. the revolutionary Torces, the Marxist-Lefiinist; 3
s world, whose historical task is:to deal the death
d imperialism and its handmaiden—~modern re

o by Marsist-Leninist Vanguard . i
% February-March, April-May 1967: ¢ ;
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'Section 1. The Revisionist Leaders of the CPSU
© . . -Operate Under A Facade of “Marxism”

b

PLAR

C4w . Tpé decisive moment.in theevolution of the Communist move-
" meny is approaching. At this. time, when each Communist Party’
- mmust on its own make the historic decision to take either the revo-
Iticnary road of Marxism Or thezcounter-xjgypl_ugqggm,mad of_ap-
~porfunism -and Fevisiosism, 1t I¢indispensible that the veice of thelr
‘Sovier comrades be heard by all
. Marxist-Leninists of the world. . with the political position of the
&> 5 ) “Soviet Marxist-Leninists,, it 1s
The opporiundst policies con- Tecessary for WS to speak about
tained in the decisions and dec- those projections from our own
laraticns of the present Soviet concrete = experience, thereby
leadership cuppesedly  express  substantiating and conciretizing
<ne will of the masses of the S0- ' what our Chiness and Albanian
viet people, but anyvore who is  comrades have alresdy stated.
ai all familiar with the internal TH the first place, we consider
life of our country, anyone wWho that our primary responsibility
has had even casual contact “today is to re\i-g_&L.Jhﬁwm%gQ:_;
with the masses of our people  which have Brought about the
and the rauk-and-file members existing contradiction hetween
of our Party, cannot fail to.un-. the leadership of the CPSU on
derstand that those decisions and. the one hand and the mucses of
gezlarstions in no Way e€XDLess  govlet Communiste and the So-
—t¥e - comvictions-or the Yeal as-  viet people on the other.
i + v 1
piratiens of the overvhelming Regardless of what disgulse

majority of the Soviet people S
and the member: of the Commu- they use to COVEr up Lheir reac-

) Sl tionary line, the lMving reality
nist Party of the Soviet Union. e /
On the contrary, the great ma- ?‘Ii the_soofal ondltion of Soviek
jority of the Soviet people and ,»‘e‘ ays\ bgre the .Ye‘g.ct.lonm_x
the members of the Comuunizt pf”;f:es f'f’kme og??‘f“‘“ff'ﬂ lead-
Party are sbsolutely and defi- :ﬁlku‘i&r::ﬁii;mi’e‘;ﬂgi;
¢ y oy - S LA8 Ak - Hoa
*nitely opposed to them. has in fact usurped power and
© -, In their exposure of modera that they _stand In epposition
_opportunism the Chinese and o the people. N
Albanian Communists have giv- ’
en proof of & most profound ad- We are well aware of the ex-
nerence to revolutionary brincl- reme difficulties that DETSONs
ples as well as devotion and outside the Soviet Union en-
self-sacrifice. The documents of ~counter in grasping the com-
. the Communist Party of China. plexities of * the.struggle Whiek.
-.* . and those of the Albanian Party " we, the Soviet people, are pres-
.+ of Labour expose the path’ of © ently experiencing.-But it {s ab- &
< ¢lass-collaboration and betrayals: solttely ‘essentlal that = this
_of the interests. of -the Soctalist's Should be understood both- from
‘Revolution,  ~upon.: _whych_&_;m@g;\the practicul as well as from the -
leadership of the CPSU embaske theoretical” premise. ‘' What_we
artgr’_;.the’;deam’:'id{‘s'taun; .are feally strugghing_ against is
R AL et o oA a Ehengmwc Te ts:
in tself the: “internal” danger

PR

Ty order that all the Marxist" in 1 in
;!._cninisw_- of ‘the- world-may* be--which once again_ has’emerged™

40

T - pome: thoroughly acquainted * more {hreatening than _ever to
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“their Pranazandz “and * seem!

the Communist. movement, &.
phenomenon wh whicE 1 continue
to menace us’ throtrsrhmz" the

vmole perxo( of the ¥ an1tion .

from capitali:m W ¢ (‘ommumsm p
Concrete knowledge of the line
and tactics of the opportunists
inside the Soviet Union will help
in assessing even Dbetter the
counter-revolutionary role being
played by the Soviet revisionists »
in the international arena; will
help to expose their hypocrisy
concerning the revoluticnary
movements of the working class,
the movements for national lib-
eration. and their pervession of,
the concept of the siuruggle for;
pe:

We pelieve that iu is \tmple
“enough “to_prove that she Imb-

‘r'

mg in the Commumst moxern'
enters T oIT the specific peositon

take [@stion of (ne”
& sonality. Kach

niendin Mara=
ist-Leninists and revisionistsl

consider their particular position
to be the touchstone of lovaity
to Marxism-Leninism. And that
is quite logical, since this in-
volves the question of the first
historical experience with the
dictatorship of the proletarfat. It
is obvicus, then, that without
clarifying this point the Com-
munist movement. will not be
able to advance

For a short perlod of ttme .

(right after the 20th Congress of ,...Whole - g
the CPSU) the crities of the.. 4have-Yost a m 1} _und

“cult of the personality” were:
able to deceive: & considerable
number of Commumsts due_.tor
the “sensational” character .0 X

vsnd!tx Of < ttxelr ‘denuncla- ?
But Leven then therop-
potmnlsh ‘coulq - not: Ioo!. -the

i

«

bénm-—pierced through the vile

’nat,ure of the campaign of sian-
de':& Munched by the lteaders of.
“the "CPSU. Through the years
‘intervening since the 20th Con=
“gress of the CPSU (18567 a great:
dea] of harm has been in‘ucted'_

on the world Communist maves’

.dnent by the counter-revojution~.

ary actions of the opportunist:

-leadership of the CPSU. History

has thoroughly expoesed the sn-
ti-Marxlst content of the . op-
portunisis’ slogan of “struggle
aga.xm the cult of the pez'son-
alivy.’

Note

,.—'

that theg opoor{‘x*uﬁts
began by critieizing § Sialin's “eult
of the personality” and etddd
by critivizing Khrushchey'a "cu’t
of the perzonality.” But tw im-
poriant question was not’ the
fact of the criticism of Khrish-
c¢hev whom ‘the- opm"mn.%
had praised and exalted ‘25 o
“great Marxist” but me nct
that they themselves werc' nul}—
tv of the same “crime™ which
itnhey had charged 9gzdn5 Sta~
lin. This experience of the tise
and fall of KArushchev: reyeals
tne ‘falsify and demgcg& of the
position Bt Lﬁ,,gpporluﬁlﬁt., o!
thelr ~concept  concerning,
W

cu}*

rmsolggm

tb‘r'sifup WET‘@IP%& they
- ~pQvVance & sut

concﬂptson
An wrich om: man aimux

“nistorical materialisg omd
“forth Such sophiswry,:
act e was 4
.pérsonality of Sta
“semblarice_of " t.ru 3.

most, resolute and steeled prole=- -

tarian’ fighters, for those - com- .~

rades—in the . first” place - the
Communlsts’ bf China M}d A)-‘f

s N



K3

children are aware of this-fact.-

Tt is nosecret to anyone.'that

. - the cult of Khrushchev was cre-"
ated by ding of great effort) by~
~nfs own henchmen, The. soclal.
base ‘of personal authiority’ is
manifested very ‘clearly in “this
particular instance.: For IX=
ists, the qualities of a leader are

o etermined by the social

-environment of which he is but

7@ part. And in this sense if we

compare Stalin to Khrushchev
there is indeed a lot that could be
said,

- Bat, ms:;ta the opportunists, it
t t for-«10fig period
as tha}:t influential’

jeader of..the Soviet State and
of the Communist Party-of-the.

B T e T no
Wera _sung to7] ve No
intention whatsoever of denying
these facts. How Is it possible
that people who call themselves
Marxists—could state that that
‘was accidental, that thatf was in
contradiction to the will of the
Party and Uhe peoplé, and that
the Party and the people fought
4for Soclallsm In opposition to
#8talin_and_without him? Is it
" conceivable that a man who

“yad detached hiifisell from all

- socfal groupings,” WHo repre- .
: sented no social sector whatso-

ever, tould merely by the force
of his will and character, lead
- & “TCammunist] _Party and a
wltole [Soc tate by the
nose for 30 years? The "theor-
ists” of the—“cult of the person-

w er, ‘themselyes
Y of 8 su=
i perman, -detach " themselves- from:

#

AL. «cu i s

Soviet people towards Socialist,

loses ‘all its great social signifi-

“eance and becomes a sort of Mia

a"' /

- ‘drid palace mystery, full'of dark .~

“Eiﬁgues..vﬁe and disgusting, in-

which catastrophe breeds more

‘catastrophe. L
Such a picture as the oppor

tunists present here could only
be- “created” in the mind of a
petty bourgeois, for it is quite in
character with the bourgeois in-

tellectual who for centuries ha

S

strutted. around displaying his

individualism, and who conse
quently is always ready to ex
plain the world in terms of hi
own subjective conceptions. Bu

Marxjsts capnot acceRb

v O

DOUrgeTiE1ablEs abonf The power
of “Individual will, but instead

explain social phenomena bas

ed on thHe class factors which

A

give Tise to such developments.
It should be stressed right —

here and now, that the need for
suth social analysls IS openly
accepted by the majority of So-
viet Communists. Here, again,

Acv O e Marxist train-
ing that Soviet Communists
have undergone becomes quite

evident. Immediately followin

g

the 20th Congress, at general
meetings of tne basic organiza-- d:{;
tions of the CPSU, the masses
of:railiz-an_ﬂ_-ﬂﬁ members of the
patty demanded that the Cen-
tral Committee make sn_objec-
tive Marxist evaluation of Sta-

"fin’s _contribuuons. S0 _insistent

_was this cemand of the Thember-

‘sible for_such an arbiirary snd _ “Enip that the opp6rtunist ledd-
“extraordinary - event — to - ocgli ,‘;‘rsﬁrgrarﬂfe‘“ﬁpsu was_forced
«without 'its “genera “any. op=-. 10

o Tesoti to attacks and perse-

Umber o T

against, many Party
“members and to disband quits a
anizations

»Mardem, and_in” fact bécome wifich. wers Hoted for tBeit mill- :
._a.é&ezenm'fmmy of the *{?‘ ¥. Later on, in 1957/ at Par-

Lol .+ &y meetings ‘alt those' who 'were
paaitors. to. Marxism, the crystal- “kriown to be ¢ritical of the decl-
: oy "of ‘thie 20th Congress were
forced’ to recant. But public

4
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ropilon, nay even its very si-
»lence, was such a great threat
“because of its unequivocal ex-
‘ipression of unity, :that the ‘Op-
‘portunists had to resort ta more
forcible measures;

D Pilting their “humanism"
"against Stalin's “harshness,"
‘they released and ‘“rehabilitat-~
‘8, " without a single investiga-
“tlon, without a single juridieal
*aclion, all” those who had been

“imprisoned for opposing the So-
“viel State and gave them back
their~full rights as Soviet citi-
“2ens. Bui as though that were
- ot enough, a new genera) ams
nesty was proclaimed for the
bandils Who had repeatedly ter-
‘rorized Soviet society In the
past Al of  this “humanitarian
" policy” was further dramati
by Khrushchev's staged meetin
with one 0f those whitewashed
. eriminals at which time all of
those anti-Soviet elements were
proclaimed to be “regenerated”
and “honest.” General indigna-
tion forced the officlal press to
. but a quick end to admiring de-
scriptions of these “humanitar-
ian acts.” But so mueh filth had
already muddied the waters
that they remained turbid for
some time. The social backwash
and reomants of the old society
contributed to and conditioned
this development, for now after
40 years of having to conceal
thelr “reactionary opinions and
feelings, the opportuntty to open-
iy diepiy thce mact ot BT
clalist system and of the dicta-
torship "of “tNe proletariat was

uddenly handed to ‘them. The

principal arena of struggle "Er
S gm%m—m :

became the literary . Logle.
(ALY enough, 1t was this same lit-
erary fieid that became tha miatn
base of operations from ' which
the new putrid elements launch-
ed thelr counter-revolutionary
attacks against Sociallsm.

The revistontsts foun& n“m'.m

essary to prop up their atigeRas |

..against  Stalin  with  pss
Marxist - demagogy.

[ a

ed a "Marxist-Lenint a
by.the need to ‘‘prove” Stalin's:
theoriés wrong, the opportunists.
and thelr 1déclogisis have: for
over 10 years meticulously ex-

aminad Stalin’s works searching
for theories, particular proposi-

tions; “or—specific projections
which would show themselves to.
be in contradiction to Marxism-
Leninism. They have searched
and_sear

ng.
they began
“eriticizing™ the chapter
Philosaphty in  Stalin's  short

urse ‘““The History of the Com-
gml’ﬁm
fon (B),” and the best they
could come out with was the
claim that the number of speci-
fics in dialectics which Stalin
projected from No. 4 to No. 12
were not only difficult to apply
but even hard to remember.
Next they looked over with a
critical eye Stalin's work on the
“Economic Problems of Social-
ism in the USSR. Finding
nothing, they were forced to
keep mum. They rejected Sta-
lin’s articles on the question of
linguistics by simply ‘‘charging”
that there were some exaggera-
tions in them. This is how the

“instance,

9~ of - Stalin’s theoretical
ntributions. . But in. the end

e wound up at the
- feet of Gulliver.

“cla

“of " Stalin’s’th n

Stalin’s’_theses, upon which
he based himself in all ‘hig ge- . -

that
ning

- tions — namely, the thesis
Y le is

tha elbge

who commits such errors u,ﬁ;"h,_

certainly could not be consider.
mmwﬁ

found

X

£ The _revisionists make  the *
im - that. the-most im

portant i -
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and taking more complicatea# the personality” to the very na-

forms unde T —Nhas been
disproved. But iet Us tor the mo-
ment set theory aside, Messrs.
opportunists, and answer this

question: How_do you character-
ize_the struzgle which has burst
forjrli;jp_umn‘_,s he_Soviet Unlon since
Stalin's death, one in which vou

yourseives are such acuve par-
ticipants? Isn't this a concrete,
specific form of the class strug-
gle? Isn’t the very .Sharpness
of that strugele the best proof
cof Stalin's correctness? In an-
SWETING these quostions the op-
rortunists have no choeice but
to agree wWith us or c¢lse make
themaselves the laughing stock of
all Marxists,

Thus, if the advocates of
“cult of the personali 3
to assume a more or 7
attitude on (ha
thus convinee others
rectness their  views,
must firs: explain the ama.

al

who according to them hud Yoie
50 far off course and copnnitied
such  great errors in practice,
nevertheless could still remain 2
sound Marxist in the realm of
theory. For us such a contragic-
ton s impossible, because we
know that Stalin's actions have
8 logical explanation and justi-
flcation. And if in the course of
those actions any errors had
been committed, then in g his-
torieal sense it would have been
impossible for Stalin to have?
e aware of those errors or /
to have been able to correct

But the question still remains:
Why have the revisionists adopt-
ed a position whose falsity is so

_ glaring and obvivus to everyone?

- - 'Those _who" insist ‘on. & soclal

YturE of the Socialist State. But

why eIl Uis—Tigmarole? Why
couldn't any given aspect of
Stalin's policies be explaiied on
the basis of the concrefe histori-
cal period in WHIch Stalm Tunc-
ttonied and not on thebasis of
general and absiract concepts of

SoclallSm? THere is no douht

that the revisionists need the
“eult  of  personality” gim-
mick to further their owmn self-
ish interests and to use it as =
smorescreen behind which they

ctan conceal thelr own vile dee

This conviction
by the fact that
death more than a

7k

reinforced

18

Sit

Nnavy

In conneciicn  Khiush-
chiev's downfall explaing mans
things., Everyone krnows that
that puny chariatan ang boul-

foon unly projected the political
programs abpd economic S
ures thati his clique handed down
to him. Now the revisionists try
to tell us that he, Khrushchev,
alone is responsible for the fail-
ures of the "greuat decade.” Thus.
by placing the entire blarne on
Khrushchev, the leaders of the
revisionist clique of the CPSU
are using him as the sacrificial
lamb to quiet dov:ii puolic opin-
ion, as well as w0 conceal the
sorry record which represents
the ‘balance sheet of the ‘“col-
lective” efforts of the Soviet re-
’vwom__sts. But instinctively sens-
ing that this “explanation” ean-
not stand up well but on the
contrary it will lead to quite
dangerous consequences, the re-
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visionists are now making great
efforts to play down Khrush-
chev's dovm'am 3

When one hears about eom-
parlsons belng made between
Stelin  and Kurushchev, one
cannot help recalling Marx
when ne said that history repeats
mexr twice, the first timein the

orT O Tr:rgmy—n—: secongd fime

Stalin and

were to sum up all the
1w whiflitHe opportun- -

Section Ih:

Ig’v.

arey i
the e ~
drasin
b eI (0 YA RR #: T 4
iy, the ouportunis
“Tieiiin 1inst St
beiief i that
Yest @ et in theii .
And w oree that the compari-
son does in fact help, bat with
this difference it heips o ex-
use thie  revisionists  them-
ives.  Ircombatability,” “bru-
tality.”  “dictatorial  errors’ —
vhere does all this vocabulary
come from? Are we quoting

Pravda editorials these last few
vears which have been devoted
to “the struggle against the cult
of the personality?” No. ihese
were common terms used by the
opportunists to attack Lenin
duringz the peried of the Rus-
sian Revolution, Tsn't the, pxe&
ent leadership o7 the CPS

aware that the very same ate
tacks théy are now JM

against Stalin were also levelled
against Leénin in an “éarlier pe-
rjod? Then what {s it That has
changed? According to the mod-
ern revisionists, Lenin apparent-
ly *“‘agreed” with the concept

in_the form of ¢pmedy. The his-

tory of Khrushchev is nething

more or less than g parody of
the revisionist campaign .qf “‘de=
nunciation” of Stalin’s ‘“cult of
the  personality”: It reveals
Kltrushchey, the individual, as
a mere buffoon and degenerate,
and Stalin, the Individusal, as a
Jeader and a great revolutionary
thinker.

Proletarian Deémocracy

“One must not oppose evil with
violence” In order to discredit
Stalin’s revolutionary
motter which has become of vi-
tal ‘mportance to them, the op-

J Ler
port

anists ere forced to conven-
iently forget past histoy and te
poriray Lenin in an “exalted”
ro lv that suits thelr opporturist

cueepts perfectly, “We are Ja-
c0bi ns on the side of the prole-
tapiat’ — tnose words of Lenin
lainly _must be well known by
] those Who NOW SCER to pres
CIerin In e gar® of Jesus

DL is there difirrence e«
iween the character ¢f Lenin's
actions and tivat of Stalin? Yes.
In setting up a -mrnllvl botween
these two revolufticnary leaders,
the opnortunists fin iine with
tneir hourgeols conception) at-
tiibute everything to the per-
sonal qualities of these two men.
But it is clear that the actions
of Lenin and Stalin as leaders

e Parivy and theState oc-
curred in two differént periods
in The dev devigoment of our Revo-
lution, periods totally “different
nom o'xa another. The death of
ed ~approximately

a

1ogﬁggg£uropemmvommn.
|sothat the role of leader of the
sirsT_proletarian State wéighed
pori StEfir’s_shouldérs at the
momé?)t of its 1§ its tetal isalation in
the wodd a-ena‘ n conditions

7

tactics, a "

xm the end of the offensive pe- -

/)

|
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s there any need to translate what {bis old Soviet Xed Guard was

sheuting in 19177 You can bet your boots it wasn't “peaceful
) coexistence”!
(2
whore the assets of & broad base not_at all rorising if In tMs
for—TME Tilding of Sociollem  erffedr sitoaiioer e IeaSITe
were Jacking, Furthier, the bresk taken by the Bolshevik Pe rty
atThe weaxest link in the capi- led Dby awin had _an_ext An_extreme
talist chain also represented a  am@ Unusua! character. The eco-

weakness in the Revolution it-

self. a poorly developec
sountiy can dasily lcaa_the \\‘ay,
its adversary being rotten.'’

wrote Lenin, “its bourgeoisie d.(.
organized, butTin order Lo_Aad-
vance, 1t must be a mition
more “Vigilant, it must
a million {imes more caTe an
patience. In Western Turop
this development will differ in
that there it is extremmu diffi-
cult for it to bezin hut much
easier for it to advance. . .. In
a backward country where the
revolution, due in large measure
to the retardation of the coun-
try, will have broken out briefly
and, of course, in relation to
Imited Issues, naturslly that
revolution is inevitably destined
to experience the most difficult
;!:d D:}!tnm moments, and to
ve e  most__unsatisfactory
ols_pects " {Speech

. the ate Tasks of the
Soviet Power.) Therefore {4 is

)the bour geoisie

143 (¢ el was  almost
more hazardons and in every
aay’ moré complex than the

problemns of the elvil wat:

In fact, the German Revolu-
tion did not contribute to the
victory o” the proletariat. On the
contrary, it aided the .ir‘toM’

< Put an
or tne long-await-

ent Te%
ed di:'e(:t revolutionary support
from Europe. The NEP helped to
rescue the country from Dunger
but 7 ox*ﬂ"not so]ve the 'ma'n-
cial qusstion

to’ build hea \y__guhme m(lus-
try, T without which Socialism
cculd not he achieved. Socialism
had w be bullt based essenttally
upon internal effort. The mate-
rial base of Socialist construc-
tion had to be agriculture. But
the country's transition to that
course was hindered by many
gifficulties, political _as well as
organizational.

Moieover, after the victory of

Ji-

—
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the Revolution, after its clear
affirmation, agriculture was dis-
organized, uncontrolled, its re-
sources distributed along the
lines of private petty economy.
On that foundation speculation
flouriched, infecting a sector of
the proictariat with the selfish
interests of the owner of private
broperty—sich was the danger
that petty hourgeois spontaneity
presented to the whole country.
This was the real danger,

Ouly an organization of sieel,
Qn!y tne rreatest politieal clar-
Hy and tae s ict centialization
and  cisciphne” of Iabor could
save the Secialist RevolUtion un-

dev Lo critieal rRnATTions
Cowld a’l 2auT be arhcved b
democratic” means?

1 n

i

W0 i

emey s

ical =t Jde. We

Lo the favct Lhat

0f the 85 of the proletari
revo.uiion in Russia was ascu:
When a; a4 wiven muoment 1rs
peLy  bourvesisie, alter haiug
anLoioea L 2ostion of Lie mid-

dle  bourgcoisie as useless for
carrving  out  vital  imumedate
tasks. totteced Lo the side of the
proleteri@r, thoroughly &ware of
its  own poifical _ImpoTenece,
Freciscly “tottered” — that is
Lenin's te:m. But like a f{eeple
man who becomes strong in a
mmoment of danger, and once the
danger is past begins to boust
about how he helped to achieve
the victory, the petty bourgeoisie
at the moment of the overthrow
of tsarism and the - hourgeoi-
sle “Tmmediately becarie  both
strong alid TeELUONary. At the
ame TIme, because of it cow-
ardice it understood the victory
of Soclalism only in terms of
idyllic support of Russia by in-
surrectionary Europe. W he

hope of “word revolution was

lost, at the moment when it e-

came evident thmt Soclalism
WG

.WouWd have to. be bullt by the:
_efforts of the Soviet people
themselves, the last revolution-
ary spirit of the petty bourgeois

ists died out without
leaving a trace, and, their links
with the Bolsheviks were brok-
en, Then significant and acute
suspiclons emerged. Walling
cries were heard clamoring for
the preservation af at least one
sector from revelutionary con-
quest to serve as 8 base for capi-
tulation to European imperial-
{sm. Accusaticns of “extremism”
weare leveled against thie Bolshe-
viks—in chort, thal marked the
Peritning of the usual absurdi-
ties which are always and every-
where used by the petty bourge-
cisie tc camoufiage ity cownrd-
{ce.

Theve = no question but that
‘he_YEST werpon for the petty
bourreoisie at that time was the

dernand for ‘‘democracy,” the
"righT 0 speak to the masses."

ANd we advise the opportunists
of oday te recall thgt it was net
Stelin but Lenin who wrote at
thay time:

- )

w ‘When the Mensheviks set up
a clamor sbout the ‘Bonapar-
tism' of the Belsheviks (the ap-
paratas. they say, relies on the
troops against the will of ‘de-
mocracy') they copy exactly the
tactics of the bourgeoisie. . . .
The' bourgeoisie quite correctly
bears in mind the fact that the
genuine forces of the working
class now consist of the mighty
vanguard of that -class “(the
Rugsian Communist Party which
hag by its deeds earned the role,
the title, the authority of ‘van-
guard’ of the only revolution-
ary class, not overnight, but in
the cowrse of 25 years), plus the
elements which have been most
weakened by becoming declass-
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ed, and which are most prone to
give way to Menshevik and an-
archist vacﬂlaﬁm . . . under
the slogan ©f “more faith in the
strength of the working class’
the influence of the Mensheviks
and anarchists is being increas-
ed, Kronstadt in the spring of
1921 proved and demonstrated
this in & most striking manner,

. Our slogan: Down with the
shouters! Dewn with the uncon-
scious sccomplices of the White
Guard . ., take up businessiike
practical work that will help to
expialn the peculler features of
the bpressnt situation and its
tasks! We need not phrases but
deeds!” Naw Times, Old Miga
takes in New Gulse)

Using this kind of . cover to
conceal tnelr opportunist activi-
tiesT I PRLTY bowrgeois ideclo-
glsts atlfempted also to subvert

in [ Yy ademocracy. We
recaldl tu¢ innumerable discus-

sicns imposed on the Party by
the Mernsheviks and S.R.s (So-
clalist ‘Revolutionariesi at the
mos?t “deglsive moment in the
Revolition, and the consequent
waste ¢f energy and pracious
time. ‘Not Stalin but Lenin was
the profoter of the famous de-
cistolr—or e 10th Party Con-
ress—witehrcondemned _all fac-
41675 T the Party, And in & for-
AT Serme—tihis  was_ without

douBt & viclation of democracy.

which arose at
Congress is par-
Wuiy important in under-
standing how and why such
greal power was concentrated in
‘the-hands of Stalin. Reading the
minutes.of that Congress, one
fo:ama%ed at the developments
...took - place  there.: The
hers of the opposition rais-
€4 8. clamor and demanded that
&> “democratic”  attitude be
zadopted ontheir account, they

Fol X

demanded a simple exchange of
opinions, and all through the
minutes of that Congress we
find written the words “Down
with the members of the opposi-
#on. Long live Stalin!” And the
r;f}g}}rl_n__@&,end——\ms not the
défeat of proletarian democracy,
bat its aflirmation. The Con-
gTess defended the revolution
against the phrasemongering
petty bourgeoisie. And the de-
fender of th volutionary
c@Use was Stalin -who for the
{irst time raised the question of
‘tfie bullding of SomalTsm in one

coumxy Tirmly and bso-
lute clarity, who formulateg the
*%_«i,____ﬁsw foric_ resolution concerning
the placing of agriculture on the
rails of Socialist construetion by
overall collectivization, who led

the industrialization of our coun-
try.

The Party and the people
pladed _thelr confidence in Sta-
lin Ts that same confidence pos-
sible in relation to the present
leadership of the CPSU? Every-
one who calls himself a Marxist

“tmdeTs ) T—we regard de-

mocracy, TIke all social phenom-

eng; 1n 1"§r/_and_co“ﬁtstor ical and concrete v
manaer, In its preliminary stage,

(especi-

Grofetarian  QeITOCIACY
anyﬁrrs”uaﬁ‘mﬁy;rd coun-

ry a& Russia) 'ls expressed {n
the greatest entraliza-
tion~of power. 'I‘he proletariat
ésTabTishied  that centralization
of power In the fa®é of mortal
dangér, In conditions of e most
viotent class struggle, for the
same purpose that dislipline *is
utilized on the military front.
We ask —why shouldn't confi-
dence he placed In a leader who
holds in his hands the fate of
the revolutionary army? It is

clear that behinucéa?_h_g_w‘ot
opportunist concerning

“démocrac"y"'"' cy~_Is__hldden petty
bourgeo!s individualism and

even the ailempt to guarantee

10



Viadimir llyich Lenin, great theoretician and leader.

of the October Revolution as well as leader of tbe i

warld working class

the possibility of desertion. He
who wants to fight can de noth-
ing without the leader. And since
Stalin is not allve today, we will
fight {r. the ranks led by Mao
Tse-tung. and Enver Hoxhe.

Now let us examine this ques-
tion from the premise of the
organization of labor. It is clear
that at that level of“Fconomic
development in. Russid, the re-
distribution of labor ~w#s  not
only Hipossible without™weaken-
ing b
sia's economic development was

in itself -at—an- exfremely low.

level. The unhindered operation
of Sfate power, as one of the
functions of social activity, as-

sumed & special importance. And-

that was not & denial of democ~
racy at all. The popular masses.’
had consciously -placed State -
power-in the hgrds of represen-
tatives whom they . themselyes
had elected, representatives who

in the course of struggle had’

thoroughly proved: their Marxist

.

the country, buf TNat Rus-

"

R b
mettle and their devdtion to the
cause of the people,

1 Lenin_satd we would hawe to
pay for our jgnorance In differ-
ent ways. In this regard he pro-
mmw"rmmng
the old bourgeois speclallsts In
the rests of the working
cIass, But the payment Tor our
ignorance had W take mew, more
compléx forms, it seems. This
can readily be observed if these
things are considered concrete-
ly. Thus "the Budyenyist of yes-
terday who.became secretery of
the Regicnal Commiftee of the
Party cannot by ‘himselr. decide
- on the genersl plan- for solving
political and econoxilc problems.
He -said; “Qive’ e ‘e decree
~and ;11 wt 1t lo?iot‘hwzn it
" I/Bave o, usy i‘éﬂ!’g ‘enforcé .

“it® The real Yower way-legally .
conicentrated “ns m\"handx of 7y
those who :pogsested the knowl:-
edge,” tbe"'te‘mmﬁo:a'ry exper{~
ence and ‘the  authority., Was
‘that eonvct Mm«ﬂu standpolnt' ;




of abstract Soclalist ideals? Let
g us suppose it had been incorrect.
But on this subject what guide-
Ynes from life could those who
‘really wanted to put Socialism

-fnto practice have had? _Ahd

precisely - this type of eircum-
y $re” hiring of
the—otd~ bourgeois specialists)
was Whe old
order because nf our general ig-
norance, the recoil from tota
Soctallst _equality, inev! [e_glmt Y. inevitable In
the conditions of our cultural
b:ki_‘_____g Kwardness. 1be opportunists
like to throw words around to
depict cuponents as being incap-
able of sound judgment. But
what about the opportunists
themseives, who cannot under-
stand the logic of genuine social
evolution? Besides, they want W
be more holy than the Paope,
more democratic than the popu-
lar masses themselves, who leug
before they became “diémocrats
in office” had already decided
the question as to whather {{ was
necessary to have leaders {or the
war and whether those lexders
should be obeyed.

The pseudo-Marxists al«

ale

in theory, but these trallors can

——

L0 40)

resources which we actuslly pos-
sessed,’ taking into account alse
the specific Ideclogical leve! of
society - that was what Ilivich
{Lenin] taught. The Bolsheviks,
led by Stalin, simpiy concretized
His teachings. i

L Of course it is not at all a
) fuestion of the “crystalline pur-
4ty" and the “saintliness” of the
t5. After maintaining
45 4 #&; posture of servility before the
©. 1 Sictatirehip  of-xthe . proletariat

< o7 4G years, all of & sudden they
g found f§ possible to discuss
@t “mefits and weaknesses,”
-7 ad Hiey: have' discovered one of
weak” poinis In the his-

‘us are made up of We

_confident in what haga]

“Jeader. We have .polrted  to.the!
carrying through of the Revoiu~

tory of the Socialist society that
was bullt. However, it makes no
difference to us. In fact, sll of
points,
for-we are but an expression of

€ Itself. As for yourselves, you
carm—teel very virtuous indeed,
having emerged from the poll-
tical tomb: old spinsters that

you are, you can neither comm!t [
sins por bear fruit, 2

The enemies of Marxlsm no =
doubt have difficulty in under-
standing that the so-called cult
of the personsllty began at the
very m%n_l_egt,w_mnm's body
was entombed in the mausoleum
and—Stalin_ 100k t(he oath over
hisTprave Thot s our point of
départure, Messleurs the revi-
stonists. How dare you violate
that “cult” and that cath? Are
you rot the least worthy to pess
judement, on Tenin? Yet you 6o
pass such judyments every day
and every hour. And thils is pre-
cisely the crux of the matter, We
Pass judg_mr,-pr. cix Ianin and
wot,_in A hyporrtifeat
e declare ovenly and

without

ocnion_ that the
proletarfat s its leaders, in
whor f3lde the ureatesy hope
of DUT TI&E8 snd of hurnanity in
geTIETaY, R our great tove for
our Teadeis il Tact affirms tiat
We iIgve

Tre oaih

period of the Revolution. But
tiecomplexity of social contra-
dictions does not eclipse the log-
fc of revolutionary developmegnt.
On the contrary, that logle is
revealed to the masses in. @, dl-
rect and lfving manner. LE3CE?
should be able to comiprelifig
and ~EXPIEIN WAL logld. [ Qne!
should be able to cannect peing
Be!

achieved with confidence: i

tion as a proof of greatness; &z
that i correct. That i3 Al80 haw



We judge the men who made
Revolution. But consecratlon of
the past inevitably leads to con-
secraiion of the present. Stalin
understood this perfectly wel
and he alwavs spoke of it in a

precise manner: “Stalin is the
nneyr.”

Stalin's power, based upen the
Party"arid people, rested solely
on thelr acceptance of his guali-
tles as a great thinker and sreat
revolutionary,  om “thelr general
confidence "in him, for he con-
tinued to be the resolute centin-
uator and disciple of Lenin even
under the attacks of the rights
and the “lefts,” and of ail the
opportunists. To speak today of
the “cult of the personaiity” of

Stalln, wlicther it be calls:! vio-
lation of ¢demecersey or lerorance
of the will of the PFaiiv snd

pechic {5 to commit the gravest

offerse aguinst the most secred
sentiments and aspiratiore  of

our people, an offensc
could only be perpets st
those who did not ACCOMPITIY
in our first advance too
clelfsm. or by enemies
Soviet State who could
foreet the harsh blows dewli o
them by the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

s lifch

by

never

N\
And here we conie to e gues- B*_, — :
) Lo MEALON temioted . to sabolrTs Thaey
tion_of Btalln's purges. Me .- :

sieurs the  opportunist
attempting to hldé the social
roots of those purges, try
W present Stallm as a person
who, fearing opposttion, arrest-
ed and executed everyone he
thought to be & "man of inde-
pendent  spirft.” There {s no
doubt” buf fHat such concepts
could have only one source and
couid be of concern to only one
group--the circle closest to Sta-
lin.  The opportunist clique
claims to have first-hand knowl-
edge of these purges due to
the fact that they were Sta-
lin’s contemporaries. But this Is

M i

quite an absurd way to explain
the purges against rank-and-
file members of the Party
with whom Stalin had no per-
sonal acquaintence. The revi-
slonists  also  “admitted” thas
- Stalin was net “‘cruel” or “inhu-
man,” but they.only took this
conciliatory attitude {n oider to
evade the necessity of dealing
with the soclal base of those
purges.

It is quite easy tc understand
a physical reaction resulting
from a physical attack, But this
guestion  becomes mueh  more
complex fn the class siruggle, n
which a pacticular politiesl act
may not have any dirert result
til many years later. To bhuild

in Soviet Unlon
necessary o exer:s the
gy effc and . unds .
ihe most ineredible Herdships?

the
it

Wasn't , Stalin right when Ne
TTHAT IS What we miust do

wWill Le crushed"?
ne__nest answer to
S was _given in
v our

BERCE

—\eADNS
Hnist policy
And Tt
o)1

\fenshevilz PR 8 24
Eontt,
sereeched that agricultie was
being sacrificed to industry, but
i actuality they . wanted the
Russian peasantry o submil wo
fascist enslavement. . Sialin at-
tacked the main_ body 6F petty
bourgeols _ideojogists who hypn-
ciitically attemptéd to hide Trom
the Bolsheviks, This Was§ the
meaning and signficdnice of the
“famous Moscow {1ials."~ Stalin
in fact rid_the Bovlsé-Union of
the “Fifth Colmn /v >—~
el

To Dbetter. ~understand how
much time and effort Stalin de-
voled to the problem of the evo-
lution of Tasciymy, we point out

13




\/t.he fact that fascism as a socia!l
~ phfnomenon was_the direct re-
" action of the European bourgeo-

iste to the October hevolution,

Y It is impossible to listen to
the opportunist leadership of the
CPSU attempting to exonerate
the trajtorous Mensheviks and
their ilk and trying to hide their
direct ties with the German fa-
scists. The opportunists take
good "are not _to mention the
name of Trotsky, for he had al-
ready shown himself to be one
of the future Russian fuehyers,
But velled talk de-
signed to vindicate Bukharin be-
gan to circulate in Knrushchev's

time. The importance that the
opportunists attached to these

rehabiliations is seen in another
very clear example. Next they
rehabilitated Toukhatchevsky,
the real political fske, the very
one Trotsky and Bukharin cali-
ed & man of “Napoleonic molid.”
They say that Toukhatchevsky's
documents, falsifted by the Ger-
man information services, were
given to Benes, who gave them
to Stalin. But why don't they
show that Toukhatelievsky wad
judged not on the bdasis of es-
plonage documents, but for his
participation in the Trotskylte-
Bukharinite conspiracy in which
a group of individuals, high up
in the Soviet military, with
Toukhatchevsky at its head, waa
assigned as & special task force
to take over Stalin’s government
by armed force. At the last Mos-
. QOW tria] this was discussed in
detajl not by representatives of
ths German information servicea
but by Bukharin himself. This
.18 what he stated, verbatim—
“While it imvolved a military
- eoup, by the very same logic a

<. gFoup of military conspirators.

had been given an exceptifonally
’ responsibility from
there arose a certain Bona-

partist dancer, and the Bona-
partists—I had in mind Touk-
hatchev, among others—-befors
everything else wili settle ac-
counts with their alifes, their
would-be {nspirers, in acc«,rw nee
with the Napoleonic styie.” And
besides, why d!dn't the opnorti-
nists make these facts krown .
rehabilitating Toukhatchey?

Even in the foreign press, anii-
faseists wrote with concern ar«
surprise about how dwing his
trips to Berlin and other Euro-
pean cupitals, Toukhatchev dis-
paraged the sirenzth of our Sov
iet” Army and pr 1\04 the fasc-
J"T:_’W?'ﬁ"‘?"{xm‘ Ne skies, ac-
tions thav were i (ru ety Q
i a man who was a leads- of
the Soviet State—Mszicr Gene.
ral of the Red Army. Whyv is l¢
that the opportunisis, who econa-
tanily brag about their “love of
Justice"

conveniently forzet thal
the Moscow trials mainty
directed against Trotsky who
was Living 10 3 foreign country,

whereas it was “the execution of

Toukbatchevski and his accom-

D‘MS_A_LLMMMI e
Tated the spirit_of the “Judas of
the Ruszian Revolution,”

ware

It is clear that the purses car-
vied _out up to 1934 by the dic-

tatorship of the proletariat, tha
Stainist dictatorship, were (-

rected against the petty hourge-
ois_ovporiunisis who fought r.o
only against the collectivization
of agriculture, but agaiist the
PONTY — of Imdustralization—in
short,—against the building or
Socialism in our country. Could
these elements evea possibly act
according to Lenin’s teachings?
Here is what Lenin says:

*“ . . . Let the Martovs, ‘the
Chernovs. the non-party philis-
tines like them, bea* their breasts
and exclaim: ‘I thank Thee,
Lord, that I am not as one cf

14
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“thesc ;- that I have never re-
cognized. nor do I recognize,
terror. These simpletons do ncé
recognize terror’ because they
chose for themselves the role of
servile accomplices of the White-
guard in fooling the workers ard
peasants. The Soclalist-Revolu-
itonaries and Mensheviks ‘do not
recognize terror’ because under
the flag of ‘socialism’ they are
fulfilling their function of plac-
ing the masses at the mercy of
the Whiteguard terror. This way
proved by the Kerensky regimo
and the Kornilov putsch in Rus-
sia, by the Kolchak rezime in
Siberia, by Menshevism in Geor-
gia. It was proved by the heroee
of the Second International and
of the ‘Two-and-a-Half" Inter-
national in Finland, Hungary.
Austria, Germany, Italy. Eng-
land, etc. Let the flunkey ac-
complices of Whiteguard terror
praise themselves for repudiat—
ing all terror. We shall speak
the bitter but undoubled truth:
in countries that are experienc-
ing an _unprecedented crisis, the
collapse of old tles, and the in-
tensification of the class strug-
gle after the imperialisy war of
1914-18—and such~are all the
countries of the world—terror
cannot be dispensed wifh not-
withstanding the hypocrites and
phrasemongers. Either the Whi-
ﬁwﬁd;'mts terror of the
American, British (Ireland), Ital-
tan (the fascists), Germean,
Hungarian and other types, or
Red proletarian terror. There i8
no e. no third’
eourse. nor can there be.” (Len-
tn, The Tax in Kind, pp. 52-53)

But in Lenin’s time, say the

opportunists, there were few
purges. That is true. In Len-
in’'s time the struggle be-

tween tne forces of revolutton
and counter-revolution in Russia
\ha.d not yet reached its final

phase. isive kattle against
the petty-bourgeols ideologists
on the question of colleciiviza-
tion had yet to unfold. It was
precisely in that struggle that
they were decisively defeated by
the Bolsheviks led by Stalin.
And that was because the Ris-
stan peasantry proved itselfi to
be more revolutionary: -than
those ideclogists could @gver con-
ceive. et

'71;&.?__ 1

Today this is once &gs a vi-
tal question and desérvas special
attention. Eger sincs ‘fhe: ques-
tion of collectivieation was 118t
rafsed, masses - o1 Soviet-
Russian peasants, who Lave €x-
peTIend Tee REvOITHons and
who have learned thrgugh. con-
crete experience tg-put  thelr
falth in the Boisheviks, have
peen aware that thisspeasantry
ten vide - RUCALA.

It is a fact that tH& Russian
Kulaks never achigved” any - slg-
nificant degree of ste 3" (and
this is the reason Wi the pres-
ent-day crop oOf Tépgbrtumists
seize hold of this fa¢t to deny
the possibility of-the. existence
of & Kulak class {n vur country
todayv), -neverthéless :the fricom-
patibility of those em-

w1 -+
fistrated ¢! et the

marses of the peassniry that in-
565 ® =

¢)

v, -

them who would more than wel-
“developnént

IR

That 1s precse

co = ."‘Z:“\ x
and governni v
lectivizatich = WEX¥?
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in meny cases actu-
od/ The end resutt
was that the overvhelming ma-
jority of the Russian peasantry
joined the Kolkhoz€s and re-
fused to pay the slightest heed
to the Menshevik and S.R. coun-
ter-revoluticnaiy slogan of “col-
jectivization through Insurrec-
iton."” Thus the peasantry em-
braced the Rcvoiutﬁn whole-
n&artedly. bBu e “educated”
petty-bourgeois ideologists could
not do the same, for thev were
the lving embodiment not enly
of the extréme individualinm
which is a feattve of the peas-
antry as a social class. but of the

garded and
aily

weaknesses which existed witlain
the proletariat as weil Thus the

lquidation of the petiy-howr
{deolicgists was cairied out i
intevest of both the proleiariat
and peasant:v.

“Well.,” the opportuni will
<av, “since we are suriving o
vindicate Bukharin, and e a
monunent to Toukhatchev, we

are not going to do a lot of ¢vit-
tcizing of Stalin and the pury-
es he carvied out Uy w1934
But how @G you expglain the
purges in 183

committed

There 1¢ TothIng 1n Lenin that
tustifies - those purges.”  But

the opportunists have no reasch
for cackling at ail. sinece their
effoits to use Lenin agdinbst
Stalin has constantly beomer-
anced. And this time. too, 1t will
oe Lenin that will destroy them

To understand the class con-
tesi¥ of tne poitical and legel
prosecutions_of 1937 it is only
ssary (o pose the guestion:
What class was_the target of
those purges? The prole-
‘tarfan class? No. Just certain

' - ‘persons close to the proletariat

':i,'ho occupied high positions,
“$ince the workers themselves were
not mvolved in any attempted
frtmes against the Soviet state.
How could they have been the

targes? As & matter of fact, the
purges n a large rTeasu.®
demonstrated the class character
of their origin, This explains why

many persons wio aad been

high functioneries during thie
Czarist regime ‘“chose” dwing

that period to work in factories,
and that is precise!ly what saved
them. Then was it perchance tne

peasantry that suflered the
Trumt of he political and legal
purges ©f 16377 Ne, that was
not the c¢ase efffer, and if

there still are some segments of
the peasantry which retein paia-

fal menor s, use memories ave
connestad With 1929 3

were exposerd s Kuls

trug  that the purge

araily did not exhibit any class
I vress any closs
¢ ely this type

1 the opportuln-
to sell.

5 are trying

o

as A
phrenic—ns an “explanation’” fot
the purges. But this only
proves how mentally  deficient
the apuorianists themselves are.

Q5 hin
Btalin

1937  were,

) frecied in &

very specific manner. They were
afmead st the exsting bureau-

Tic opparatus, agsinst the
remnants of the explofting classes
and one seclor of the _intelii-
gentsia. It is nbsolutely clear
genisia.

now why these seciors have heen
attacking the ‘“‘cult of the per-
sonality’” with such ferocity, and
also why our workers show such
an “amazng” attachment (to
use & phvase of the opportun-
ists) to the meimory of Stailn.
Messrs. the opportunists with
their megalomania berate us
and speak of “our slavish na-
ture,” saying that our people
peed to be ruled by tsars. But,
as we see it, the whole question
s quite simple. All that this
proves is that it is just an ex-
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presslon of the class {nstinct of
iRE proletarian masses. Once be-
16T® the Jishérman [the masses
of the workers] hoped that the
“old bureaucrats” would be lig-
uidated, and today, once zgain,
they are awaiting the elimina-
tion of the new bureaucrats._As
everyone knows, Stalin did g
spendid job of getting rid of the
old bureaucrats. That {s why the
Tasses of the people feel that
Stalin belongs to them, that he
represents the will of the people.

But the question is raised:
Were  the purges vcally neec-
essaly? Basing themselves on
U internal  situation in cur
country, the opportunists gave

A4 negative BASWOr. 1n this way
they conveniently elaseg their
eyes to the fact—useless to them
—that in the West fascian wes
growing like a wmenacing dark
cfoud, and that the fascists had
openly declared that they were
planning {0 attack the Soviet
Unjon. The opportunists, who
rememoer  all the hwmniliations
which Stalin had forced them to
undergo, have lapses of memory
when it comes to history, and
they conveniently “forgot” the
fact that in 1936-1837 the wal
danger was  particulsrly  great.
On the very threshold of war in
~TIICH The ITmperialists attempted
to_pit Hitler Germany against
the Soviet Unfon—was it 6r was
it not neces:

necessary to purge the
réar ol all vacillating and dan-
gerous elements? The answer has
been given by the Vlasovs in Rus-
sta. by the Benders in the Uk-
raine, by the avengers of the
Crimea who were not executed
in 19317.

8Should we believe the sppor-
tunists when they affirm that in
1937 people who did not exist
were shot? The opportunists were
particularly aggrieved and con-
cerned for what they termed the
Hquidation of the ‘“‘cream”

the Party and State appsiatos.
In order to msake ervstalclepr
the demagogic content of this
accusation, let us tum to_E&tin:

ward country; secondly, educa-
tion in our country i3 at the
lowest level: and thinly, be-
cause we are receiving.  no
assistance. Not a atngis . et
lzed state is belping a. On the
confrary, they are ¥ workiny

against us. M%m t®
our state =spparatus, We took
OVEI T oI state apparataes, and
tNIS_was uniortusmie. o7  us.
Very often the statd appraratus
works against us. In 17, after
we cantured power, the'sitaction
wss that the eppATatus sabo-
taged us. This frighiened us very
much and we pleaded with the
state  officials: “Plsase  come
back” They all came Yack, but
tris was unfortunate  for us.”
(Lenin, Selected TWorks; Vol

T. 230). S

The main difficalty, fesided in

the fact that the 2{& oblem wase
not limited solely #g. struggle
against the back ; e
prectices of the old Slate apper-
atus. Scon encugh tha section-
ary vestiges began t5 give off its
ol smell In the foravof & “new
buresucracy” which sprang up
in the new enviyenwent. Thus,
bureaucraey has herome an ob-
stacle o the Feyolutlon, a most
dangerous enemy of the Revolu-
tion. o

The *mmber»? bureaucrats of
the capitalist typé'in our coun-
try is not limited solely to the
specles directly “related to the
old classes, to. fhe ¢ '

{Bhary st‘ammif ., B
through such "a lex  situ-

°f gtlon were drewh into the re-

7




ctionary vortex of the buresu-
mq‘ﬁem{me, the
Leninist meihod of dealing with
the bureaucrats demanded that
it be applied even more firmly
and forcefully to the CGommu-
nists who Had degenerated. This
{s our answer to the question:
Was Stalin right in preoceeding
with the cleansing of the bu-
reayeratic .apparatus during the
period of his leadership, and es-
pecially during that pericd
where the threat of war was im-
minent?

Opposition to Stalin's polcieg
could orly be essed by of-
fering partial ism’
policigs, rould oniy relate to {h

ex

' to th

“correctness or i rectness’ of
particula r decisions the
less, the-main p aim
of the GProriunists was and re-

mainsg the rejection of Stajuis
Policies in loto and m prineipic
They have renatilitated gll i

wWAT IIOIE thah once wepe made

to feel the hand of Stz2lin. The
counter-revolutionary hand: who
participated in the punitive ex.

pedition of 1905, tha degenciates
who stole money from the peopie.
;he German pollee agernts

L’"‘ "1l these decadent and lumper
S}g elements are called "1 ¥is” by

the modern opportuni
;) All, Tterslly and fizw
¥ nave received the aceo!
3 " the “great Marxist Khroshe!
and as in the past theyv entl
. fastically give the mod¢rn oy

portunists the credit for thetr
“leeration.” It is not #}i sw-
- brising that access té the arch-
- lves of the Ministry 'of the In-
- terlor was forbidden without the
personal, authobization = of
Khrushchev/ Obviously, [ that
.“great champion of justice”
“feared to make public those doc-
“uments which he claimed were
forged. His .successors pursuc
the same ailm and mission and
seek to put forward even more

e

monsirous accusatdons against
Stalinn than the ones {nvented by
Khrushchev, but they have not
succeeded.

Were there, in fact, eny in-
nocent victims in the cowse of
e purges? We think there could
have been snd there were such
vieTimis, Buf v nere did the faull
Jfe? In the flst plece, ihe re-
sponsibility {alls mainly on the
shoulders of the bureaucracy {i-
sell., IU coulc tafegamieally
stated that evea's 1y 1837 were

3 )y the fact that the
ERPLRIE0S Of

that periud

wWas exurene:y bwnaskeralic and
thus tpe stiugele cua'nat  bu-
Lot pett

enselves

: A P
these same vermin who I gn

MOUrn Over mpled loiman-

LY N
e

sty and
connectic:.
an be see

hy act that his ¢wn Com
missar of Tnwernel Affatys, Yejov,

I& shouwli bz  underst that
btaiin - only had  that bareau-
cratic apparatus o ction

willl aod that he could not ex
cedd the Limits of its precedures

But who would dare to aceus
the dictatorship ¢f the proletar-
fat of persecutions? Foriy cep .
turies of human history haio
shown how the appresscrs have
murdered, pillaged, tortured and
brutalized the oppressed. For
forty centurles the opuressors
trled to stamp out every spark
of conscicusness of the cppiress-
ed &hd deprive them of all rights
And when the coppresséd flnally

18
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\-ult cg“ fons of ‘a_ general
Kade, with “ro pxe ration,
without experience, with ,not

n“the ‘niost elerhentary ma-
fa1'Yesouirees, ‘utider ‘thréat of
elrastation “ty - ‘whf—when“they
BT fotedd  to’ bulld fher ovm
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gle ertor
E{* Sure . S,
Yave onlv
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Wit

t“mt task witheut'
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wite
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] c"qnnhou of
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Lhelr
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polan .';’ Wosnerition welr livgs
‘oo ine Sodet pawer, and we ad

gwre ren thal the .";L;u.u;'ru thal

“they vrasp the il slynificansn
C- FOAIT IreR NS O j‘.‘u(f", o
wUl eenwinly Ywve vour Tiands

it

27 one were soneral
de .l ddton of Sralttinsia, heit o
wasid Bgy Lhab it Toprescnts e
Iteosirs o the noiasi .of vhe pio-
Vetas ial, cadt il the totelitv of
th medods . Usea by tae dic-
fatc. shig cof the . proletariat "t
bulld the foundadging of Sacial-
lem i uhe condittons in exist-
ence 10 2 country of smail peas-
anTts. Flnding itself -iny-fact en
an wonomiu wrrain which e
Nasle to i, m conditions’ al;u:h

daliy breed ' cabitalism in.an
ever-Widening £CODE, the le
tarfat can only put its.dictatoy-

'ship 1nte, motion by uulleng
eny and every ‘MeAns ab- 1&.;

posal and b tr;mendogs sacz!-
firee The si

Rn)‘ HEY 3 ad

Y ~erta!n mem-

‘acTompatie

.‘/“J""L

e of the proje-
tart~ against the bourgeofsie in
_a_particwlarly
yu. 0N CIW&CM." and has been

wble’ éx R Y
Ut tha “the%’qﬂﬁﬂ '
Cehites St ‘greatiy a’ﬁfni ni'i

tate. the‘ tasks’ dl
tlas< :
s.muar céndlﬂqné Tﬁe&e e ¥
“iences will'also servé ‘40 preve
the development of ‘the" sxhﬁ
“which ripw’ ex!sts Ifi ‘the

~Union. RiJ is 'a*fact ” t

growth' of  Gureauer tfsm"’ﬁsa iy
" eradiany formed a’ ureaucriﬁin_»
seclor which un’ides the re -
tfonary centér from ihe -peopie. |

and prevents them from” fﬁm
t‘Onluls ' complete ' harpony;
Thile setting up and- consolmﬂé;-‘-
\w" the State appavalyg: -smis
thuy curiving cut 4 yital-higtorss
{~al task..one which has BRELIN
teed owr economie successes: R 7
the course of building the found™
daticne of Socialism, Stalin Had 3
to_do two_tiings -at. tbe same -
--use the, bu;ea.um;m ap-r
pRvatus and Tight g ainst it sim-
ull2neolll¥T THIS Vexplaing thi
reascn Wl 1t was unpossible - for
him o "lt.u‘ﬁ’ Lhe bmeuui‘mf
dec“ax‘er_"_rn pETTeIved: hoﬂ
h jteaucratism continned o groﬁ
evea whil? ne mergilessly hit at®
and tiy new, forms which: .24
euwendered # T, bis efforts: 204
acyieve revolutipnary purity. 8t
no time did hie pub bling faith
in those #16yjid him (angd, as wve!
have shown, Lor this he.nag-am=y
pie feasond; + . .is R TER B 1‘

. (Only Molotey ’prowied’-thhﬁ%!- 3
was Stalin's “Worthy compariidne
in-armé) .’ Stalin's- prrsonﬂl%?‘lu] :
indedd ‘historicsl arid - s
‘Btalin’ appestrs 10 historg-4s &
‘model for .révéhitionariss, @di e

~Yhentof: 1610 PN 'wévéeh*\g—’)'dé-* 'l
xerm ‘fortHe  Class enemy! 2 ¢

1 v wlapne:d sanodans

15 forant :‘99 L_
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szaun'séetﬂi_ ﬂedf.he

Domination of the Burecucracy

ith with the Socialist State and

had
wnonhearwnﬁ'gméa it, considering that to be their sole duty. A

th» Wreailmw T‘his element
re; grasied ot ‘the opportu-
nity omu"ed By S&a.!h s death to
further ' pursi -ite deviation
through move “fiberal” forms of
poplar powErand away from
the revelationary road of So-
ciallism. Bl ¢oild the burezusc-
racy openly prosigim its domin-
ation withouwt. carrving out an
immedizieLotp In cur counuy?
Certelinly - viok~ To entrench
themzelyes within THE oreans of
Stale power,  the bureancracy
had W Cigan, sal, 1t was follow-
ing thae ¢orfest path, in other
words, #o¥oely that it TF3 true
W ievolugio: ciy idzals, but that
10 wag Even Tpore deve »rr‘. to $0-
viet power, s m if
The m'tmesmt
their “Hperation” from “Stalin-
18t ncz!ﬂnaticn" as the viibera -

tiun” of " 8ll the Soviet pacple
f~om  that “dommation.” (8]
course: it s No ple trick

w2 Cmy ot guch A maneuver-—
firsy, BECsusG Irom the very be-

emmng the Working class of the
Boviel Unial refuted all the in-
ventang ¢ @ opportunists and
&donw&’,*““.morougmy antagon-

secoq& hetause one sector of
13 rd State leadership

: diotswrship of the
Yeésisted the bureauc-

&n@ “the oureaucracy repre-
senied embodiment of the
ation of power, it had
tyioute iis own glaring
‘V"W&Ses to Stalin and thus

_,i:ad been pursuing its own seifish ends for some
the possibility of being “liberated”

divert from itself the criticlsm
B¢ the Soviet workers. For if
Stalin “erred,” then it was nec-
ezsary to firmly renounce the
methods of the *“cult of the per-
sonality”—such had to be thelr
logic. But bureaucrats never try
o chande their own habits and
proverbial stupldity. That is pre-
eisely why., at the same time
that they “annihilate” the “cult
of the personality” in theory, ir in’

practical measure for democra-
tization and the umitation of
their power. Obviousiy the meth-
ods of the “cult of the person-
ality”' are not Stalin's methods
at all but those of the bureauc-
racy itself, which in Stalin’s time
poisoned Soviet life, and after
Stalin's deatn stifie and perse-
cute all taat is living, active,
and truly Soviet

In fact, the “cuit of the per-
gonaunty,” i we speak of this
phrase, 13 a sunple Iepetition
(,Tohasly we highest regetitlon)
of the cull ¢f the bureaucracy,
in"which cechh representative is
8 pcrso‘:a iy his bureau.
[he ¢ make of the
cowlt_of the personality” the
pretext for bureaucracy, wheh it
is nothing but toe result 6f bu-
reatcracy, It Is precisely the hu-
reaucrats who-are trampling ua-
der foot the love the people bear
for Stalin by transforming it in-
to a ritual-—a mechanica! thing
—Jfor that facilitates their de-
mand for a similar attitude to
Le taken by the people towards
themselves. While pratsing Sta-
lin to the skies jn public, the bu-
reagerats hiss and grind their
teeth ameng themseives. They

\

prac ractice they treat with excep-
tional irritalion and scorn any 4/

v



hate Stalin because he was the:
main support of the Socialist

State, marrow' and bone of the.:. le
ey are nothing. -

people, wnile
but the excrelio € Gtate.
It Is not at ail surprising then
that the bureaucrats are forced

to present their interitions in re- -

gard to Stalin under “humani-
tarian” and “democratic” forms.
Under the gulse of “criticizing”
Stalin, the burcaucrals spew
forth their hatred of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat,
in the past
foreed them

which they served
only because Stalin
to.

Can the uswmipation of
hy the bureacracy g
ne

W

OV

ity F TN
«18 against il cOTRITTTT: S
marrescanien of :

gle”

i3,
The Ll

the Seoviel g E i
©oseen inthe :
(T30 step Wig the GUIGIA. €.
Tanon. o: the dlciatorshlpy of
iTe T oietariah, f course that
Tas done under the pretext that
the dictato: aip of the ,,.glm
tanat “was no longes DECessaly
in thie Soviet Tniocn. F0oT -
tunists counter pos2 the concepts

'j “the S Stae ui the ur‘é. DEG‘
e’ and e oariye of the whole
neople” to Lie Marxist-Leninist
:oncepfs of vlt} ictatcrship of
‘he proletar’ d_the Party of
the proletariat. Therefore, when
they speak ol
\"TYQIE peopie’ and “the party of
35t only as-
sert that that “State” and that
“party” are led by “leaders”
amely burcaucrats, who repre-

..gard - to _elections. Can %3¢

“the State of .the

Py

“sent not the wommg ewi’
themselves alone. ;

DS ::r 2

of the Soviet bureaucrats:in

SR
election take place il our cpufi=.
try_today? election $nvolving:

the peopie election ; not
just from the- top (the . bouz
geols way), but do w. (ihe.
democratic wayr? The buregtr
crafs dominate every aapect. mf
tfe social Rnd politicsl life of -
the enilfe couniry. The people
cannct get Tid of tiem ewen
thongh they wanb to. But the
bu eau«'"c.cy oun get rid of any
ary ol the Pty oF g0V~
apparatus if he 18 hon~
Evoled 10 _the people’s .
{5, wo& m‘. the trappings
: ‘(:—:'x crals—their cars
J thelr vitag, When attention
wn 1o chese things, they
st up seorn™il glamorings about
tae valdgarization of Marxdsm,!”
“davigtion from principie,” ‘ma-
intavesis” sad Stalinism.™

cureadcrals - have

P from eervanis

s
L

tariu

o utle,

e ousportunist lc.hderu.,ip of

En 3U =nd the wheie Soviel
bus eaucmcy have projecied. @
vprogram” for the ~‘bullding of
Corunurism” in the Soviet Un~
o, The reason why the Soviet
pureancrats projected. such. &
~goal” could be easily seen in the
facy t.hat the diemt«nrahm of the

prole RS bcen
elim *nnwd under me ’prumisa"
of The Iutar g of. Com=
myunism. ICES “GXAM-~

Tne thesc mojcc:kms closely :to
understand .what this “progmm 5
and this “putding”- means not. % -
m wo:d.s bu m,&m&m %3

AGVoId of sense and {ull of dema-
gogy—‘!t speaks of the construc- -




point of di Siig:

projections mamw Nor does
it contain s
ever Q- m gugdsmemal ques-

dvmag‘ogy ie main vehicle of
their . wﬁ{»ﬁﬁh& and comfort.
The m;g fnetinctively sense
¥ s:%ef of af fairs &nd
they  unee ;.
waW}. prexogauveo
and P WME 28 Mthoumhm:
9 Rnunism.
’rh:e ﬂgwrmmsts Doast about
the “glfiterng achievements” of
.55k about the “con-
*w;g" ghout the “de-
Enk o atomic energy,”
eto. -A¥e-allthese achievements
> “leadership'™
Arem't—Wose . accomplishments
the resuli:of the seeds sown by
Bialin?” AISAY those successes
e Teaillnd our progress in the
past? ' clilm accomplishments
. ea8¢: 7Ky reason the oppor-
tunists eouid spesk about “their
successes”y lo- precisely  because
.of any fallures In

¢t "anyone doubt the
Yation ol ihe bu-
Wﬁy*am the complete eli-
“m¥Ra¥ion of all forms of Socialist
1 55d Suclallat consclousness?
Wasﬁ-
A5 AH5NT the masses, the total
mz m‘ n regard to work,
1ife

* of all that is living, real, clean

a-that 18 the balance-sheet of
the domination of the bureauc-
'raey. Ofe must have lost all

" “conscience, reason and imagina-

tion, every memory of the Revo-

“Tution and Bolshevism, and fi-

nally, be completely bought oif

" toseeall this and deny that fact.

r’nha.ej.;MMO the people,” ~—
what “link to the masses’’

can the bureeucrats speak of
when more than once they have
shot striking workers? All the
efforts of the opportunists are
designed to ensnare the Soviet
people, to corflipt our youth, to
falsify revolutionary history by
deliberately ignoring and even
suppressing the fact that lts es-
sence cousists in the affirma-
tion of Bolshevism which repre-
sents the most complex and ad-
vanced culture of the proleter-
ian revolution. The opporiunists
revise Bolshevism, they brand
a1 its manifestations with the
mark 61 “gogmatism” and “Tal-
nUdiErE, s averming —thiem-
selves on am  because
once tney prostrated themselves
before if, in the and be-
calse of the stark fear of it that
they still feel today. The mask
of tradition great-

ness must be torn off from this
cli ue we of their
udo-Marxist_phraseology and
dema.zoz‘.c promises. w
we  wil us nothing
else but the -sullen petty-bour-
geols, egouistical, insatiable and
.eo.w___y_ardi Thg Soviet bureau-
crats not & I sie.
Specific Socialist conditions
have prevented this. They are a
- ridiculous caricature of , th

bourgeciste, they _are nothing

.but. & petty bourgeoisie. attuned

-to0 the 1dcology of the bourgeoisie
and EcHng in 1ts inferests. That
is why they try with all their
might 0 emulate the mode of
e of “the West.” Hiding their

2




behind  grandloquen
gush forth in a

servility
phrases which

the mastery f Marxist-Leninist
theory. F“\ m what happens in

constant torrent, and csailing and thbe _domain of di.xlecﬂ;“m e
v ranting  against the Marxist- thouglit. Such i5 the  process i
v L‘eﬁﬁmlﬁ\\poim which they  tfat &1} individuals pass threnzh o -
cheracterlze  as  “dogmatism” in order to reach a rational wa- .. o
and TEToss_ortnodoxy,” The So-  derstanding of society. Thils mew e

viet Dburcaucrats have beceme
tho-ou hly corrupt and have bit
v bit swrendered themselves to
the_‘ degenerate _atmosphere of
the bowrzeols, whom they lcve
so well that they ape thelr man-
ners, thelr clothes, and use their
“works of art”
orations. And the phirase ‘‘use
their works of art as household
decorations” {¢ not meant a< a
Tig: Specih et ull. The bhu-
reaucrats  or¢ pxr'\\n_tyu f1om
RO m‘wha t‘rm .

ae of

Q. U0~

vie

n

give Iree
vilhfllt‘ There,

neir privete

tured souls with tiw filih Ry
ed ocut by the - af the

ks to Suviet
A
¢
.

zeols world and « 0y _weatchi
mm,_mm,_am to theiv co
rupt nature, hove bHeen actux!ly

b:r_m_zy._.n__m TEeoL

E:uru;» 1
T
V

is precirely these conditions irat
serve 25 a social and poltd
vacxzround for the emecrgeic of

open traltors w the mothevliid
the ilx Penkgvski.
. of the of Pen ki

Dia

¥ i

doprnatism exist_in Sia-

162 Yes, {t did,. We an-

wweest hiesitation
to a_higher Jevel of political con :
mit themn o assimilafe Marvist
armed the_instant that we as-

- tpis vay withoigt the slicht-

Dogrnatism  was

{F the 1ncvitable and logical vesult
W of the effory to }f{ the masse

1 sCi¢ ts, o level of poI‘Encal

conscionisnét:, which would per-

theory., We gusimiiete jn s doo-

. mavic_manner and yet are fully

S similate  Marxism.  Objectivity

“and creativicy onlv Come with

as houscheld e~

initial gogmatist tendency. fiust
VESITounTed. but not by the elts
nmarm ;
as the r€viclonists do in orde¥ &g >
replace it \um bou"geoh ‘fpEE. o
dom of ooinion.” Of cours@f“ﬁ
hourrenis a e ‘‘free” xn meh
thouy precisely hemun %rr; &
are doveid of both principis:
reazos T

state that ghe

Bui we cannol L

rev Nv ! anaequsinied
wivn MV The tr agnff*zfl"‘ﬂi’”
6! ’.h:‘.' e in the faes
thdT ‘Lo only wWay mey m*‘-'
mgtrtrin—thoir isteniceg by
renes talg .u' TASER _.Les

! »'e..u’ing tha xveyy

el o
el Al mh« ;
xm!.&. 41 £348

ot what thry regd

in order e
the i of thiat sen m'>$.
Mauking &  ovnical ﬁ,u;«p‘ﬂ}' of
theis unhounded zrnoraﬂmﬁ‘ Freoy ‘
atternis to  shack Marag.m :
hand and teod in o it‘:" Lo Nt B
the “sharp .edges’” ang " this ¢

adapt it to their counter yevi-
lutienary aims. In our oignion
tye revisienists are enefy s of G
the working eclass md ore |
u}la“—.mn_,ﬂ_”ﬂ”bf r?angexous *n-

ceqr the uni- i
“_‘Q_l_'i_t&j&ﬂmmﬁ Hence ¢
iri IDP heat of the . mﬁs o :
they can be mistaken for fzsenés e
causing the masses 3@,%&&@&' ey
trust in them and i Mv« f
steb in the back as Paymeni for
thal trust. i
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in the USSR,
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olutionary leadership and con-
trol. “Criticiam” of Stalin's “eult

of the persona nality” has become .=

o greatest political fraud with- ¥
in me Communist movements. of.
the world. ;w_g_e_gnu aim’
s to le t,achment
“without _authority.” S

In deallng with modern Te-
visionism in the world arena we
must examine its inflyence not
only on the internal erganiza-
tion of the Communist move-
ment but «lso on the interna-
tional polley of the Marxist-
Leninists. Ve stated previously
that the “thesry'” of the op-
portunists has no weight, since
it distorts reality. Buty fur Wheir
desertion of rvevolutionary ideals,
for Their abandonmaent of reve
olutioriary actions in Lhwe inter-
national arena they have found

a "“solid"” a'ionain —and ihat is.

)

/

v

the so-calied struggle for peace.

When_ a4t _abstract cholce be-
tween Wad_wnid_peace is is project-
nor rson Will
choose _peace without any hesi-
tation. Trading on this natural
and very sirong leeling, the op-
portunists atfempt to preésent a
pletire Th wiiichi they appear to
be for peace without question or
con'ﬁﬁfun] while their adversaries
appear to adveemte—apolicy in
wHIch, under the perspective of
general _anniliilation, - they will
insist, on “buildiag “Communism
en ptomic _ruins” et
Khrushchev once brazenly  de-
clared “Peace at &ll costs.” And
the modern revisionists echo. the
peace fraud and say: ‘“We are
threatened by atomic war, above
everything let us guarantee the.
existence of humanity. Every-
thing - else - is. secondary.*: Xhus
the hnpression:is created that thie, . !
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maintenatice of Pease and the -

elimination of war in ihe relas -
tigns between peoples is essens
tially a question independent of

.Stetes by “peaceful m"

the -class struggle, and thag f&i°
‘ran De resolved divorced Wi‘w‘j
sctial probléms in general, THE L .
AL 1510 naf the UN on thig ¢ =
‘setflement: “of -con betwsiy

*prohibition of atomic armm®
“'general and total disarmament’
~~that is‘tite “plan” for the “es-
tablishment of eternal peace in
the world,” is in faet the plan
adopted and . de ¢d by the
modern teyisionists{ One musk
have fallen frem the medn to
adeopt such a “plan,” which g
tantamount to asking the ime
verialists to agree with “resson- -
able proposzis.,” One might jusk
as well ask the Imperialists to
NEuidate  Lheir overseas bases
Wﬁm which un-
questionably would bring about
the immediate loss of all thetr
influence in  the world and
guarantec - the t{riumph of a
series of national liberation and
proletarian revolutions, Or one
might ask—why don’t the im- .
periaiists consent to being dis- ..
armed, which would immediately
lead to the end of their class

-dominaztion and their wealth?

One could not have learned
Marxism and come up with such
stupid questions. fWe are also
told that the imperialists are not
only fighting against the pro-
letariat but are impelled to fight
against each otheyr for their bes-
tin]l aims. That is true. But this |
fact also cannot be dealt with K -
i~ a subjective manner. In @

personal :sense, some capitalists -
might not be. insatiable, they.
might not want %o expand their
riches. But the zumnhee of ever
greater profits Is - @ lnecessary
condmon ox their txistem:e"n‘

the revisionists seek o). Bub
.the personal  qualities of uuu.g.fr



forves, PEl uﬁplﬁnnéd “Toxe ma
mrﬁ?f’ﬁ_ gﬁﬂi_‘g* s, War
s the inewitgh®
social relntiony A the capitalist
world, To speax ¢f the establish-
went of pb&fwb o the basls of
a penerdl Csgfdmment with
the mg:sitﬁ% 5 the sume
08 ceving Thafi U capitalist
wstﬂr eEn b Eadicated by an
¢i5R i vepresenia~
T misle tdicey  of
qu'v ey })Iﬁak?z ‘olearly evident.
Thak 13 SRRENS e resson why,
in defengings Hisls conceptton of
> darn  cevistonists
,' qﬁ‘”?&mn.s & ereate
m tha hmpres-

‘sutcesses have
5 in the * s*ru;,grl i

*ﬁ nreemcnt on
oﬁ* of atomic tests
pheres. On

L oved A1 et

“of zueh @
outcome of |

" understand that to project peace
as

‘the fundamental and prin-
cipal task of the mzernadonal
Communist movement means

'to!arsurtem:ettothe class en-

emy. It ‘means utter capiiula-
tion, since the imperialists thus
acquire the possibility of utiliz-
ing the threat of war to attain

_their objectives {n all specific

political and international ques-
tions. According to the revision-
ists, in order to “save human-
ity” we must be ready to make
uidimited concessions to the
class enemy. The Jogical outcome
so=-called humanitar-~
tan road could oniy be that the
wielity of mankind must bow
down and become slaves under
the imperialist voke.

“Tols & Ue,” 88V the opportun-
fsw, “we de nov intend to re-
treat that S Then Now far
Qo you intend te retreat, mes-
gewrs? In othier wogds you mesan
You cannnl agree that tne Svl\lg
gle for pesce hz=s a Jimus for adl

Oy
ar

those who vefuse t LY peace
a4 the piice of stavery. So it is

13 10 ot e cad ¢ 2
net at all o questicn that ithe

"’f'.x'shi;_'“ Of t}({ CEl
t'c-c <ide of rea

1S wn
while the Maix-

t-Leninists ui China and Ai-
b.mxd are on the side ¢f war
The iruth is that the modern
Visiorists  and  (he Marxist-
Leninists have iwe fundamen-
tally different concentioils cf tae
infportance and signilficance of

the struggle  for ace in the
prtg%feijg_._nmmce. of Marx-
ist-Leninists.

“We declare:

' Yes, war is ter-,
rible and a consistent struggle

must be waged to eradicate it
completely from the life of hu- °
mapity.  But one can struggle
«5  8gamst war and be consistent in
ore - ¥his struggle in different ways.
W seen as a “thing-
T+ in-Tiself,” in .isolatiomw, which is
© how the bourgedis  pacifists
- figAt againist war,” and this i

0, Sl o ves il S il

“ o
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faci is also the conception of the
modem revistonists. 1t Is obvious
or peace”.
presents in’ ftself a bourgebtiss
démocratic  current which at--
tempts tg__mre cne of the
e capitalist
syst,em—-w ar—without in ény
way attackulg_mn esgence of that
system. As can be seen, the re=
sumng concrete attitude of this
petty bourgeois “movement for
peace” is a glaring inconsistency.

To really fight sgainst f
rational menner, it i{s necessary

to fight egeinst the source and
basls of the war in the present
world. That source and besis Is
imperfalism.  In_ other wonds,

arxist-Leninists cannoi project

t.hv_’qucvfon “of Wwar and
peace {solated from the class

stfiiggle. The question of war
an peace {3 bui one as-
pect of the general sirugele for
Sociallsm. “We do not deny that,”
say the coportunists. Then how
can you project the struggle for

the result (the ‘struggle for
peace”) as the general line of
the Communist movement in

place of the struggle againsy the
source of war (the struggle for
Socialism) ?

The logic of the opportunists
fs characterized by an unenvi-
able simplicity: *“The Socialist
countri=s occupy the leading po-
sitfon in the Coramunist move-
ment; their most imporiant rev-
olutlonary task, according to
Lenin, was to strengthen their
economy; therefore, the eco=
nomic development of the Social-
{st countries must be the princi-
pal objective to which all the in- .
terests of world Communism must
be subordinated.” - ‘Now it be-
cormes. quite gleat why “peade gt
#ny price”. has becone thé maln.
pillar of “the ‘policy of the nod-
ern révistonists; Now It 1§ not“ut
all di‘ficult to ‘éxpdse the basis

of all -hat oppaﬁunisclc lozlc.

oz

The Sccialist countries comz
the world Communist amomm
.as .one indivisible whole, .
working elass of the ILS‘SE('
-—saIE E__@n at- i y :
-gress of the CP_(B) olma%
.viet Unlon — "is_part ofsthe
mMe_tgd_aJ, its vanguard:
and our republic is the cherishe-
ed child of the world proletariat.
There can be no doubt that had
our working class not been sup-
ported by the working classes
in the capitalist countries, R °
wonld not have been able to re-
tain power; it would not have
secured the conditions for So-
cialisy construction—--and, hence,
would not have achieved the
successes that it has achieved.
But this imposes a very
serious duty upon-us. This means
that we must prove by our work
that, deserve the honorable
title of shock brigade of the pro-
letarians of all ceuntries. It im-
J0s€s  upon  us the duty of
worxing better and flghting bet-
ter for the final victory of Sao-
cigllsm in our country, for the
victory of Saeialism in all coun-
tries.”” (Repory io the 17th Con-
gress of the CPSU (B) on the
Work of the Central Committee,
rp. 129-120) There can be ng
doubt that this oblization also
applics to the Socialist camp as
a whole. Only by orienting it-
self in all its acudons and plans
on the foundation of the devel-
opment of the world Communist
movement, .only oy taking into
fccount its general interests can
the = Soclalist countries fulfill
thelr true historic mission and
carry out a_ correct revelution-
wry policy. However, from their
very first steps the Soviet revi
-slonists. have {nsisted on. thelr
hegemony over-the whole fntera
‘hational "‘Communist” movement,
wAnd they use thelr Possession. Q{
atomic arms as another argRe
‘ment in support o! melr leadtns
podﬂdn. £

¥
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uaioér’}'hs"

vies: sstxeimau ithe'. furrda-
mexﬁa!; 1mm world:Com=¢

scmmmwmn The Com™'
munizs-. ?k( 368 pwaw

pw«m«thmemam and prins
cipal A8l héy  108¢ their revo<>
1\. nasy- Character, merge

Ao the: ge advocates” mr-'-

aded T 3 %P bl bbb o e ot ARt it et U b

rdixt Wﬂd beeome
bou :

¢ in» nature, -

. : o»sucxabuhcy‘»
metm THatiTor it to be cohsiste:
ent, LA SEtlons even  rémioteiv.
ﬂrrkwﬁ%s&ff%éiuﬂonazy must be "
uBAREHRER RY‘ordér not to be in
conflip§ Mlavhnlly with the otn-
er's &Weatés"-—mh the’
reprEEn m&bes ‘of > Tthe  petty,”
nif@diEea i bigboutZevisie whose
, @%& ‘dlametieally < ob=
} »révioiudontry Jpvels
a fact,  wheftever the -

13 ', g tsenses  the possibility:

fhe emerg~"
“of- war:- 1t

e e
f ied - which* pe'rm’t¢~-
Mﬁmm mm* s

er oiff-"

> )' 4{9. Y ';“ cilis:t, 2T0
We{ﬁ&t@mﬂmply d'lscussm onrs
: S tive thoughtacin«this:
Ardi it theihistoryofotsariyt:
i No lectures:-on;decifiiia:
o peace”. can halt the
néit O BIEH ev¥ntsi AG-.

N ’;ﬁﬁff%t’mg

_"! N3 tsedf " u:

y téﬁfhe Communist MOYs

.. Struggle_
i V_enﬂan,,

. They:
.. colicerning “avomiic deatH” and, -

ee‘:
{240 A HE LD POt LUnIStST TN,
Q;W’U@# Tthe: bonr
at'"‘

1ected sut {f, on ‘the’ contrar_y 1t
qufrojecbed as the gemgral line)
ent;

th, wmgl(m;-en

‘i““ll

3, weign mtgwmtion
) bourgeoisie
S uﬁ ;uswrj of So-
: w': ¢ pagt, the fate
etham and the Con-
mu e ‘ample Dlef
% pular re-'
i inter\entxon.
£ amxpxmed into a’
pe&;};‘ ¥ wq‘gtmga{mtxm foreign
r powers. “We subport
‘” WQ}? anﬂ reject ‘wars of
plwx’:leﬁ’,f- » the modert - revi-
¢lonists; %rymg to_pose as Marx-
Ist-Leninists. But in that case,
fher; what general line on the
“struggle for’ peacs” do they pro-
Ject for"the: Communtst “Partfes
of the ummlm “cotmtries? For
those partied the' oniy* genefnl
line that. should be ptojected is
class struggle agalnst the capi-
tallsts ing aTmed |
struggle, ang__ revolutionary .
Ierelgn  intere
esmdauy ;mzed
agairst thelr own country. .
“*The 'morktrs of: the. cnpua.mt .
countries need peacte also,!” af=:
firmr ¢ tHé | modern ' revistonists. -
‘gfmit . hysterical - shfieks -

filled with ‘@nivial ‘fear, lose v~ -
ery’ gestige 'ofy humayi  digh¥y. *
Bt who: {8 it thét  fears . such
tBreats 27 as it ‘thése 'WHO- M‘:to-

ARy-ayITg OITNUTESr aTid Giksea
byttt e upwalm
andTgependent reonntries? _mem’
mer*cymxsmi h}mmtenszwawr‘

T stragdle ro?rpeamwamﬁ
not A TevOIULOn, 1& It CHe dn-:
7 teAt GTCTHE OPPOT TUTUStS  to teas™
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TREY TRICO 70 STOP THE BEVOLUTION & 7. Doat

This old Soviet cartoon dated
back in 1917 exposes the crim-
inal role played by the Kosyging
and Breghnevs o1 Lenin’s time
within the Soviet Union.

rify the partisans of South
Vietnam and the insurgents of
the Congo or their women and
children with threats of the “day
of judgment”? For the partisans
of South Vietnam and the in-
surgents of the Conge the hour
of judgment arrived a long time
ago and it is evident in the deep .
anger of their people. Do they:
expect their tortures to be elim-

inated immediaiely by a world- .
wide clash between thg forces .

of capitalism and Socialism?

They see no difference whatsa-:
ever between death by napalm =&
gtomic'

bombs or death - by...
bomhs.Ofemmithafacttha&
not all the oppressed peoDIes ae

yE Eg thaf 1t is -better--
po nding than to-live on tles, 4 s

w18 Socianst Revohmon

“:"The fate of the ecmxa.llstmmpw"

s and that of world praesigis iin.""
dissolubly linked $a th epdiu~ o
~tion of the int.ernaum}
- tionary movement:

their evolution. m gonsé*
war should not alter i bm"wav
the general line of the.

nist movement in, mm;ds

SO~

‘tradiction has emarged:

the Socialist & ¥
countries precisely ~€ Vi s’m:e
having usurped :

R0
sxm 2ot
contcernad with u:
perspeciives
mum.xief

nisbs
wor! d

the Socmssc cous:! gg;. igto the

docile apvendage. of (the Boviet
vasionist: in 4f

peacs.”

e OD'DOW
tempted to profit, i
torically deterrtines ,“pggimns in-
side the Soviet.Unin: _«w;enuench
themselves to the deky

=Ty 15 nobs OIETt:
stand tha;,m_.

g;;<.

B " i.
~among the Commms&@xﬁes (4]
«M&alist :
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A

quences and dangers oF ‘atomic 2

practice thel fnisinational gen- |
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E e
America. In the adwvanced

E 4 !c:;:&nsp‘ _countries- it_is neces-
% cary to rely sclely on the most
% jmpoverished sectors -of the
- work class g santry. But
we note that in practice there
- nas recently been an opportu-
E abandonment of this fun-
damentel and basic class princi-
“ple by the Communist Parties
- of the biggest ecapitalist coun-
“¢ries. The European Commu-
 nists,. for example, have tried %0
= rationalize this abandonment by
W saying that the safeguarding of
i ¥ Marxist principles has resuited
“%& In, a m-rked decresse .in their
% ranks. Isn't that very argumen
Y an attempt to justify copportu-
nist betrayal? Is such a situation
really & symptom of Comuiunist
weakness? On the eve of the Cc-
tober RevolUHca. (here was Aa
moment when the number of
Bolsheviks diminished consider-
ably. Can it be said that Lenin
made any compromises or con-
[ eessions in order to augment the
.number of Bolshevik I'arty
‘mempbers? No, never! Did that
I prevent the Polsheviks from
f seizing power at the decisive mo-
¥ gment, or the whole of Russia
.t from' bevoming Bolshevized so to
peak in the space of & few days?

Not st adl. For dozens af years
pitheut a single Jet-up the Com-
- munist Rarties of Asia and La-
tin . America have fouzht to
. gvercome superhuman obstacles
and have made tremendous sac-
“Milegs in order to carry out the
nost basic Marxist propagande
tnska, “Are the European Com-

'agl;Xeve that

countries of Asia, Africa and”

- recrufting the Pope! .

AElatispary “orces<in” the" struggle..

“gainst; Gperialism? “No, that
ot/ Rafipen. But it is nec-:
' unity not *

elienated from Marxism-Lenin-
fsm, not by . unitinig with the
petty bourgeoisie, but by hard
work and patience, on the basis
.of real faets, by proving the cor-
‘Tectness of the Marxist-Lenmnist

.-analysis ‘of " class “relations and

“of Marxist-Leninist' policies. Of
tourse this method of organiz-
ing the masses ts much nore
complex, difficult and time-con-
suming than trading on their
prejudices and momentary tend-
encies. But history cannot be
deceived; it will follow its course
based upon the force of strict
aececsity. That iz why Lenin said
that the only correct policy is
the pelicy based on principle.

Facts show that today embry-
e rea! Communist
ng fornied within

is no doubi thar they will grow
and detach themselves from the

opportunist majority to place
themseives at the head of the
revolutionary movement in their
own country. Their future suc-
cess Is guaranteed by the fact
timt today the proietariat in the
ETggest capitalist countries i3 ra~
o ecoming revolutionized.
Bul in many cases the Comimu-
nist Parties in the capitalist
countries are still represented by
the opportunists. One can hard-
ly keep from laughing when lis-
ening to the modern revisionists’
boasts about their “success in
increasing the number of Party
niembers.” Jf they rounded out
their program with the thesis
that the first Communist was
Jesus Christ, then at least thiey
might have a real possibility of
The fact

-that the French and Itelian Par-

~-t168, compet, r Influenice gnd .
for"the augmeniation: of "their.
g g - hg

fhe Mmits permitted by -
, shows cledr




ly thelr attitude . towards ‘the
bourgeols intelligentsia. We will

Y& accused of dogmatism. If that

s beca the- les-
sons of revolutionary history,
ihen we are quite ready to admit
that we are dogmatists. We also
recall the struggle  of
<FeVIKS against the Mensheviks
at— the Second Congress of
the Russian Soc al-Democratic
Workers Party on the question
of who should be & Party mem-
per. The question then was:
Should fhe Party be an organi-
zation of gx;gf_e_5§mnal_nrolemrian
réevolutionaries, or a tavern for
intellectual bebblers for whom
adherence to OT resignation from
a party, in their spiritually tor-
meénted e y, is only &
mornent which fills up the in-
tervals between their fancv for
some fashionable philosophical
theory and a sentimental in-
trigue.

Only in Parties like the French
and Italian Parties, in which the
pettv-hourgcols tendency to com-
promise has decisively extin-
gulshed real revolutionary as-
pirations, could the absurd illu-
sion of ‘‘peaceful” transition
from capitalism to Socialism be
born. And if, by some chance,
State power were to pass into
the hands of such a party, which
in its class composition and na-
ture constitiites a heterogeneous
mixture, such & situation would
not at all mean the victory of
the dictatorship of the proletar-
fat. Such a party would advance
toward disintegration, chaosand
destruction under the sharp
blows of the counter-revolution-
aries. And

would have followed the oppor-  between:#kpluiie uid expleiters
- tunists would'‘pay for such a. lasted fouil cotigfoutive years on
“yictory” with countless victims: the ciyii?

* not

- advance toward Scefilieni

-, Defending_thetr 59 oEoh: of
«peacetul” transiticn INE oppor-

ol- -

the workers —who.

yet been . 'stripyed of
the ‘‘Marxist-Lenin{st’- glothing

which conceals theifs hipurgeols : 4

- skin, thus they :try<toaputi.over

“peaceful” transitions

tunists Invoke Tening: who in
dune 1917 had “spoken of the
possi 3 naition

[

proietariat.
remained on
significant thal

power by the "p¥fo
modern  revistopisis

tempt, to a caball axtent, te

adapt the OctobetTgyolution it- \
£0 NC o] | peaces. 3
™ fransiton, nat s nothing %
but & fairy ta)2,. ia..she first :
piace, the overterow.of October

1917 was so to enea bloodless
overthrow noi Bbecalisg of any
orientation . towards, & pesceful
solution of thd, cisss conflict
not because Qf thei?e of “peace-
ful" means, bilt-liccalse the pro-
letarian forces oitside of Petro-
grad were much bigger than the
forces of tha  Boiitgeolste, -be-
cause the. Whelsi ¢} the Baltic
fleet was oft'the sidetog the Bol-
sheviks and &l e artillery of
the Petro Pgvlioy fortress which
had passed Gvgtito ‘the side of
the proletaxfatiwiy trained on
the mneez»;:z :

proleteriat Hid:

clajmed, Whéreas the real battle:

il wars front. It s that.
To be sure this:is-a variant of " blood? “epic mpcEcisely. that the:
- “victory”—<it is the: road of tﬁe*.,M‘ﬂm‘iS’t& 2
open collaboraHon‘with the cap- s & “pésdelulivansi
ftalists. But:in-the Communist -into” the*dundsol-the proletar-
movement the ‘opportunists: have: iat 2% i s o Y

»



*  ‘pesceful” transition - of power
# from the hands of the bourgeo-
e int> the hands of the prole-
tariat in the Eastern European

countrles affer™ the [second .
world] war, Bub the opporiunists
tntentionally” iznore the fact

that that transition was the re-
sult of®the -Soviet Union’s -vic-
tory in that war, and the fesult
of the fact that the bourgeoisi2
of those countries were disarm-
ed.”

—

Aoday we can clearly gauge
sow the “struggle for peace”'ls
actually in conflict with the rev-
shationary Mberation struggle
wshen the opportunists make the
‘struggle for pesce” their main
aim. The fate of Lumumba
proves this ter -
thing else could. Instead of sup-
porting the revolutienary strug-
gle of the Congolese people and
helping them to. overcome petly -
pourgeois liberal {llustons, the
“Jeaders” of the CPSU pushed
the Congo by every means possi-
ble towards “the solution of
problems through the UN," the
Bo-called peaceful road, promis-
“thg “Lomumba success through
reliance on that [American im-
perialist - dominated] - organiza-
..Hon. That revislonist treachery
‘demoralized Lumumba’s parti-
gns and helped the imperialists
y“establish in the Congo  the
jxtéinal control of the UN, and
10 Ridndp ‘and murder Lumumba

3 the " aild of mercenaries.

“ s How tbe “struggle for
ence® is revealed as the general
%ﬁ“’me opportunists. The
S7obt les in the fact that Khri-
ieV's hands are smeared with”
of Lumumba.

46ee tlear example of how
fiperialists rely- on: the

e

movementis the pres<.

The onport‘uriists' refer-to the -

5 for peace™ in’ their at-
against -the revolutionary

ent situation in Vietnam. Today
the American Imperialists are
attempting to attribute to North
vietitam the victories won by the
partisans of South Vietnam and
under threat of war between ghe
two ‘camps -are trying hard :to
force the South Vietnamese peo-"
ple: to renounce thefr fight for
liberation.  Meanwhile the im-
perialists are placing their hopes
on the brittle strength of the
modern revisionists, counting on
them to apply pressure on the

_.revolutionaries. Naturally such a

situafion, including the bomb-
ing provocations against North
Vietnam, could net have been
possible if the Soviet “leaders”
had followed even a slightly res-
olute policy, if they had had the
Jeast dezree of world prestige.
They spit in one’'s face and then
say it is Heaven-sent dew, Rus-
sian brand. It is only thus that
the *“declarations” made by the

opportunists on paper, where
they take refuge in “ultima-
tums’ and ‘counter-measures,”

can be understood. Those “dec-
larations” only serve to strength-
en still further the imperialist
bandits' desire to violate the
frontiers of the Soccialist camp.

During _the development of
coci;ﬂﬂt_r_a_dﬁlons the imperi-
alists always advaifice towards
war wile the worker§ wiways
move  towards revolutiorr— The
ganger oI revolution incréases
even more the efforts which the
tmperialists make in order to es-
cape, by means of war, from the
historical 4mpasse into which
they have been forced. Does this
mean that the workers must re-
nounce revolution? The modern
revisionists’ answer is— "yes,"
while the answer of the Marx-
ist-Leninists is—“no.” If is im-
possible to detach_onesell Ii

‘om
the  development ‘of objective
‘tontradictions which reflect the
evolu uman 'y e

32



Karl Marx and Frederick Enzels--greatest thinkers of mankindii®

development and extension of
the revolutionary movement,
while accentuating the subjec-
tive designs of the imperialists
for war, at the same time raises
the objective possibility of the
unleashing of that war. To fail
to understand the dialectics of
this process today means to re-
nounce Communism, to re-
nounce cevolution.

In attempting to impose th
“struggle for peace” as the gen-
eral line of the worid Commu-
nist movement, the opportunists
strive to create the impression

that “‘peace’” can be secwed Y.

entering into unstable and de-
ceptive agreements with the im-
perialists to the detriment of real
peace and the development of
the revolutionary movement. By
disarming the masses and the

Communist Parties, by weaken- -
ing the military potential of the'

Socialist countries, the modern
revisionists are not agnly con=
trituting to’the threat of world

wide thermonuclear war; but“are

themselves “in !acn dnvmr to

~ monuclear

“minute, because for & fong time
" now their situation Nas:tiemand- .
~ed that they use allthelrforces, ;
‘means and- possibilitesy Mnding -
themselvesion top ot th voleano. .

g

r’«T‘I‘(

wards that war,

Is there indeed a2 meansJ,or
puttinz an end to the atamig
biackmail of the imperialists, .u
their monstrous teetering .
brink of thermonuclea
there a means of snatching.
atomic weapons out Of th thefr
hands? Yes, there is. Wha 3
it? Discussions. petitions, dem
onstrations, ete.? No, nqne of
these can convince the. Imperi-
alists. There is only one way to
make them give up theingmmlc
blackmail — conirontation. . The
opportunists try to create  panic
concerning “the danger. of- thes-
war,” but ﬁey iz-
nore a very simple fact: if the et
imperialists were re%;‘ﬁﬁ!é'—o
start a general war, g_gzwou.d g 9

have done 1t lon.gm“ o - They
would have sta At ye :

they would start it today,

ot revolutlon \;heyuume

nis. earth, :

&



purning under their feet, Would
they hesitate for a sm%m-

ment to wipe millions of people
,rom_ihe Tace o earth when

they have tortured a urder-
ed many mor

many more than that by

class and national ression?
What- holds .them. back. is/ the
realization that they themselves
will_he eliminated forever.. The
imperialists areunder no eircum-
stances capable of being cut
down by imaginary considera-
tions, a-trifle for which they
might be admired at the mo-
ment. of their exit. And thoy
would never go beyond that lim-
it unless the opportunists were
acting to disarm the revolutiou-
ary army of the world prole-
tariat ‘and -to sap the military
strenzth of the Socialist camg.
By their weakness and flahvi-
ness the medern revisionists
themselves inflaming the arro-
gance of the TMPENANIST the
opportunists  brandish the
rockets with great abandon, but
" when the conflict takes on ir
portance as a matter involving
principles, they beat a retrear,
covering themselves angd
allies with shame.

aYe

We hold that the important

question is not that the imperi-
alists must respect the Soviet
Unjon, but that they must re-
_Bpect the rights of all the peo-
ples of the world. And the So-
yiet working class—supports us
es one man, If the Soviet Union
has—Beemr dishonored in any
.country or for any reason, it is
not the Soviet workers who are
responsible but the Soviet revi-
slonists. The Soviet working
class has proved its_revolution-
. 8Iy devolion by its 50 years of

"

Btriggle. Cowardice prevents the

" the

: ¢ their..

theiy

modern revisionists from seeing
real meaning of atomic
blackmail. The opportunists are
exploiting that bLlackmail for
their own selfish ends.- That is
most clearly seen in their break
with China. Under fhe guise of

.preparing for “atomic defense”

the SovIeT revisionists are show-
Ing a film depicting-“the hor-
rors_of atomic attack” all over
the Soviet Union. They are try-
ing to sow an atomic psychosis
in the Sociaitst—countrtes in an
attempt to intimidate the mass-
es. They are trying to create g
situation in which those who
want to openly struggle &gainst
them wouid be labeled “supnort-
ers of atomic war’ and thus pre-
vent those forces from being
heard. The opportunists attually
take & very active part in the
policy of atomic Dblackmail by
supporting it in every way possi-
ble.

The capitalist serpent cannot
undertake a~bgttle to the deaih
with Socjalism because il is he-

(. ing ripped apart by {{s owi in-

ternal conteadictions., It is at-
tempting to strengihen itseli by
means of wll sorts of pacts and
alliances in every corneyr of the
world. bur it is all in vain, In
its blind rage this serpent is de-
vouring eveiything within its
reach — small nations, peaceful
women and children, as in South
Vietham and the Congo. Wc
have no intentions of preaching
about exalted human virtues, but
one must have lost all sense of
honor to.fail to oppose this
monstey, to fail to step on its
throat and tear out its terrible
sting—atomic arms. i



dition — namely, by the prole-

tariat's capacity to attract ta it-
self the democratic’ masses of
the peatantry In order to'detach
them from the bourgeofsxe and
to organize them in“revolution-
ary struggle.

day is the attitude of the Secial-
ist countries towards the peo-
Ples of _é%ig.__&iﬂ_cund Latin
AmericaT At the same time we
sNOU TGt _Tmpose on them our
Communist,_propaganda, just as
it on the
NTasses o the peasantry in Rus-
sia_ The peoples who are liber-
ating th S must be con-
vinced by their own experience
of the necessity for Soclalist de-
velopment, That 15 not to say
that Communists can forget the
class principle and base them-
selves on momentary expedien-
cies
The countries of Asia, Africa
and Latin America which are ¢n
the road of lideration, are in
contradiction with the Ilargest
capitalist States, and have them-
selves become the arena of
sharpest struggle between the
popular democratic and bourge-
ois tendencies. The Marxist-Len-
jnists should have no illusions
whatsover in regards to this
guestion, In those countries, as
was the case earlier in Russia,
it is easy to bezin the revolution
but more difficult to carry it
through. Knowledge of this fact
will also help us to appreciate
more coyrectly the perspectives
of the revolutionary movement
in the biggest capitallist coun-
tries. We do not need to deal
here with the task which must
be carried out in the citadels of
capitalism. The more the peo-
pies 0f Asia, Africa and Latin
America rid themselves of- politi-

cal and economic dependerite on-

~the imperialist  powers, and es-

pecial)y a8 the American; Euro-

pean and Australian 1mperiahst§
‘.

The ‘most: Zfmpor-
tant aspect of this problem to- :

feel the earth
their feet, the more the imperi-"
_gﬁm.t_d.emn—bc avercome
y internal contredictions, and .
the more will the development :

mrs' Be advanced. It can now.be
satd that the end . of the econom-

ic power which the capitalist -
\/countries have known since the
sécond word war is in sight. The
tremendoys wave of
which are rumbling in the capi-
talist countries are But harbing-
ers of the revolutionary storms

that lie ahead. The¢. Marxist-
Leninis ¢, America

and Australi it get ready to
place themselves at the head of
(he Tevolutionary ursurge, and
to” that end must purge their
ranKs o7 the opportunists and
t @K@ Wwhmtever —organizattonal
form is required. Yt 1§ precisely
sich Parties as the Communist
Party of Australia led hy Com-
rade Hill which will lead the
workers of the capitalist coun-
tries in the revolutignary battles
which lie ahead. Right now the
proletariat of the big capitalist
powers have more difficulties in
moving into struggle than do
the popular masses of Asia, Af-
rica and Latin America, but
when those working classes
stand erect, the final hour of
capitalist domination will have

shaking undery
of the revolutionary ntovement . »."
. n the big capitalist coun- o

strikes
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struck. That is precisely why the '

Marxist-Leninists of the capital-
ist countries should look cour-
geously to the future,

ag fully un-

mission, For &g aiffieult as it
may be today for them to de-
velop and to follow a consistent
revolutionary policy, and as pow=-

tunists who

dersténding their great historie”

&

L g
“

erful-&s the —oppor
surround them on &l sides may~

aﬁm that degrée i1,

glory of the
; task wmch devolves upon- them..
grea{er than_eveg before, and '§o ¢

_also- will_be the !mporumce of Le

P

e

S
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urning now to the perspece
world revolutionary
movement; We can state that
they are greater ‘than ever be-©

fore. We m%mmn in -
which, s Moiotoy said, all roads
Jead to Commiunisni. More or less
npm‘mm revo-
mmﬁwmmg
into one tremendous torrent. No
matter how aiffieult the ordeals
may be tafough which the
Marxist - Leninists must pass,
and despite the internal contra-
dictions and crises which will be
encounterad, ‘the direction and
outocme of the struggle cannot
be changed one iota. Contradic-
tiens need not be feared, with-
out tnem inere ean be no devel-
oprnent. Crises need not be fear-
ed: their positives and negatives
are the two fists of history by
the aid of vhich our road anead
will be hewed out.

Does this mean that we do not
have to leern how to make our
actions rational and aimed di-
rectly towards our goal, or how
our revolutionary enecrgies can
he expanded in 8 rational marn-
rer so as to be consistent in our
solution of problems of princi-
ple? It is precisely now, when
we must prepare ourseives for
tbe {inal conflict with capital-
ism, ~that the revolutionary
torces must become as hard as
a fist and subordinate their sub-
jective “interests to a single goal
and a single will. Our Chinese
and Albanian comrades arve of-
ten reproached these days for
“not - understanding the role of
the Sowviet Union.” But it was
Mago Tse-tung precisely who, at
meethigs held-in Moscow, speci-
{ically.  proposed :to :emphasize

ihe leadinz position-of:the land “the

3f the Soviets in the world .Com-.
munist-moveinent..The Marxist-

"lLeninists are doing -everythinz

d0ssible in this respect put there

is a limit to everything. From
the moment that the authority
and _the material and ideological
influence of the viet State
was_transformed absolutely and
10 ; en, e af-
firmation of revisionism in the
Communist movement, the dis-
enigagera:nt Of all true revolu-
tlonaries from the present lead-
esrhip of the Union of Soviet.
SOQ&_L&LRQMLUbecame in-
evitable, & harsh necessity. There

€ he Russian
Revolution, at the cost of innum-
erable losses, alone held the field
of battle for the proletarians of
all countries and when, at the
peginning of the 20th century,
it held high the banner of great
revolutiorary- battles. Today the
interpational Coramunist move-
ment onust come to the aid of
the Russian Revolution and held
the Soviet State. All that is re-
quu'ea 1S the frank excommuni-
cation of the revisionist leaders
of fhe CFSU from the ranks cf
Conimnism. the tungualified de-
mard Tor tneir removal from
leaderzhin., Such & demand
would be proof of the tremen-
doTE 1 S

e weicomed hy the
WOrKe:s the soviet Union as
all act of re.olutionary solidar-

ity—becruse—the  Sovietl people
have alaayvs looked upon the
Soviet Union as the first cita-
del of :he Communist Interna-
ticnal.

There is no doubt whatsoever
that the isolation of the revi-
sionist leadership of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Un-
ion from the ranks of the Coni-
munist Parties would also ren-
der them completely powerless
inside the Seoviet Unlon. In fact,
revisionist = cligue . of “the
U:S.8.R. femains on its feet only
‘because. 2ithough our people are
completely aware of the egoisti-
cal and rotten nature of the So-




s mterjeetion
and Soldiers”

ving by E. Kibris:

viet bureaucrats, they have not | feelings and life of the Soviet
vet understood the question wo' kers and by judging the state =
fFom_a_class point of view, ther “public_opinion _on the basis

do not yet understand the necd o; p)eae reports ne, could
to pursue the struggle without verestimate the strength of the .
mercy to the end. To infuse this™ vevisionists (Jor example, the 3
consciousness in them it is nec- significance of the petty-bour- =
essary to place the revisionists geois nonsense which. filis our ©
in a catastrophic situation, for jiterature). The Marxist-Lenin-
in a country like the U.SSR. ists of other countries must un-“
they could not remain in power gerstand that all that represents .
for even one hour by force of is just scum floating on the sur- »
arms. But do the objcetive con- face. No matter how often it 4

ditions necessary_for . -rises, it can: ncvmhexess decide
sa the over ‘nothing. The 1a the WS SR..

throw of the revmomgts xn fact N
o) ! S0 LAl o QL_LLSovlet
. &xist in.the USS.R.? The Marx- _workers- _and: peasants,. {0 the: "
“{st-Leninists in other ‘countries “hands of thes:millionsi,ofs rank -
do “ﬁﬁrmub me an& ﬁle Commumsts. and.they -

-
-
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will pledge thﬁr rd. It is nec-
essary to k&p&ié);’w that the
“eriticism” mag of Stalin by the
revisionists wag 8:0uil's eye shot
‘and has won: Z¢mpgrary victory
. for the - revistonisigfor it aimed

directly.at. Q@{ ; concepiions
and at the i3:0f our peo-
ple, at the vgmmlmes which
in the past had cs them to
such he 128t revolutionary
-heroism anggﬁmggh such great
ordeals. Even ir t condi-

tions the wg;ﬁi:}g .ciass of the
Soviet Union s net shaken and
has not !Qm Jnga the trap of

revisionist on. Its ha-
tred for the reysionists has no
bounds and:duly.the lack of a
conerete  programy— of  action
leave 1T i or the mo-
ment. santry also

is becoming. mnre a.nd more reso-
lutely oppgsedt %o the revision-
ists. Stimulgted at first by the
%@W it quick-

came {0 t the revi-
meer in ac-
fact.. ’me agﬂcultural crisis

easures. Actually
what {5 & is the boy-
cotting of¥ aﬁ?“mnre class, and
only the trgﬁy*revolumonary and
democratis paliey followed by the
“the proletariat
can opeh ¥ Pérspectives for the
future 0;‘% Sovlet peasantry.
DR

westabushabase

Decessaty
from which popular indignation
can: be: mabl order to de-
% this is
alone: Ahead of us lies

N.E;&M__LM stitu-
tlon of the Party of the proles
m;s ?‘mma er. of fact,’ to-
in form S“’ s @& screen toQ give
‘hﬂ d@mirution of the Bureauc-

is.an organization

racy a “democratic” veneer. It
is clear that t.he new, real pro-

letarian Par the Com-

munist Party 01 the Soviet Un-
ion (Bolshevik) brought to life

dgain. All those who are ready
to fight against the bureaucracy,
211 those who cherish the great
rvevolutionary victories of our
people and the cause of world
revolution, must ‘firmly enter
upon that road. The hour has
struck. The various cells of the
CP_of the Soviet Union (B)
which have been sepaﬂed up
till now will be fused into a sin-
gle purified force which will
sweep away the bureaucrats —
that Is the road which the So-
viet Marxist-Leninists must tra-
verse. The activm% of the cells
of the Ct viet Union
(B), their slogans and their
publications must be transform-
ed into _the struggle of living
partisans. We must scorch the
€arth under the feet of the re-
visionists. Is it necessary to state
that the struggle will give birth
to heroes? Because of their pet-
ty-bourgeois cynicism and mis-
trust of the people, the revision-
ists can onlv take one 1road—
that which is dominated by the
principle of material interest. As
for our people, their heroism and

Communist devotion are limit-
less. Stifled in the oppressive at-
mosphere of bureaucratic de-
composition. some of our people
are giving up the struggle. But
i they are showrn the Toad ahead

_perform miracles.

Though the cells of the CP of
the Sovie! on (B) contained
few members and seemed very
we en they first appeared,
nevertheless their organizers
have rendered full account. of
themselves in the historic scope
of ‘the new task. It goes without
saying that thelr persecution. will

W'mﬂmd will
bring about confrontation be-

\'\)



tween the.masses and the bu-
reaucrats. It is the bureaucracy
_ which is in no position to {ace
that. v o
The end of the SMet revision
ists is not far off. The complete
iack of any. active support on
the part of the Marxist-Leninists
externally will make possible
their overthrow by the healthy
and loyal forces of the people
even within the prevailing en-
vironment of the present Soviet
State. The more so because some
Communists who were mistaken
and who gave evidence of a cer-
taln weakness when the revision-
ists began to attack Stalin, now
understand their error. Just as
in the past the Girondins of the
feft became conscious of their
impotence in the face of reac-
tion the day after Robespierre's
assassination, in the same way
one sector of the leadership of
the CF3U understands the depth
of its decadence from seeing the
results of the eriticism of the
“cult of the personeality” on a
world scale, and the resistance
with which the Sovlet workers
greeted that campaign. We can
piace & gre art of our hope
on our Soviet military cadres
who W and
who Understand _ petter than
anyone else the mortal danger
which now hovers over the So-
viet nion because of the
treachery of the revisionists. Ev-
ery person whose heart responds
to the call'of the Revolution, ev-
eryone who has not renounced
Communism in his innermost
beart, understands that up till

emment and t.he people as be-
tween a bammigd’ and ‘anvil—
_.that 1s the task- wmdh les be-

“fore the Soviet: M&msv-unm~

the time that the revisionists

were decisively unmasked, * col-
faboration with-them constituted
an error, ‘but row collaboration.
wi
in their crimes dgainst the:peo-

s complicity .

ple. . To overthrow the “Tevision» -
Tsts and, after forming & revolu- -

tionary government, to place the
bureaucrats between that gov-

L o

“38ts.) This is by #6 fEins e ques-
tion - of ‘the ‘total“fipuidation of
the bureaucrdts. Not"ﬁt all, It is
necessary to'pl ¢ critéh only
those who Wil éjiebly fight
against the Victdty 61 proletar-
ian deinocracy. T 1§ necessary
that the worki{fig’siass 0f the So-
fef Union, aftér'™® kjﬁgﬁawer in-
to 2. goingpel: the bu-
réaucracy to restois, Uy working,
at it hw;* 18h from the
; 5iad - into labor

that

the people s?s@ﬁﬁ”é‘es "obtained
for them. It'18" ¥y that the
over-all pomlcﬁf%d economic

leadership’ reshétid 6 the will ¢f
the people, #hg {t’ebriform to its
eonvictions ‘4T démands. There

£agn be no qoﬁ_.f-”’iﬁ:it that pol-
iy will be petoll
{st-Leninist; ’3{.&! A
that the Wb

world can mﬁ}“’*"mat is our

policy.”

Tho' ;
tried ;}bwiﬁm
it is unguljed.Although they .
have tried 'to'm:u it down Lo
their levef, are forces in
the woﬂd“m‘m@ém it high, as it
had. to ‘BeLalisy end honor to
them, m'm& s approaching.
when " $h¥E> ¥ will onee!
amn nwﬁvd" tbe homeland o!'

mmonists have

Vo

lon!

m\mut ?&;62 the Soviet

14:into the mire, 1

Unk




viks, understand very well how
complex are the tasks ‘which
open bhefore us, but in spite of
victims or tortures we will sue-
ceed and we Wwill” honor those
tasks.

-

Lenin's thought is on our side,

Stalin's will 1s on our side,

Our people's great heart is
on our side,

“We are invineible.
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