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THE theories of the proletarian revolution
and the dictatorship of the proletariat:
are the quintessence of Marxism-Leninism.
The questions of whether revolution should
be upheld or opposed and whether the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat should be upheld
or opposed have always been the focus of
siruggle between Marxism-Leninism and all
brands of revisionism and are now the Tocus
of struggle between Marxist-Leninists the
world over and the revisionist Khrushchov
clique, |
At the 22nd Congress of the CPSU, the
revisionist Khrushchov clique developed
their revisionism into a complete system not
only by rounding off their anti-revolutionary
theories of “peaceful coexistence”, “peaceful
competition” and “peaceful transition” but
also by declaring that the dictatorship of the
proletariat is no longer necessary in the
Soviet Union and advancing the absurd
theories of the “state of the whole people”
and the “party of the entire people”.
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The Programme put forward by the revi-

sionist Khrushchov clique at the 22nd Con-"

gress of the CPSU is a programme of phoney
communism, a revisionist programme against
proletarian revolution and for the abolition
of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the
proletarian party.

The revisionist Khrushchov clique abolish
the dictatorship of the proletariat behind the
camoutlage of the ‘“state of the whole peo-
ple”, change the proletarian character of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union
behind the camouflage of the “party of the
entire people” and pave the way for the res-
toration of capitalism behind that of “full-
scale communist construction”,

In its Proposal Concerning the General
Line of the International Communist Move-
ment dated June 14, 1963, the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of China
pointed out that it is most absurd in theory
and extremely harmful in practice to sub-
stitute the “state of the whole people” for
the state of the dictatorship of the proletariat
and the “party of the entire people” for the
vanguard party of the proletariat. This sub-
stitutlon is a great historical retrogression
which makesg any lransition to communism
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impossible and helps only to restore
capitalism. .

The Open Letter of the Central Committee
of the CPSU and the press of the Soviet
Union resort to sophistry in self-justification
and charge that our criticisms of the “state
of the whole people” and the “party of the
entire people” are allegations “far removed
from Marxism”, betray ‘“isolation from the
life of the Soviet people” and are a demand
that they “return to the past”.

Well, let us ascertain who is actually far
removed from Marxism-Leninism, what
Soviet life is actually like and who actually
wants the Soviet Union to return to the past.

SOCIALIST SOCIETY AND THE DICTATOR-
SHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT

What is the correct conception of socialist
soclety? Do classes and class struggle exist
throughout the stage of socialism? Should the
dictatqrship of the proletariat be maintained
and the socialist revoluticn be carried
through to the end? Or should the dictator-
ship of the proletariat be abolished so as to

- bave the way for -capitalist restoration?
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These questions must be answered correctly
according to the basic theory of Marxism-
Leninism and the historical experience of
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

The replacement of capitalist society by
socialist society is a great leap in the his-
torical development of human society.
Socialist society covers the important his-
torical period of transition from class to
classless society. It is by going through
socialist society that mankind will enter
communist society.

The socialist system is Incomparably su-
perior to the capitalist system. In socialist
society, the dictatorship of the proletariat
replaces bourgeois dictatorship and the public
ownership of the means of production re-
places private ownership. The proletariat,
from being an oppressed and exploited class,
turns into the ruling class and a fundamental
change takes place in the social position of
the working people. Exercising dictatorship
over a few exploiters only, the state of the
dictatorship of the proletariat practises the
troadest democracy among the masses of the
working people, a’ democracy which is im-
possible In capitalist society. The nationali-
zation of industry and collectivization of

q

agriculture open wide vistas for the vigorous
development of the social productive forces,
ensuring a rate of growth incomparably
greater than that in any older society.

However, one cannot but see that socialist
society is a society born out of capitalist
soclety and is only the first phase of com-
munist society. It is not yet a fully mature
communist society in the economic and other
flelds. It is inevitably stamped with the
birth marks of capitalist society. When de-
fining socialist society Marx said:

What we have to deal with here is g
communist society, not as it has developed
on its own foundations, but, on the con-
trary, just as it emerges from capitalist
society; which is thus in every respect,
economically, morally and intellectually,
still stamped with the birth marks of the
old society from whose womb it emerges.!

Lenin also pointed out that in socialist
soclety, which is the first phase of commu-
nSm, “Communism cannot as yet be fully

1 Marx, "‘Critique of the Gotha Programme”,
Selected Works of Mary and Engels, Foreign
;—‘angllages Publishing House, Moscow, 1958, Vol
» P, 23. -
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ripe economically and entirely free from

traditions or traces of capitalism”.1

In socialist society, the differences be-
tween workers and peasants, between town
and country, and between manual and
mental labeurers still remain, bourgeois
rights are not yet completely abolish-
€d, it is not possible “at once to eliminate
the other injustice, which consists in the dis-
tribution of articles of consumption ‘accord-
Ing to the amount of labour performed’ (and
not according to needs)’,?2 and therefore
differences in wealth still exist. The disap-
pearance of these differences, phenomena
and bourgeois rights can only be gradual

and long drawn-out. As Marx said, only .

after these differences have vanished and
bourgeois rights have completely disap-
peared, will it be possible to realize full
communism with its principle, “from each
according to his ability, to each according to
his needs”.

Marxism-Leninism and the practice of the
Soviet Union, China and other socialist
countries all teach us that sccialist society

1 Lenin, “The State and Revolution”, Selected
Works, FLPH, Moscow, 1952, Vol. 2, Part 1, p. 302.

21btd., p. 296.

COVETs a very, very long historical stage.
Throgghout this stage, the class struggle be-
tween the bourgeoisie and the proletariat
goes on and the question of “who will win”
between the roads of capitalism and soclalism
remains, as does the danger of the restora-
tion of capitalism.

In its Proposal Concerning the General
Line of the International Communist Move-
ment dated June 14, 1963, the Central Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist Party
states:

For a very long historical pericd after
the proletariat takes power, class struggle
continues as an o-bjeC'five law independent
of man’s will, differing only in form from
what it was before the taking of power.

After the October Revolution, Lenin
pointed out a number of fimes that:

a) The overthrown exploiters always
try in a thousand and one ways to re-
Cover the “paradise” they have been
depri_ved of.

b) New elements of capitalism are
Constantly and spontaneously generated
in the petty-bourgeois atmosphere.
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¢) Political degenerates and new
bourgeois elements may emerge in the
ranks of the working class and among
government functionaries as a result of
“bourgeois influence and the pervasive,
corrupting atmosphere of the petty
bourgeoisie. |
d) The external conditions for the
continuance of class struggle within a
socialist country are encirclement by
international capitalism, the imperial-
ists’ threat of armed intervention and
their subversive activities to accomplish
peaceful disintegration.
Life has confirmed these conclusions of
Lenin’s.

In socialist society, the overthrown bour-
geolsie and other reactionary classes remain
strong for quite a long time, and indeed in
certain respects are quite powerful. They
have a thousand and one links with the
international bourgeoisie. They are not rec-
onciled to their defeat and stubbornly con-

tinue to engage in trials of strength with the

proletariat. They conduct open and hidden
struggles against the proletariat in every
field. Constantly parading such signboards
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as support for socialism, the Soviet system,
the Communist Party and Marxism-Leninism,
they work to undermine socialism and
restore capitalism. Politically, they persist
for a long time as a force antagonistic to
the proletariat and constantly attempt to
overthrow the dictatorship of the proletariat,
They sneak into the government organs,
public organizations, economic departments
and cultural and educational institutions so
as to resist or usurp the leadership of the
proletariat. Economically, they employ every
means to damage socialist ownership by the
whole people and socialist collective owner-
ship and to develop the forces of capitalism:.
In the ideological, cultural and educational
fields, they counterpose the bourgeois world
outlook to the proletarian world outlook and
iry to corrupt the proletariat and other
working people with bourgeois ideology.

The collectivization of agriculture turns
individual into collective farmers and pro-
vides favourable conditions for the thorough
remoulding of the peasants. However, until
collective ownership advances to ownership
by the whole people and until the remnants
of private economy disappear completely,
the peasants inevitably retain some of the

9




inherent characteristics of small producers.

In these circumstances spontaneous capitalist

tendencies are Inevitable, the soil for the
growth of new rich peasants still exists and
polarizaticn among the peasants may still
oceur. |

The activities of the bourgeoisie gas
described above, its corrupting effects in the
political, economic, 1deological and cultural
and educational fields, the existence of
spontaneous capitalist tendencies among
urban and rural small producers, and the
Influence of the remaining bourgeois rights
and the force of habit of the old society all
constantly breed political degenerates in the

ranks of the working class and Party and

sovernment organizations, new bourgeois
elements and embezzlers and grafters in
state enterprises owned by the whole people
and new bourgeois intellectuals in the cul-
tural and educational institutions and intel-
lectual circles. These new bourgeois elements
and these political degenerates  attack
socialism in collusion with the old bourgeois
elements and elements of other exploiting
classes which have been overthrown but not
eradicated. The political degenerates en-
trenched in the leading organs are partic-
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ularly dangerous, for they support and
shield the bourgeois elements in organs at
lower "levels.

As long as imperialism exists, the pro-
letariat in the socialist countries will have
to struggle both against the bourgeoisie at
home and against International imperialism.
Imperialism will seize every opportunity and
try to undertake armed Intervention against
the socialist countries or to bring about their
peaceful disintegration. It wil] do its utmost
to destroy the socialist countries or to make
them degenerate into capitalist countries,
The international class struggle will inevita-
bly find its reflection within the socialist
countries. |

Lenin said:

The transition from capitalism to Com-
munism I'epresents an entire historical
epoch.  Unti]l thig epoch has terminated,
the exploiters inevitably cherish the hope
of restoration, and this hope is converted
into attempts at restoration.!

He also pointed out:
—_—

RlLenin, “The Proletarian Revolution and the
“hegade Kautsky”. Selected Works, FLPH, Mos-

“OW, Vol. 2, papt 2, p. 61,
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The abolition of classes requires a long,

difficult and stubborn class struggle, which-

after the overthrow of the power of
capital, after the destruction of the bour-
geois state, after the establishment of the
\dictatorship of the proletariat, ~does not
disappear (as the wvulgar representatives
of the old Socialism and the old Social-
Democracy imagine), but merely changes
1ts forms and in many respects becomes
more fierce.!

Throughout the stage of socialism the
class struggle between the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie in the political, economic,
ideological and cultural and educational

fields cannot be stopped. It is a protracted, -

repeated, tortuous and complex struggle,
Like the waves of the sea it sometimes rises
high and sometimes subsides, is now fairly
calm and now very turbulent. It is g struggle
that decides the fate of a socialist society.
Whether a socialist society will advance to
communism or revert to capitalism depends
upon the outcome of this protracted struggle.

! Lenin, “Greetings to the Hungarian Workers”, |
Selected Works, FLPH, Moscow, Vol. 2, Part 2,
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The class struggle in socialist society is
Inevitably reflected in the Communist Party,
The b{}urgeoisie and international Imperial-
Ism both understand that in order to make
a socialist country degenerate into g capitalist
country, it is first necessary to make the
Communist Party degenerate into a re-
visionist party. The old and new bourgeois
elements, the old and new rich peasants and
the degenerate elements of all sorts con-
stitute the social basis of revisionism, and
they use every possible means to find
agents within the Communist Party. The
existence of bourgeois influence is the
internal  source of revisionism and sur-
render to imperialist bressure the external
source.  Throughout the stage of socialism,
there is inevitable struggle between Marxism-
Leninism ap4g various kinds of opportunism
— Mmainly revisionism —in the Communist
Pai'.‘tiES of socialist countries. The charac-
teristic of thig revisionism is that, denying
Fhe €Xistence of classes and class struggle,
It sideg with the bourgeoisie in attacking the
Proletariat and tyurns the dictatorship of the

Proletarigt into  the dictatorship of the
bourge‘oisie. '
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In the light of the experience of the inter-

national working-class movement and in

accordance with the objective law of class
struggle, the founders of Marxism pointed
out that the transition from capitalism to
communism, from class to classless society,
must depend on the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and that there is no other road.

Marx said that ‘“the class struggle neces-
sarily leads to the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat”.! He also said:

Between capitalist and communist
society lies the period of the revolutionary
transformation of the one into the other.
There corresponds to this also a political

transition period in which the state can’

be nothing but the revolutionary dictator-
ship of the proletariat.2

The development of socialist society is a
process of uninterrupted revolution. In ex-
plaining revolutionary socialism Marx said:

1 “Marx to J. Weydemeyer, March o, 1852,

Selected Works of Marx and Engels, FLPH,

Moscow, Vol. 2, p. 452.

2 Marx, “Critique of the Gotha Programme”,
Selected Works of Marx and Engels FLPH, |

Moscow, Vol. 2, pp. 32-33.
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This socialism is the declaration of the
permanence of the revolution, the class
dictatorship of the proletariat as the
necessary transit point to the abolition of
class distinctions generally, to the abolition
of all the relations of production on which
they rest, to the abolition of all the social
relations that correspond to these relations
of production, to the revolutionizing of all
the ideas that result from these social re-
lations.1

In his struggle against the opportunism of
the Second International, Lenin creatively
expounded and developed Marx’s theory of
the dictatorship_ of the proletariat. He
pointed out:

The dictatorship of the proletariat is not
the end of class siruggle but its continua-
tlon in new forms. The dictatorship of
the proletariat is class struggle waged by
4 proletariat which has been victorious
and has tgken political power in its hands
dgainst a bourgeoisie that has been de-
feated but not destroyed, a bourgeoisie

"_—_'_'_'_"““—*-——-_.______
*Marx, “The Class Struggles in France, 1848
to 18507 Selected Works of Marx and Engels,

- FLPH, Moscow, Vol. 1, p. 223.
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that has not vanished, not ceased to offer
resistance, but that has Intensified its
rfasista—mc_:e.TL |

He also said:

The dictatorship of the proletariat is a
persistent struggle — bloody and blood-
less, viclent and peaceful, military and
economic, educational and administrative

— against the forces and traditions of the
old society.?

In his celebrated work On the Correct
Handling of Contradictions Among the Peo-
ple and in other works, Comrade Mao Tse-
tung, basing himself on the fundamenta]

principles of Marxism-Leninism and the-

historical experience of the dictatorship of
the proletariat, gives g comprehensive and
systematic analysis of classes and class

struggle in socialist society, and creatively |
develops the Marxist-Leninist theory of the

dictatorship of the proletariat.

I Lenin, “Foreword to the Speech ‘On Decep-
tion of the People with Slogans of Freedom and |
Equality’ 7, Alliance of the Working Class and the

Peasantry, FLPH, Moscow, 1959, p. 302.

*? Lenin, * ‘Left-Wing' Communism, an Infantile |
Disorder”, Selected Works, FLPH, Moscow, Vol |

2, Part 2, p. 367,
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Comrade Mao Tse-tung examines the ob-
jective laws of socialist society from the
viewpoint of materialist dialectics. He
points out that the universal law of the
unity and struggle of opposites Operating
both in the natural world and in human
socltety is applicable to socialist society, too.
In socialist soclety, class contradictions still
remain and class struggle does not die oyt
after the socialist transformation of the
OWnership of the means of production., The
slruggle between the two roads of socialism
and capitalism runs through the entire
stage of socialism. To ensure the success of
socialist construction and to prevent the
restoration of capitalism, it is necessary to
Carry the socialist revolution through to the
end on the bolitical, €conomic, ideological and
cultury] fronts.
Soclalism cannot pe brought about in one or
two s€Nerations; to resolve this question
thomughly requires five or ten generations
OI' even longer.

Comrade Mao Tse-tung stresses the fact
ithat tWo types of social contradictions exist
;; Socialist society, namely, contradictions
HONg  the beople and contradictions be-

Purseives and the enemy, and that

17




the former are very numerous. Only by

distinguishing between the two types of con-

tradictions, which are different in nature,
and by adopting different measures to
handle them correctly is it possible to unite
the people, who constitute more than 90 per
cent of the population, defeat their enemies,
who constitute only a few per cent, and
consolidate the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. -

The dictatorship of the proletariat is the
basic guarantee for the consolidation and
development of socialism, for the victory of
the proletariat over the bourgeoisie and of
socialism in the struggle between the two
roads.

‘Only by emancipating all mankind can the
proletariat ultimately emancipate itself. The |

historical task of the dictatorship of the
proletariat has two aspects, one internal
and the other international. The internal
task consists mainly of completely abolishing

all the exploiting classes, developing socialist

economy to the maximum, enhancing the
communist consciousness of the masses,

abolishing the differences between owner- |

ship by the whole people and collective

ownership, between workers and peasants, ;
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between town and. country and between
mental and manual labourers, eliminating
any possibility of the re-emergence of
classes and the restoration of capitalism and
providing conditions for the realization of a
communist society with its principle, “from
each according to his ability, to each
according to his needs”. The international
task consists mainly of preventing attacks
by international imperialism (including
armed intervention and disintegration by
beaceful means) and of glving support to the
world revolution until the people of all
countries finally abolish imperialism, capi-
talism and the system of exploitation.
Before the fulfilment of both tasks and be-
fore the advent of a full communist society,
the dictatorship of the proletariat is ab-
solutely necessary.

Judging from the actual situation today,
the taskg of the dictatorship of the pro-
tariat are still far from accomplished in
any of the socialist countries. In all socialist
CCUntries  without exception, there are
classeg and class struggle, the struggle
beltween the socialist and the capitalist
foads. the question of carrying the socialist
Tevolution through to the end and the

19




question of preventing the restoration of

capitalism. All the socialist countries still"

have a very long way to go before the dif-
ferences between ownership by the whole
people and collective ownership, between
workers and beasants, between town and
country and between mental and manual
labourers are eliminated, before a]l classes
and class differences are abolished and g
communist scciety with its principle, “from
cach according to his ability, to each accord-
ing to his needs”, is realized. Therefore, it ig
necessary for all the socialist countries to up-
hold the dictatorship of the proletariat.

In these circumstances, the abolition of
the dictatorship of the proletariat by the
revisicnist Khrushchov clique is nothing but
the betrayal of socialism and communism.

ANTAGONISTIC CLASSES AND CILASS
STRUGGLE EXIST IN THE SOVIET UNION

In announcing the abolition of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet
Union, the revisionist Khrushchov clique
base themselves mainly on the argument
that antagonistic classes have been eliminated
and that class struggle no longer exists.

20
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But what is the actual situation in the
Soviet Union? Are there really no antag-
onistic classes and no c¢lass struggle there?

Foliowing the victory of the Great
October Socialist Revolution, the dictator-
ship of the proletariat was established in the
Soviet Union, capitalist private ownership
was destroyed and socialist ownership by the
whole people and socialist collective owner-
ship were established through the national-
ization of industry and the collectivization
of agriculture, and great achievements in
socialist construction were scored during
several decades. All this constituted an in-
delible  victory of tremendous  historic
significance won by the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the Soviet people
Under the leadership of Lenin and Stalin.

However, the old bourgeoisie and othep
©Xploiting classes which had been over-
throwp, In the Soviet Union were not
“radicateq and survived after industry was
Naticnglized and agriculture collectivized.

he Political and 1deological influence of the
oour S€Clsie remained. Spontaneous capitalist
tendﬁ’ﬂfii':-é:a continued to exist both in the city
and  jp the countryside. New bourgeois
and kulaks were still incessantly

21




generated. Throughout the long Intervening
period, the class struggle between the pro-
letariat and the bourgeoisie and the struggle
between the socialist and capitalist roads
have continued in the political, economic and
ldeclogical spheres. |

As the Soviet Union was the {irst, and at
the time the only, country to build socialism
and had no foreign experience to go by,
and as Stalin departed from Marxist-
Leninist dialectics in his understanding of
the laws of class struggle in sceialist society,
he prematurely declared after agriculture
was basically collectivized that there were
“no longer antagonistic classes” in the Soviet

Union and that it was “free of class con- |

flicts”,2  one-sidedly stressed the internal
homogeneity of socialjst soclety and over-

looked its contradictions, failed to rely upon

the working class and the masses in the
struggle against the forces of capitalism and

regarded the possibility of the restoration of

I Stalin, “On the Draft Constitution of the |
US.S.R.”, Problems of Leninism, FLPH, Moscow, |
1954, p. 690.

2 Stalin, “Report to the Eighteenth Congress of |
the CP.S.U. (B.) on the Work of the Central __
Committee”, Problems of Leninism, FLPH, Mos- |
cow, p. 777.
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capitalism as associated only with arme'd
attack by internaticnal imperialism. T'hlS‘
was wrong both in theory and in practice.
Nevertheless, Stalin remained a great
Marxist-Leninist. As long as he led the
Soviet Party and state, he held fast to the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the
soclalist course, pursued a Marxist-Leninist
line and ensured the Soviet Union’s vic-
torious advance along the road of socialism.

Ever since Khrushchov seized the leader-
ship of the Soviet Party and state, he h‘as
pushed through a whole series of revisionist
policies which have greatly hastened tl:le
growth of the forces of capitalism and again
sharpened the class struggle between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie and the
Struggle between the roads of socialism and
Capitalism in the Soviet Union. |

Scanning the reports in Soviet newspapers
Over the last few years, one finds numerous
©Xamples demonstrating not only the pre.s—
€nce of many elements of the old exploit-
INg classes in Soviet society, but also the
generation of new bourgeois elements on a
large scale and the acceleration of class
Polarizgtion.
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Let us first look at the activities of the

various bourgeois elements in the Soviet

enterprises owned by the whole people.

Leading functionaries of some state-
owned factories and their gangs abuse their
positions and amass large fortunes by using
the equipment and materials of the factories
to set up “underground workshops” for
private production, selling the products
illicitly and dividing the spoils. Here are
some examples.

In a Leningrad plant producing military
items, the leading functionaries placed their

OWwn men in *all key posts” and “turned the
state enterprise into g private one”, They

Ulicitly engaged in the production of non- .

military goods and from the sale of fountain
pens alone embezzled 1,200,000 old roubles
In three years. Among these people was a
man who “was g Nepman. . .in the 1920’s”
and had been g3 “lifelong thief” !

In a silk—weaving mill in Uzbekistan, the
manager ganged up with the chief engineer,
the chief accountant, the chief o
and marketing section, heads o
and others, and they all becam

f the supply
f workshops
e “‘new-born

1 Krasnayg Zvezda, May 19, 1982
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enfrepreneurs”. They purchased more than
ten tons of artificial and pure silk through
various illegal channels in order to manu-
facture goods which “did not pass through
the accounts”. They employed workers
without going through the proper pro-
cedures and enforced “a twelve-hour work-
ing day”.1 |

The manager of a furniture factory in
Kharkov set up an “illegal knitwear WO-I-‘k-
shop” and carried on secret operations in-
side the factory. This man “had several
wives, several cars, several houses, 176 neck-
ties, about a hundred shirts and dozens of
suit’s”. He was also a big gambler at the
horse-races.2 |

Such people do not operate all by them-
selves. They invariably work hand in glove
With functionaries in the state departments
n charge of supplies and in the commercigl
and other departments. They have their
°Wn men in the police and judicial deparjc-
Ments who protect them and act as their
48ents.  Even high-ranking officials in the
state organs support and shield them. Here
e a few examples.

-_'___-_-"_--—|_|

1 Pra;g_;h Vostoka, Oct. 8, 1963.
2vada Ukrainy, May 18, 1962.
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The chief of the workshops affiliated to a

Moscow psychoneurological dispensary and

his gang set up an “underground enter-
prise”, and by bribery “obtained fifty-eight
knitting machines” and a large amount of
raw material. They entered into business
relations with “tifty-two factories, handi-
craft co-operatives and collective farms”
and made three million roubles In a few
years. They bribed functionaries of the De-
partment for Combating Theft of Socialist
Property and Speculation, controllers,
inspectors, instructors and others.l

The manager of a machinery plant in the
Russian Federation, together with the dep-

uty manager of a second machinery plant .

and other functionaries, or torty-three per-
sons In all, stole more than nine hundred
looms and sold them to factories in Cen-
tral Asia, Kazakhstan, the Caucasus and other

places, whose leading functionaries used
them for illicit production.2

In the Kirghiz SSR, a gang of over forty |

embezzlers and grafters, having gained

control of two factories, organized under- |

1 Izvestia, Qct. 20, 1963, and Izvestiq Sunday |

Supplement, No, 12, 1964.
2 Komsomolskayq Pravda, Aug. 9, 1963.
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ground production and plundered more than
thirty million roubles’ worth of state prop-
erty. This gang included the Chalrmgn
of the Planning Commission of the Republic,
a Vice-Minister of Commerce, seven bureau
chiefs and division chiefs of the Republic’s -
Council of Ministers, National FEconomic
Council and State Control Commission, as
well as “a big kulak who had fled from
exile”.}

These examples show that the factories
which have fallen into the clutches of such
degenerates are gocialist enterprises only in
name, that 1in fact they have become
capitalist enterprises by which these persons
enrich themselves. The relationship of such
persons to the workers has turned into one
between exploiters and exploited, between
CPpressors and oppressed. Are not such de-
S€nerates who possess and make use of
Means of production to exploit the labour
Ol others out-and-out bourgeois elements?
Are not their accomplices in government
OT8anizations, who work hand in glove with
them, Participate 1n many types of exploita-
tion, €ngage in embezzlement, accept bribes,

e T
_—
-

T

ISoviet:skaya Kirghizia, Jan. 9, 1962.
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and share the spoils, also out-and-out bour-
geols elements? |

Obviously all these people belong to a class
that is antagonistic to the proletariat — they
‘belong to the bourgeoisie. Their activities
against socialism are definitely class struggle
with the bourgeoisie attacking the pro-

“hereditary estate”. He comspired with its
accountant, cashier, chief warehouse-keeper,
agronomist, general-store manager and
others. Shielding each other, they “fleeced
the collective farmers” and pocketed more
than a hundred thousand roubles in a few
years.l |

The chairman of a collective farm in the

letariat.
Now let us look at the activities of

Ukraine made over 50,000 roubles at its ex-
pense by forging purchase certificates and
cash-account orders in collusion with 1ts
farms. -' woman accountant, who had been praised for

Some leading collective-farm functionaries keeping “model accounts” and whose deeds
and their gangs steal and speculate at will, @  had been displayed at the Moscow Exhibition
freely squander public money and fleece the of Achievements of the National Economy.2
collective farmers. Here are some examples. The chairman of a collective farm in the

The chairman of 3 collective farm in Alma-Ata Region specialized in commercial
Uzbekistan “held the whole village in ter- | Speculation. He bought “fruit juice in the
ror”, All the important posts on this farm ] Ukraine or Uzbekistan, and sugar and alco-
“were occupied by his in-laws and other rel- | hol from Djambul”, processed them and then
atives and friends”. He squandered “over | sold the wine at very high prices in. many
132,000 roubles of the collective farm for his § localities. In this farm a winery was created
personal ‘needs’”. He had a car, two motor- | With a capacity of over a million litres a
cycles and three wives, each with “a house | year, its speculative commercial network

of her own”} | SPread throughout the Kazakhstan SSR, and
The chairman of 3 collective farm in the | e
Kursk Region regarded the farm as his | ' Ekonomicheskaya Gazeta, No. 35, 1963.
-‘ ?Selskayg Zhizn, Aug. 14, 1963.

1 Selskayqa Zhizn, June 26, 1962. 29

28




commercial speculation became one of the
farm’s main sources of income ! |

The chairman of a collective farm in
Byelorussia considered himself “g feudal
princeling on the farm” and acted “per-
sonally” in all matters. He lived not on the
farm but in the city or in his own splendid
villa, and was always busy with “various
commercial machinations” and “illegal
deals”. He bought cattle from the outside,
represented them as the products of his col-
lective farm and falsified output figures, And
vet “not a few commendatory newspaper
reports” had been published about him and
he had been called a “model leader” 2

These examples show that collective farms |

under the control of such functionaries
virtually become their private property.
Such men turn soclalist collective economic

enterprises into eccnomic enterprises of new
kulaks. There are often people in their |
superior organizations who protect them. |
Their relationship to the collective farmers ;
has likewise become that of oppressors to
oppressed, of exploiters to exploited. Are |
not  such neo-exploiters who ride on the ;?'

I Pravda, Jan. 14, 1962,
2 Pravda, Feb, 6, 1961.
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backs of the collective farmers one hundred--
per-cent neo-kulaks? |

Obviously, they all belong to a class that
Is antagonistic to the proletariat and the
labouring farmers, belong to the kulak or
rural bourgeois class. Their anti-socialist
activities are precisely class struggle with the
bourgeoisie attacking the proletariat and the
labouring farmers. _

Apart from the bourgeois elements in
state enterprises and collective farms, there
are many others in both town and country
in the Soviet Union.

Some of them set up private enterprises
for private production ‘and sale; others
Organize contractor teams ard openly under-
take construction jobs for state or co-opera-
tve enterprises; still others open private
hotels, A  “Soviet woman capitalist” in
Lf-?'ningrad hired workers to make nylon
blouses for sale, and her “daily income
“Mounted to 700 new roubles”. 1 The owner
of a Workshop in the Kursk Region made felt
boots for sale at speculative prices. He had
1 hig possession 540 pairs of felt boots,

——

I2vestia, April 9. 1963,
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- eight kilogrammes of gold coins, 3,000 metres |
of high-grade textiles, 20 carpets, 1,200 kilo- |
grammes of wool and many other valuables.! |

A private enirepreneur in the Gomel Region
“hired workers and artisans” and in the
course of two years secured coniracts for the

construction and overhauling of furnaces in [
twelve factories at a high price.? In the i
Orenburg Region there are “hundreds of {
private hotels and trans-shipment points”, |

and “the money of the collective farms and
the state is continuously streaming into the
pockets of the hostelry owners”.3

Some engage in commercial speculation.]

making tremendous profits through buying
cheap and selling dear or bringing goods fro:

" far away. In Moscow there are a great man
speculaters engaged in the re-sale of agri-
cultural produce. They “bring to Mosco

tons of citrus fruit, apples and vegetables
and re-sell them at speculative prices”
“These profit-grabbers are provided witH
every facility, with market inns, store-room

1 Sovietskaya Rossiya, Oct. 9, 1960.
2 Izvestia, QOct. 18, 1960.
s Selskaya Zhizn, July 17, 1963,
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and other services at thejr disposal”.l In the
Krasnodar Territory, a speculator set up her

stevedores”. She transported
“thousands of hogs, hundreds of quintals of
grain and hundreds of tons of fruit” from
the rural areas to the Don Basin and moved
“great quantities of stolen slag bricks, whole
wagons  of  glass” and  other building
materials from the city to the villages. She
reaped huge profits out of such re-sale,?
Others specialize ag brokers and middle-
men.  They have wide contacts and
through them one ecan get anything in
return for a bribe. There was a broker in
Leningrad who “though he is not the
Minister of Trade, controls all the stocks”,
and “though he holds no post on the rajl-
Way, disposes of wagons”. He could obtain
‘things the stocks of which are strictly con-
trolled, from outside the stocks”. “All the
St'or!e—ho-uses In Leningrad are at his ser-
Vice.”  For delivering goods, he received
}?Uge “bonuses” — 700,000 roubles from one
Umber combine in 1980 alone. In Lenin-

1 Ekonomich.eskaya Gazeta, No. 27, 1963.

196y leTAtUINAYa Gazeta, July 27 and Aug. 17
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grad, there is “a whole group” of such
brokers.?

These private eéntrepreneurs and specula-
tors are cngaged in the most naked capi-
talist exploitation. Isn’t it clear that they
xbelong to the bourgeocisie, the class antag-
onistic to the proletariat?

Actually the Soviet press itself calls
these people “Soviet capitalists”, “new-born
entrepreneurs”,  “private entrepreneurs’,
“newly-emerged kulaks”, “speculators”, “ex-
ploiters”, etc. Aren’t the revisionist Khrush-

chov clique contradicting themselves when :-

they assert that antagonistic classes do not
exist in the Soviet Union?

The facts cited above are only a part of |

those published in the Soviet press. They

are enough to shock people, but there are )
many more which have not been published, |
many bigger and more serious cases which |
are covered up and shielded. We have
quoted the above data in order to answer th-e_
antagonistic |
classes and class struggle In the Soviet|
Union. These data are readily available and

question whether there are

1 Sovietskayq Rossiya, Jan. 27, 1961,
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even the revisionist Khrushchov clique are
unable to deny them. |

These data suffice to show that the un-
bridled activities of the bourgeoisie against
the proletariat are widespread in the Soviet
Union, in the city as well as the countryside,
In industry as well as agriculture, in the
sphere of production as well as the sphere
of circulation, all the way {from the eco-
nomic departments to Party and government
organizations, and from the grass-roots to
the higher leading bodies. These anti-
socialist activities are nothing if not the
sharp class struggle of the bourgeoisie
against the proletariat. |

It is not strange that attacks on soclalism
should be made in a socialist country by old
and new bourgeois elements. There is noth-
Ing terrifying about this so long as the
leadership of the Party and state remains a

axist-Leninist one. But in the Soviet
_Uni@h today, the gravity of the situation lies
"1 the fact that the revisionist Khrushchov
clique have usurped the leadership of the
Soviet Party and state and that a privileged

bourgesis stratum has emerged in Soviet
SOciety, -
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We shall deal with this problem in the
following section.

THE SOVIET PRIVILEGED STRATUM AND
THE REVISIONIST KHRUSHCHOV CLIQUE

The privileged stratum in contemporary
Soviet society is composed of degenerate ele-
ments from among the leading cadres of Party
and government organizations, enterprises
and farms as well as bourgeois intellectuals;
1t stands in opposition to the workers, the
peasants and the overwhelming majority of
the intellectuals and cadres of the Soviet
Union, ,
~ Lenin pointed out soon after the October

Revolution that bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
ldeologies and force of habit were encircling |
and influencing the proletariat from all direc- .'
lons and were corrupting certain of its sec- |
tons. This circumstance led to the emer- |
gence from among the Soviet officials and i
functionaries both of bureaucrats alienated}
from the masses and of new bourgeois ele-i
ienin also pointed out that althoughi

ments.
the high salaries paid to the bourgeois tech !
nical specialistg staying on to work for thel
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Soviet regime were necessary, they were
having a corrupting influence on it.
Therefore, Lenin laid great stress on waging
persistent struggles against the influence of
bourgeois and pelty-bourgeois ideologies, on
arousing the broad masses to take part in

¢lements in the Soviet organs, and on creating
conditions that would bar the existence and
reproduction of the bourgeoisie. Lenin pointed
out sharply that “without a systematic and
determined struggle to improve the apparatus,
we shall perish before the basis of socialism
is created”.l

At the same time, he laid great stress on
adherence to the principle of the Paris Com-
‘WUne in wage policy, that is, all public ser-
ff’ants were to be paid wageg corresponding
' those of the workers and only bourgeois
“Pecialists were to pe paid high salaries. From
18 Oetober Revolution to the period of Soviet
eCOHOmic rehabilitation, Lenin’s directives
;Were n the main observed ; the leading per-
“hne] of the Party and government organiza.

- ..

1T, . T
Ta SM0, “Plan of the Pamphlet ‘On the Foog
Vol 352 Cg“ggzied Works, 4th Russian ed, Moscow,
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tions and enterprises and Party members
among the specialists received salaries roughly
equivalent to the wages of workers.

At that time, the Communist Party and
the government of the Soviet Union adopted
a number of measures in the sphere of poli-
tics and ideology and in the system of distri-
bution to prevent leading cadres in any de-
partment from abusing their powers or
degenerating morally or politically.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union
headed by Stalin adhered to the dictatorship
of the proletariat and the road of soclalism
and waged a staunch struggle against the
forces of capitalism. Stalin’s struggles against
the Trotskyites, Zinovievites and Bukharinites
were In essence a reflection within the Party
of the class struggle between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie and of the struggle be-
tween the two roads of socialism and capi-
talism. Victory in these struggles smashed

the vain plot of the bourgeoisie to restore

capitalism in the Soviet Union.

It cannot be denied that before Stalin’s |
death high salaries were already being paid
to certain groups and that some cadres had |
already degenerated and become bourgeois |
elements. The Central Committee of the |
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CPSU pointed out in its report to the 19th
Party Congress in October 1952 that degener-
ation and corruption had appeared in certain
Party organizations. The leaders of these
organizations had turned them into small
communities composed exclusively of their
own people, “setting their group interests
higher than the interests of the Party and the
state”’. Some executives of industrial enter-
prises “‘forget that the enterprises entrusted
to their charge are state enterprises, and try
to turn them into their own private domain”.
“Instead of safeguarding the common hus-
bandry of the collective farms”, some Party
and Soviet functionaries and some cadres in
agricultural departments “engage in filching
collective-farm property”. In the cultural,
artistic and scientific fields too, works attack-
ing and smearing the socialist system had
2ppeared and a monopolistic “Arakcheyev
tegime” had emerged among the scientists.

Since Khrushchov usurped the leadership
of the Soviet Party and state, there has been
2 fundamental change in the state of the class
Struggle in the Soviet Union.,

Khl‘ushchov has carried out a series of re-
Visionigt policies serving the interests of the

39




bourgeoisie and rapidly swelling
of capitalism in the Soviet Union.

On the pretext of “combating the personal-
ity cult”, Khrushchov has defamed the dicta-
torship of the proletariat and the socialist
system and thus in fact paved the way for
the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet
Union. In completely negating Stalin, he has
In fact negated Marxism-Leninism which was
upheld by Stalin and opened the floodgates
for the revisionist deluge.

Khrushchov has substituted “material
Incentive” for the socialist principle, “from
each according to his ability, to each according
to his work”. He hag widened, and not nar-
rowed, the gap between the incomes of a
small minority and those of the workers,
beasants and ordinary intellectuals. He has
supported the degenerates in leading posi-

the forces

tions, encouraging them to become even more _
unscrupulous in abusing their powers and |
to appropriate the fruits of labour of the j
Thus he has accelerated the |

Soviet people.
polarization of classes in Soviet society.

Khrushchov sabotages the soclalist planned

ceonomy, applies the capitalist principle of 3

profit, develops capitalist free competition and |
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undermines socialist ownership by the whole
people. .

Khrushchov attacks the system of socialist
agricultural planning, describing it as “bu-
reaucratic” and ‘“‘unnecessary”. Eager to learn
from the big proprietors of American farms,
he 1is encouraging capitalist manageme:nt,
fostering a kulak economy and undermining
the socialist collective economy.

Khrushchov is peddling bourgeois ideology,
bourgeois liberty, equality, fraterni.ty and
humanity, inculcating bourgeois idea%lsm and
metaphysics and the reactionary ideas (?f
bourgeois individualism, humanism and pe‘tm—
fism among the Soviet people, and debasing
socialist morality. The rotten bourgeois cul-
ture of the West is now fashionable in the
Soviet Union, and socialist culture is ostra-
cized and attacked. |

Under the signboard of “peaceful coexist-
ence”, Khrushchov has been colluding with
U.S. imperialism, wrecking the socialist camp
and the international communist movement,
Opposing the revolutionary struggles of_ fche
Oppressed peoples and nations, practls‘mg
great-power chauvinism and na‘tiona.l egcjlsm
and betraying proletarian internationalism.
All this is being done for the protection of
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the vested interests of a handful of people,

which he places above the fundamental in- -

terests of the peoples of the Soviet Union,
the socialist camp and the whole world.
The line Khrushchov pursues is a revision-
1st line through and through. Guided by this
line, not only have the old bourgeois elements
run wild but new bourgeois elements have
appeared in large numbers among the leading
cadres of the Soviet Party and government,
the chiefs of state enterprises and collective
farms, and the higher intellectuals in the
fields of culture, art, science and technology.
In the Soviet Union at present, not only
have the new bourgeois elements increased

In number as never before, but their social

status has fundamentally changed. Before
Khrushchov came to power, they did not oc-
cupy the ruling position in Soviet soclety,
Their activities were restricted in many ways
and they were subject to attack. But since
Khrushchov took over, usurping the leader-
ship of the Party and the state step by step,
the new bourgeois elements have gradually
risen to the ruling position in the Party and
government and in the economic, cultural
and other departments, and formed a privi-
leged stratum in Soviet society,
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This privileged stratum is the principal
component of the bourgeoisie in the Soviet
Union today and the main social basis of the
revisionist Khrushchov clique. The revision-
ist Khrushchov clique are the political repre-
sentatives of the Soviet bourgeoisie, and
particularly of its privileged stratum.

The revisionist Khrushchov clique have
carried out one purge after another and re-
placed one group of cadres after another
throughout the country, from the central to
the local bodies, from leading Party and gov-
ernment organizations to economic and cul-
tural and educational departments, dismissing
those they do not trust and planting their
protégés in leading posts.

Take the Central Committee of the CPSU
as an example. The statistics show that
nearly seventy per cent of the members of the
Central Committee of the CPSU who were
elected at its 19th Congress in 1952 were
purged in the course of the 20th and 22nd
Congresses held respectively in 1956 and 1961,
And nearly fifty per cent of the members of

the Central Committee who were elected at
the 20th Congress were purged at the time

of the 22nd Congress.
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Or take the local organizations. On the
eve of the 22nd Congress, on the pretext of
“renewing the cadres”, the revisionist Khru-
shchov clique, according to incomplete statis-
tics, removed from office torty-five per cent
of the members of the Party Central Com-
mittees of the Union Republics and of the
Partly Committees of the Territories and Re-
gions, and forty per cent of the members of
the Municipal and District Party Committees,
In 1963, on the pretext of dividing the Party
into  “industrial” and “agricultural” Party
committees, they further replaced more than
half the members of the Central Committees

of the Union Republics and of the Regional
Party Committees.

|
|

-Through this series of changes the Soviet |
privileged stratum has gained control of the &
Party, the government and other important §

organizations.

The members of this privileged stratum |
have converted the function of serving the |
masses into the privilege of dominating them. |
They are abusing their powers over the |
means of production and of livelihood for

the private benefit of their small clique,

The members of this privileged stratum
appropriate the fruits of the Soviet people’s !;
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labour and pocket incomes that are dozens
or even a hundred times those of the average
Soviet 'worker and peasant. They not only
secure high incomes in the form of high sal-
aries, high awards, high royalties and a great
variety of personal subsidies, but also use
their privileged position to appropriate
public property by graft and bribery. Com-
pietely divorced from the working people of
the Soviet Union, they live 'the parasitical
and decadent life of the bourgeoisie.

The members of this privileged stratum
have become utterly degenerate ideologically,
have completely departed from the revolu-
tionary traditions of the Bolshevik Party and
discarded the lofty ideals of the Soviet
working class. They are opposed to Marxism-
L.eninism and sccialism. They betray the rev-
olution and forbid others to make revolution.
Their sole concern is to consolidate their
economic position and political rule. All their
activities revolve around the private interests
of their own privileged stratum.

Having usurped the leadership of the Soviet
Party and state, the Khrushchov clique are
turning the Marxist-Leninist Communist
Party of the Soviet Union with its glorious
evolutionary history into a revisionist party;
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they are turning the Soviet state under the

dictatorship of the proletariat into 5 state -

under the dictatorship of the revisionist Khru-
shchov clique; and, step by step, they are
turning socialist ownership by the whole
people and socialist collective ownership into
ownership by the privileged stratum.

People have seen how in Yugoslavia,
although the Tito clique still displays the
banner of “socialism”, a bureaucrat bour-
geoisie opposed to the Yugoslav people hag
gradually come into being since the Tito
clique took the road of revisionism, transform-
ing the Yugoslav state from a dictatorship of
the proletariat into the dictatorship of
the bureaucrat bourgeoisie and itg socialist
public economy into state capitalism. Now
people see the Khrushchov clique taking the
road already travelled by the Tito clique.
Khrushchov looks to Belgrade as hig Mecca,
saying again and again that he will learn from
the Tito clique’s experience and declaring
that he and the Tito clique “belong to one
and the same idea and are guided by the
same theory”.! This is not at all surprising.

1N, S. Khrushchov, Interview with Foreign
Correspondents at Brioni in Yugoslavia, Aug. 28,
1963.
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As a result of Khrushchov’s revisionism,
the first socialist country in the world built
by the great Soviet people with their blood
and sweat is now facing an unprecedented
danger of capitalist restoration.

The Khrushchov clique are Spreading the
tale that “there are no longer antagonistic
classes and class struggle in the Soviet
Union” in order to cover up the facts about
their own ruthless class struggle against the
Soviet people.

The Soviet privileged stratum represented
by the revisionist Khrushchov clique con-
stitutes only a few pPer cent of the Soviet
population, Among the Soviet cadres its
numbers are also small. It stands diamet-

constitute more than 90 Per cent of the totg]

population, and to the great majority of the
Soviet cadres and Communists._ The contra-
diction between the Soviet people and thig

tradiction,
The glorious Communist Party of the So-

Viet Union, which was built by Lenin, and
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the great Soviet people displayed epoch-

making revolutionary initiative in the Octo-

ber Socialist Revelution, they showed their
heroism and stamina in defeating the White
Guards and the armed intervention by more
than a dozen imperialist countries, they
scored unprecedentedly brilliant achieve-
ments in the sfruggle for industrialization
and agricultural collectivization, and they
won a tremendous victory in the Patriotie
War against the German fascists and saved
all mankind. Even under the rule of the
Khrushchov clique, the mass of the members
of the CPSU and the Soviet people are carry-
ing on the glorious revolutionary traditions

nurtured by Lenin and Stalin, and they still -

uphold socialism and aspire to communism.
The broad masses of the Soviet workers,
collective farmers and intellectuals are seeth-
ing with discontent against the o-ppr{::':ssion
and exploitation practised by the privileged
stratum. They have come to see ever more
clearly the revisionist features of the Khrush-
chov cligque which is betraying socialism and
restoring capitalism. Among the ranks of
the Soviet cadres, there are many who still
persist in the revolutionary stand of the pro-
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letariat, adhere to the road of socialism and
firmly oppose Khrushchov’s revisionism.
The broad masses of the Soviet people, of
Communists and cadres are using various
means to resist and Oppose the revisionist
line of the Khrushchov clique, so that the
revisionist Khrushchov clique cannot so
easily bring about the restoration of capital-
ism. The great Soviet people are fighting to
defend the glorious traditions of the Great
October Revolution, to preserve the great

gains of socialism and to smash the plot for | |
the restoration of capitalism.

REFUTATION OF THE SO-CALLED STATE
OF THE WHOLE PEOPLE

At the 22nd Congress of the CPSU Khrush-
chov openly raised the banner of opposition
to the dictatorship of the proletariat, an-
nouncing the replacement of the state of the
dictatorship of the proletariat by the “state

of the whole people”. It ig written in the
Programme of th CPSU that the dictatorship
of the proletariat “has ceased to be indis-
pensable in the U.S.S.R.” and that “the state,
which arose as a state of the dictatorship of
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the proletariat, has, in the new, contem- |

porary stage, become a state of the entire
people”.

Anyone with a little knowledge of Marx-
ism-Leninism knows that the concept of the
state is a class concept. Lenin pointed out
that “the distinguishing feature of the state
is the existence of a separate class of people
in whose hands power is concentrated”?

The state is a weapon of class struggle, a
machine by means of which one class re-

presses another. Every state is the dictator-
ship of a definite class. So long as the state
exists, it cannot possibly stand above class

or belong to the whole people.

The proletariat and its political party have

never concealed their views; they say ex-
plicitly that the very aim of the proletariaﬁn
socialist revolution is to overthrow bourgeois
rule and establish the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. After the victory of the socialist
revolution, the proletariat and its party must
strive unremittingly to fulfil the historical

1 Lenin, “The Economic Content of Narodism

and the Criticism of It in Mr. Struve's Book”,

Collected Works, FLPH, Moscow, 1960, Vol. 1, p.
419.
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tasks of the dictatorship of the proletariat
and eliminate classes and class differences,
so that the state will wither away. It is only
the bourgeoisie and its parties which in their
attempt to hoodwink the masses try by every
means to cover up the class nature of state
power and describe the state machinery un-
der their control ag being “of the whole peo-
ple” and “above class”,

The fact that Khrushchov has announced
the abolition of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat in the Soviet Union and advanced the
thesis of the “state of the whole people”
demonstrates that he has replaced the Marx-~
ist-Leninist teachings on the state by bour-
geois falsehoods, |

When Marxist-Leninists criticized their
fallacies, the revisionist Khrushchov clique
hastily defended the-mselve_s and tried hard
to invent a so-called theoretical basis for the
“state of the whole people”. They now as-
sert that the historical period of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat mentioned by Marx
and Lenin refers only to the transition from
capitalism to the first stage of communism
and not to its higher stage. They further
assert that “the dictatorship of the proletariat
will cease to be necessary before the state
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withers away”! and that aftetr the end tf)f th;
dictatorship of the proletariat, there is 1},; g
another stage, the “state of the'wh.ole people”,

These are out-and-out sophistries.

In his Critique of the Gotha Pm.gmm:;zeé
Marx advanced the We-ll-known a-lxmm ttz;
the dictatorship of the proletariat is thfe slia e
of the period of transition from caplt? 152
to communism. Lenin gave a clear explan
tion of this Marxist axiom.

He said:

In his Critique of the Gotha Programme
Marx wrote: | ]
“Between capitalist and commum‘st s?
clety lies the period of the revolutionary
E'ransformation of the one into the other.

It is perfectly clear that
and Lenin, the historiea]
which the state of the d

Lenin further said:

The essence of Marx’s teaching on the
state has been mastered only by those who
understand that the dictatorship of a single
class is necessary not only for every clasg
soclety in general, not only for the prole-
tariat which hag overthrown the bour-
geoisie, but also for the entire historicq
period which S€parates capitalism from
“classless society,” from Communism_2

according to Marx
period throughout
ictatorship of the

proletariat exists, is not m
transition from capitalism
of communism, as alleged
Khrushchov clique, but
transition from capitalis
munism”, to the time
ferences will

There corresponds to this also a politicsl
transition period in which the stf;ite canh.e |
nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship

letariat.”
of é?;e tirc;ow this axiom has never bien
Jisputed by Socialists, {:_md yet it imp 1;}.5
the recognition of the ex1stence: of t‘he state ]
right up to the time when victorious so-

erely the period of
to the first stage
by the revisionist
the entire period of
m to “complete com-
when all class dif.

have been eliminated and

! Lenin, “The Discussion on Se]f-Determination
Summed Up”, Collected WO’?"R:S, International
Publishers, New York, 1942 vVvol. 19, pp. 269-70.

* Lenin, “The State ang Revolution”, Selected
Works, FLPH: Moscow, Vol. 2, Part 1, p. 234.

o3

1 Pravdg editorial board’s _art{FIeA Pr?ggréggz
for the Building of Communism’, Aug. 18, $

\
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“classless society” realized, that is to say, to
the higher stage of communism.

It is equally clear that the state in the
transition period referred to by Marx and
Lenin is the dictatorship of the proletariat
and not anything else. The dictatorship of
the proletariat is the form of the state in the
entire period of transition from capitalism to
the higher stage of communism, and also the
last form of the state in human history. The
withering away of the dictatorship of the
proletariat will mean the withering away of
the state. Lenin said: |

Marx deduced from the whole history of
Socialism and of the political struggle that
the state was bound to disappear, and that
the transitional form of its disappearance
(the ftransition from state to nonstate)
would be the “proletariat organized as the
ruling class”.}

Historically the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat may take different iforms from one
country to another and from one period to
another, but in essence it will remain the
same. Lenin said:

1Ibid., pp. 256-57.
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The transition from capitalism to Com-
munism certainly cannot but yield a tre-
mendous abundance and variety of political
forms, but the essence will inevitably be

the same: the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat.!

It can thus be seen that it is absolutely
not the view of Marx and Lenin but an in-
vention of the revisionist Khrushchov that
the end of the dictatorship of the proletariat
will precede the withering away of the state
and will be followed by yet another stage,
“the state of the whole people”,

In arguing for their anti-Marxist-Leninist
views, the revisionist Khrushchov clique have
taken great pains to find a sentence from
Marx and distorted it by quoting it out of
context. They have arbitrarily described the
future nature of the state [Staatswesen, in
German] of communist society referred to
by Marx in his Critique of the Gotha Pro-

gramme as the “‘state of communist society’
[ rocynapcTBennocTs, KOMMYHHUCTHYECKOro o6LIecTBa

in Russian], which is no longer a dictatorship

1Ibid., p. 234.
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of the proletariat”.! They gleefully announced
that the Chinese would not dare to quote
this from Marx. Apparently the revisionist
Khrushchov clique think it is very helpful to
them.

As it happens, Lenin seems to have fore-
seen that revisionists would make use of this
phrase to distort Marxism. In his Marxism
on the State, Lenin gave an excellent expla-

nation of it. He said, “. . . the dictatorship
of the proletariat is a ‘political transition
period’.... But Marx goes on to speak of ‘the

future nature of the state |[rocyilapCTBEHHOCTb
in Russian, Staatswesen in German] of com-
munist society’!! Thus, there will be a state
even in ‘communist soclety’!l Is there
not a contradiction in this?” Lenin answered,
“No.” He then tabulated the three stages
in the process of development from the bour-
geois state to the withering away of the state:

The first stage — in capitalist society, the

state is needed by the bourgeoisie — the

bourgeois state.

1 M. A. Suslov, Report at the Plenary Meeting
of the Central Commiitee of the CPSU, February

1964, (New Times, English ed., No. 15, 1964, p. 62.)

o6

The second stage-—in the period of
transition from capitalism to communism,
the state is needed by the proletariat —
the state of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat,

The third stage—in communist society,
the state is not necessary, it withers away.

He concluded: “Complete consistency and
clarity!!” .

In Lenin’s tabulation, only the bourgeois
state, the state of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and the withering away of the state
are to be found. By precisely this tabula-
tion Lenin made it clear that when com-
munism is reached the state withers away
and becomes non-existent.

Ironically enough, the revisionist Khrush-
chov clique also quoted this very passage
from lLenin’s Marxism on the State in the
course of defending their error. And then
they proceeded to make the following idiotie
statement:

In our country the first two periods re-
ferred to by Lenin in the opinion quoted
already belong to history. In the Soviet
Union a state of the whole people—a
communist state system, the state of the

o7




first phase of communism, has arisen and
is developing.!

If the first two periods referred to by
Lenin have already become a thing of the
past in the Soviet Union, then the state
should be withering away, and where could
a “state of the whole people” come from?
If the state is not yet withering away, then
1t ought to be the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and under absolutely no circumstances
a “state of the whole people”,

In arguing for their “state of the W}rlole
people”, the revisionist Khrushchov c}lque
exert themselves to vilify the dictatorship of
the proletariat as undemocratic. They as-
sert that only by replacing the state of the
dictatorship of the proletariat by the “state
of the whole people” can democracy .be
further developed and turned into “genuine
democracy for the whole people”. Khrju-sh-
chov has pretentiously said that the abolition

of the dictatorship of the proletariat exempli-

x4

fies “a line of energetically developing

| ‘ to the

1= the Party of the Working (Elass o t
Part.’gmé? the Whole Soviet People”, editorial
board’s article of Partyinayae Zhizn, Moscow, No.
8, 1964.
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Dic-tatorship over
democracy among the working people —

—_—

Committee of the CPSU”, and “On the Programme
of the CPSU”, delivered gt

of the CPSU, O

2
Works, FLP

democracy” and that “proletarian democracy
Is becoming socialist democracy of the whole
people”. 1

These utterances can only show that their

authors either gre completely ignorant of the
Marxist-Leninist teachings on the state or
are maliciously distorting them.

Anyone with g little knowledge of Marx-
Ism-Leninism knows that the concept of
democracy ag g form of the state, like that
of dictatorship, is g class one. There can
only be clagg democracy, there cannot be

“democracy for the whole people”,
Lenin said:

Democracy for the wvast majority
people, and Suppression by force, i.
clusion from democracy, of the ex
and oppressors of
change democracy
transition from capit

€., ex-
ploiters
the people — thisg 1S the

undergoes during the
alism to Communism_ 2

the exploiting clasges and

IN. S. Khrushchov, “Report of the Central

the 22nd Congress
ctober 1961,

“The State and Revolution”, Selected
, Moscow, Vol. 2, Part 1, p. 291

Lenin,
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these are the two aspects of the dictatorship
of the proletariat. It is only under the dicta-
torship of the proletariat that democracy for
the masses of the working people can be
developed and expanded to an unprecedented
extent. Without the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat there can be no genuine democracy
for the working people.

Where there is bourgeois democracy there
is no proletarian democracy, and where there
is proletarian democracy there is no bour-
geois democracy. The one excludes the other.
This is inevitable and admits of no com-
promise. The more thoroughly bourgeois
democracy is eliminated, the more will prole-
tarian democracy flourish,
the bourgeoisie, any country where this oc-
curs is lacking in democracy. But actually
this is the promotion of proletarian democ-
racy and the elimination of bourgeois democ-
racy. As proletarian democracy develops,
bourgeois democracy is eliminated.

This fundamental Marxist-Leninist thesis
is opposed by the revisionist Khrushchov
clique. In fact, they hold that so long as
enemies are subjected to dictatorship there_

is no democracy and that the only way to 4
develop democracy is to abolish the dictator-
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In the eyes of .

In criticizing Kautsky Lenin salid;

BRI “pure democracy”
tgnorant phrase, revealing
standing both of the class’

the nature of the state, but also a thri

empty phrase, since in communist sog}ote-
democracy wil] wither away in the p-r'o-flzz .
of changing and becoming a habit but SS
never be “pure” democracy.! | i

He also pointed out:

The dialecticg (course
ment 1s as follows:
bourgeois democracy:

proletarian d-emocracy .
»
democracy to none,2

1S not only an
a lack of ynder-
struggle and of

) of the develop-
from absolutism to
from bourgeois to
from proletarian




and the withering away of the dictatorship of
the proletariat.

To speak plainly, as with the “state of the
whole people”, the “democracy for the whole
pecple” proclaimed by Khrushchov is a hoax.
In thus retrieving the tattered garments of
the bourgeoisie and the old-line revisionists,
patching them up and adding a label of
his own, Khrushchov's sole purpose 1s to
deceive the Soviet people and the revolution-
ary people of the world and cover up his
betrayal of the dictatorship of the proletariat
and his opposition to socialism.

What is the essence of Khrushchov’s “state
of the whole people”?

TR o T g O it ot g Pt - <

Khrushchov has abolished the dictatorship =

of the proletariat in the Soviet Unlon and
established a dictatorship of the revisionist
clique headed by himself, that is, a dictator-
ship of a privileged stratum of the Soviet
bourgeoisie. Actually his “state of the whole
people” is not a state of the dictatorship of
the proletariat but a state in which his small
revisionist clique wield their dictatorship
over the masses of the workers, the peasants
and the revolutionary intellectuals. Under

the rule of the Khrushchov clique, there is .

no democracy for the Soviet working people,
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there is democracy only for the handful of
peop_le belonging to the revisionist Khrush-
chov clique, for the privileged stratum and
for the bourgeoig elements, old and new
Khrushchov’s “democracy for the whole peo-
ple” is nothing but out-and-out bourgeois

democracy, i.e., a despotic dictatorship of the

Khrushchov clique over the Soviet people,
In the Soviet Union today, anyone who

persists in the proletarian stand, upholds

Marxism-Leninism and has the courage to
speak out, to resist or to fight is watched, fol-
lowed, summoned, and even arrested, impris-
oned or diagnosed as “mentally ill” and sent

to “mental hospitals”. Recently the Soviet
press has declared that it is necessary to
“tight” against those who show even the
slightest dissatisfaction, and called for “re-
lentless battle” against the “rotten jokers™t
who are so bold as to make sarcastic remarks
about Khrushchov’s agricultural policy. It is
particularly astonishing that the revisionist
Khrushchov clique should have on more than
one occasion bloodily suppressed striking

workers and the masses who put up resist-
ance.

1 Izvestia, Mar. 10, 1964,
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The fofmula of abolishing the dictatorship

of the proletariat while keeping a state of the -

whole people reveals the secret of the revi-
sionist Khrushchov clique; that is, they are
firmly opposed to the dictatorship of the prf)-
letariat but will not give up state power till
their doom. The revisionist Khrushchov
clique know the paramount importance of
controlling state power. They need the strate
machinery for repressing the Soviet working
people and the Marxist-Leninists. They' need
it for clearing the way for the restoration of
capitalism in the Soviet UniQQ.- These are
Khrushchov’s real aims in raising the ban-
ners of the “state of the whole people” and
“democracy for the whole people”.

REFUTATION OF THE SO-CALLED PARTY
OF THE ENTIRE PEOPLE

At the 22nd Congress of the CPSU
Khrushchov openly raised another banner,
the alteration of the proletarian characterj of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.
He announced the replacement of the pax"ty
of the proletariat by a “party of the entire
people”.

the

The programme of
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CPSU

3
;

|

and revolutionary style of
ism; it Is the party formed by the advanced
elements who are boundlessly faithful to the

historical mission of the proletariat, it is the
organized . vanguard of the

states, “As a result of the victory of social-
ism in the U.S.S.R. and the consolidation of
the unity of Soviet society, the Communist
Party of the working class has become the
vanguard of the Soviet people, a party of
the entire people.” The Open Letter of the
Central Committee of the CPSU says that

the CPSU “hag become a political organiza-
tion of the entire people”,
How absurd! |

Marxism-
Leninism tells ys that, like the state, a polit-

ical party is an Instrument of clasg struggle.
Every political party has a class character.
Party spirit is the concentrated expression

of class character. There is no such thing as
a4 non-class or supra-class political party and
there never has been, nor is there such a
thing as a “party of the entire people” that
does not represent the Interests of a partic-
ular class.

The party of the
accordance with the

proletariat is built in
revolutionary theory
Marxism-Lenin-

proletariat and
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the highest form of its organization. The
party of the proletariat represents the in-
terests of the proletariat and the concentra-
tion of its will

Moreover, the party of the proletariat is
the only party able to represent the in-
terests of the people, who constitute over
ninety per cent of the total population. The
reason is that the interests of the proletariat
are 1dentical with those of the working
masses, that the proletarian party can ap-
proach problems in the light of the historical
role as the proletariat and in terms of
the present and future interests of the pro-
letariat and the working masses and of the
best interests of the overwhelming majority
of the people, and that it can give correct
leadership in accordance with Marxism-
Leninism.

In addition to its members of working-
class origin, the party of the proletariat has
members of other class origins. But the
latter do not join the Party as representa-
tives of other classes. From the very day
they join the Party they must abandon their
former class stand and take the stand of the
proletariat. Marx and Engels said:

66

L]
) e e
o ... PR ) I Y v aiiahi
w T TR R e e e R e e
R -

- ' R R NN o TN e L L -

L w, Bracke and Otherg (“Cireular Letter”)

| _If people of this kind from other classes
Join the proletarian movement, the first
copdition must be that they s!hould not
bring any remnants of bourgeais, petty-
bourgeois, ete., prejudices with them byt

The basic principles

character of the proletarian party were long
ago elucidated by Marxism-Leninism. But
in the opinion of the revisionist Khrushechov
clique these principles are “stereotyped
formulas”, while their “party of the entire
people” conforms to the “actual dialectics of
the development of the Communist Party”.2
The revisionist Khrushchov cligue havie.
f:udge-lled their brains to think up arguments
justifying their “party of the entire people”
They have argued during the talks betweel;
the Chinese and Soviet Parties in July 1983
and in the Soviet bress that they have

concerning the

| I “Marx and Engels to A. Bebe] W. Liebknecht

17-18, 18797, Selected Works o
FLPH, Moscow, Vol. 2, pp. 48];-181??.3 o
2 “From the Party of the Working Class to the
Whole Soviet People”, editorial

board’s artj tyina '
5oaEd’s gltlcle .Of Partyinayq Zhizn, Moscow, No.
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changed the Communist Party of the Soviet

be taken seriously? It is difficult to do
Union into a “party of the entire people”

>0, comrades, very difficylt! But the

x

because: | qu?Stion which certain pPeople cannot treat
1. The CPSU expresses the interests seriously is in itself so serious that it will

of the whole people. d? no harm to examine even patently
2. The entire people have accepted the frivolous replies to it ! |

Marxist-Leninist world outlook of the

working class, and the aim of the working { Today, too, it will do no harm

to examine

class — the building of communism — has | the_ Pat?nﬂy frivolous replies given by the

become the aim of the entire people. : I’E‘VlSlOH.ISt Rhrushchov clique to so serious
3. The ranks of the CPSU consist of f question as that of the party of the pro-
' etariat,

the best representatives of the workers,

collective farmers and intellectuals. The
CPSU unites in its own ranks represen-

According to the revisionist Khrushchov
clique, the Communist Party should become

et RS e ey g 1

tatives of over a hundred nationalities | @ “party of the entire people” because it ex-
and peoples. presses the interests of the entire people.
4. The democratic method used in the Does it not then follow that from the very
Party’s activities is also in accord with its beginni'ng 1t should have been 3 “party of
character as the Party of the entire people. the entire people” instead of g party of the
[t is obvious even at a glance that ° proletariat? |
none of these arguments adduced by the According to the revisionist Khrushchov
revisionist Khrushchov cligue shows a serious clique, the Communist Party should become
approach to a serious problem., |i a “‘party of the entire people” because “the
When Lenin was fighting the opportunist entl.re. -beople have accepted the Marxist-
muddle-heads, he remarked: | weninist world outlook of the working class”.
“an people . obviously .incapable of tak- ' Lenin, “Clarity First and Foremost!”, Col-
Ing serious problems seriously, themselves lected Works, FLPH. Moscow., ’

1964, Vol. 20, p. 544.
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But how can it be said that everyone has
accepted the Marxist-Leninist world outlook
In Soviet society where sharp class polariza-
tion and class struggle are taking place? Can
it be said that the tens of thousands of old
and new bourgeois elements in your country

are all Marxist-Leninists? If Marxism-

Leninism has really become the world cutlook

of the entire people, as you allege, does it
not then follow that there is no difference
in your society between Party and non-
Party and no need whatsoever {or the Party
to exist? What difference does it make if
there is a “party of the entire people” or
not?

According to the revisionist Khrushchov
clique, the Communist Party should become
a “party of the entire people” because its
membership consists of workers, peasants
and intellectuals and all nationalities and
peoples. Does this mean then that before
the idea of the “party of the entire people”
was put forward at its 22nd Congress none of
the members of the CPSU came from classes
other than the working class? Does it mean
that formerly the members of the Party all
came from just one nationality, to the ex-
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clusion of other nationalities and peoples?
If the cl-rlaracter of a party is determined by
the social background of jtg membership

and peoples are al] “parties of the entire
people”?

'According to the revisionist Khrushchov
chque, the Party should be a “party of the
fBIltlI‘e people” because the methods it uses
.1n its activities are democratic. Buyt from
Its outset, a Communist Party is built on the

F)asis of the principle of 'democratic central-
Ism and should always adopt the mass line
and the demoecratjc method of persuasion and
fa-ducation In working among the people. Does
?t not then follow that g Communist Party
1? a “party of the entire people” from t};e
first day of itg founding?

Briefly, none of the arguments listed by
the revisionist Khrushchov clique holds
water,.

Besides making g great fuss about a “party
of the entire people”, Khrushchov hasg also
divided the Party into an “industrial Party”

~and an “agricultyra] Party” on the pretext
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of “building the Party organs on the pro-

duction principle”.!

The revisionist Khrushchov Cli‘que say tha‘:
they have done so because of “the Prlma??z
of economics over politics under sicmhsm
and because they want to place -Fhe €Cco-
nomic and production problems, which hgve
been pushed to the forefront by .the enttie
course of the communist construgtwn, at. e
centre of the activities of the Party orgamza;
tions” and make them ‘“the cor}fleritone o1
all their work”.3 Khrush‘chov: sald, Weksa§f7
bluntly that the main thmg 11141;he wor hot
the Party organs is production. A151d wha
is more, they have foisted th('ese views i{f
Lenin, claiming that they are acting in accor

- ith his principles. |
an;i)xjifir, ar?yone at all acquainted with
the history of the CPSU knows that, far from

f at the Plenary Meet-
! N. S. Khrushchov, Report 2y ey
ing of the Central Committee of the

ber 1962. |
N(‘:T?STudy Know, Act”, editorial of Economi-
H ’ 62.
kaya Gazeta, No. 50, 19 o o
Ch"eiT{llqi Communist and Production”, editorial
of Kommunist, No. 2, 1963,

' the Election
. Khrushchov, Speec_h at
Mégings ofht.he Kalinin Constituency of Moscow,
Feb. 27, 1963,
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being Lenin’s views
views and
Trotsky. O

, they are anti-Leninist
that they were views held by
n this question, too, Khrushechov
1S a worthy disciple of Trotsky.

In criticizing Trotsky and Bukhari
said:

n, Lenin

Politics are the concentrated expression
of economics. . . . Politics cannot but
have precedence over economics. To argue

differently measns forgetting the A B C of
Marxism,.

He continued:

. without a proper political approach
to the subject the glven class cannot main-

tain its rule, and consequently cannot solve
its own production problems.!

The facts are crystal clear: the real pur-
pose of the revisionist Khrushchov clique in
broposing a “party of the entire people” wasg
completely to alter the proletarian character
of the CPSU ang transtorm the Marxijst-
Leninist Party into g revisionist party.

1 Lenin, “Once Again on the Trade Unions, the
Present Situation and the DMistakes of Trotsky
and Bukharin”, Selecteq Works, International

Publishers, New York, 1943, Vol. 9 pp. 54 and 55.
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The great Communist Party of the Soviet have built 3 communist soclety  within

Union is confronted with the grave danger fwenty years”.! This is pure fraug

of 'deg(f:neratmg from a party of th‘e-prole— How can there be talk of buildin .co

tariat into a Party -of' the‘ bourgemS_le_ al:ld nism when the revisionist Khrushchgov nll’mu-

from a Marxist-Leninist into a revisionist are leading the Soviet Union onto th ) 1(311138

pa{‘ty.' ” | | of the restoration of capitalism and Wheenptht;-l
enin said: |' Soviet people are in grave danger of losing

the fruits of soclalism ?

In put.ting Up the signboard of “building
communism?’ Khrushchov's real aim is to

A party that wants to exist cannot allow

the slightest wavering on the question of
Its existence or any agreement with those

who may bury it.l it i
1t 1S not hard to €Xpose this trick. Just as

At present, the revisionist Khrushchov the e :

_ _ 7 _ | eball of 5 f
clique is again confronting the broad mem- bass Z - pear? Sljhrzi?r}ot.be allowed to
bership of the great Communist Party of the allowed to pass ,itse]f Offswmsm cann‘ot be
Soviet Union with precisely this serious N Scientific communism b ;: zommu.nlsm.d
' .. precise an
question. definite Mmeaning.  According to Marxism-

Leninism, communist soclety is g society in

KHRUSHCHOV'S PHONEY COMMUNISM which classes and class differences are com-
p-.letely eliminated, the entire people have a

At the 22nd Congress of the CPSU, high level of communist consciousness and

Khrushchov announced that the Soviet Union
had already entered the period of the ex-
tensive building of communist society. He
also declared that “we shall, in the main,

*Lenin, “How Vera Zasulich Demolishes Liq~ IN. S. K hov. ¢
uidationism”, Collected Works, FLPH, Moscow, Communist hlf’%ﬁ?’ of ﬂ(l?an ggiie}:‘,m[glﬁn:?}e OE g}e
on-s, a e

1963, Vol. 19, p. 414.
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to each according to his needs” is applied,
and in which the state has withered away.

Marx declared:

In the higher phase of communist society,
after the enslaving subordination of the
individual to the division of labour, and
therewith also the antithesis between
mental and physical labour, has vanished:
after labour has become not only a means
ot life but life’s prime want: after the pro-
ductive forces have also increased with the
all-round development of the individual,

and all the springs of co-operative wealth
flow more abundantly — only then can the
narrow horizon of bourgeois right be
crossed in its entirety and society inscribe
on 1ts banners: From each according to
his ability, to each according to his needs!?

According to Marxist-Leninist theory, the
purpose of upholding the dictatorship of the
eroletariat in the period of socialism is pre-
cisely to ensure that society develops in the
direction of communism. Lenin said that

“forward development, i.e., towards Com-

I Marx, “Critique of the Gotha Programme?,
Selected Works of Marx and Engels, FLPH, Mos-

cow, Vol. 2, p. 24
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munism, proceeds threugh the dictatorshin
of the proletariat, and cannot do c}ther‘wise’":L1
Since the revisionist Khrushchov clique have
abandoned the dictatorship of the proletariat
in the Soviet Union, it is going backward
and not forward, going backward to capital-
Ism and not forward to communism.

Going forward to communism means mov-
Ing towards the abolition of all classes and
class differences. A communist society which
preserves any classes at all, let alone ex-
ploiting classes, is Inconceivable. Yet Khrush-
chov is fostering a new bourgeoisie, restoring
and extending the system of exploitation
and accelerating class polarization in the
Soviet Union. A privileged bourgeois stratum
opposed to the Soviet people now occupies
the ruling position in the Party and govern-
ment and in the economic, cultural and other
departments. Can one find an iota of com-
munism in all thig? |

Going forward to communism means mov-
ing towards a unitary system of the owner-
ship of the means of production by the whole
people. A communist society in which severg!
kinds of ownership of the means of produc-

—_— .
—

1 Lenin, “The State and Revolution”, Selected

WOorks, FLPH, Moscow, Vol. 2, Part 1, p. 291,
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fion coexist is inconceivable. Yet Khrushchov
is creating a situation in which enterprises
owned by the whole people are gradually
degenerating into capitalist enterprises and
farms under the system of collective owner-
ship are gradually degenerating into units of
a kulak economy. Again, can one find an
iota of communism in all this?

Going forward to communism means mov-
ing towards a great abundance of social prod-
ucts and the realization of the principle of
“from each according to his ability, to each
according to his needs”. A communist society
built on the enrichment of a handful of per-
sons and the impoverishment of the masses is
inconceivable. Under the socialist system the
great Soviet people developed the social pro-
ductive forces at unprecedented speed. But
the evils of Khrushchov’s revisionism are
creating havoc in the Soviet socialist
economy. Constantly beset with innumer-
able contradictions, Khrushchov makes
frequent changes in his economic policies and
often goes back on his own words, thus
throwing the Soviet national economy into
a state of chaos. Khrushchov is truly an in-
corrigible wastrel. He has squandered the
grain reserves built up under Stalin and
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Going forward to communism means mov-

Ing towards the withering away of the state. .

A communist society with a state apparatus
for oppressing the people is inconceivable.
The state of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat is actually no longer a state in its
original sense, because it is no longer a
machine used by the exploiting few to
oppress the overwhelming majority of the
people but a machine for exercising dicta-
lorship over a very small number of exploit-
ers, while democracy is practised among the
overwhelming majority of the people. Khru-
shchov is altering the character of Soviet
state power and changing the dictatorship of
the proletariat back into an instrument

whereby a handful of privileged bourgeois -

elements exercise dictatorship over the mass
of the Soviet workers, peasants and intellec-
tuals. He is continuously strengthening his
dictatorial state apparatus and intensifying
his repression of the Soviet people. It is
Indeed a great mockery to talk about com-
munism in these circumstances.

A comparison of all this with the princi-
ples of scientific communism readily reveals
that in every respect the revisionist Khru-
shchov clique are leading the Soviet Union

a(

away from the path of socialism and onts
the path of capitalism and, as g consequence,
further and further away from, instead of
closer to, the communist goal of “from each

according to his ability, to each according to
his needs”, |

Khrushchov has ulterior motives when he
puts up the signboard of communism. He
Is using it to foo] the Soviet people and
cover up his effort to restore capitalism. He
Is using it to deceive the international prole-
tariat and the revolutionary people the world
over and betray proletarian Internationalism,
Under this signboard, the Khrushchov clique
has itself abandoned proletarian interna-
tlonalism and ig seeking a partnership with
U.S. imperialism for the partition of the
world; moreover, it wants the fraternal
socialist countries to serve its own private
interests and not to Oppose imperialism or to
support the revolutions of the oppressed
peoples and nations, and it wantg them to
accept 1ts political, economic and military
control and be 1ts virtual dependencies an;i
Colo'nies. Furthermore, the Khrushchoy clique
wants all the oppressed peoples and nations
to serve its private interests and abandon
their revolutionary struggles, so as pot to
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disturb its sweet dream of partnership with
imperialism for the division of the world,
and instead submit to enslavement and
oppression by' imperialism and its lackeys.

In short, Khrushchov’s slogan of basically
“building a communist soclety within twenty
years”’ in the Soviet Union is not only false
but also reactionary.

The revisionist Khrushchov clique say that
the Chinese “go to the length of questioning
the very right of our Party and people
to build communism™.! This is a despicable
attempt to fool the Soviet people and poision
the friendship of the Chinese and Soviet
people. We have never had any doubt that
the great Soviet people will eventually enter
into- communist society. But right now the
revisionist Khrushchov clique are damaging
the socialist fruits of the Soviet people and
taking away their right to go forward to
communism. In the circumstances, the issue
confronting the Soviet people is not how to
build communism but rather how to resist
and OppOSE Khrushchov’s effort to restore

capitalism.

1 M. A. Suslov, Report at the Plenary Meeting
of the Central Committee of the CPSU, February

1964,
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The revisionist Khrushchov clique also say
that “the CPC leaders hint that, since our
Party has made its aim a better life for the
people, Soviet society is being ‘bourgeoisified’,
1s ‘degenerating’””’.! This trick of deflecting
the Soviet people’s dissatisfaction with
the Khrushchov clique is deplorable as well
as stupid. We “sincerely wish the Soviet
people an increasingly better life. But Khru-
shchov’s boasts of “concern for the well-
being of the people” and of “g better life for
every man’” are utterly false and demagogic.
For the masses of the Soviet people life is
already bad enough at Khrushchov’s hands.
The Khrushchov clique seek a “better life”
only for the members of the privileged
stratum and the bourgeois elements, old and
new, in the Soviet Union. These people are
appropriating the fruits of the Soviet people’s
labour and living the life of bourgeois lords.
They have indeed become thoroughly bour-
geoisified.

Khrushchov’s “communism” is in essence
a variant of bourgeois socialism. He does

1%Open Letter of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union to Party
Organizations and All Communists in the Soviet
Union”, July 14, 1963.
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not regard communism as completely abolish-
ing classes and class differences but de-
scribes it as ‘“‘a bowl accessible to all and
brimming with the products of physical and
mental labour”.! He does not regard the
struggle of the working class for communism
as a struggle for the thorough emancipation
of all mankind as well as itself but describes
1t as a struggle for “a good dish of goulash”.
There is not an iota of scientific communism
in his head but only the image of a society
of bourgeois philistines.

Khrushchov’s “communism” takes the
United States for its model. Imitation of the
methods of management of U.S. capitalism
and the bourgeois way of life has been
raised by Khrushchov to the level of state
policy. He says that he “always thinks
highly” of the achievements of the United
States. He “rejoices in these achievements.
is a little envious at times”.2 He extols to
the sky a letter by Roswell Garst, a big U.S.
farmer, which propagates the -capitalist

I'N. S. Khrushchov, Speech for the Austrian
Radic and Television, July 7, 1960.

2N. 8. Khrushchov, Interview with Leaders of
U.S. Congress and Members of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, Sept. 16, 1959.
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system;! actually he has taken it as his agri-
cultural programme. He wants to copy the
United States in the sphere of industry as
well as that of agriculture and, in particular,
to Imitate the profit motive of U.S. capitalist
enterprises. He shows great admiration for
the American way of life, asserting that the
American people “do not live badly”’2 under
the rule and enslavement of monopoly capi-
tal. Going further, Khrushchov is hopeful
of building communism with loans from U.S.
imperialism. During his visits to the United
States and Hungary, he expressed on more
than one occasion his readiness “to take
credits from the devil himself”.

Thus it can be seen that Khrushchov’s
“communism” is indeed ‘“goulash commu-
nism”, the “communism of the American
way of life” and “communism seeking credits
from the devil”. No wonder he often tells
representatives of Western monopoly capital
that once such “communism’ is realized in

1N. S. Khrushchov, Speech at the Plenary
Meeting of the Central Committee of the CPSTU,
February 1964.

2N. S. Khrushchov, Talk at a Meeting with
Businessman- and Public Leaders in Pittsburgh,
U.S.A., Sept. 24, 1959.
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the Soviet Union, “you will go forward to
communism without any call from me”.1

There is nothing new about such “com-
munism”. It is simply another name for
capitalism. It is only a bourgeois label, sign
or advertisement. In ridiculing the old-line
revisionist parties which set up the signboard
of Marxism, Lenin said:

moderating influence has come into the
present scene.l |

brand of communism buts education and
goulash first. That is good; goulash~-com-
Wherever Marxism is popular among the munism is better than War-—communism,
workers, this political tendency, this “bour- and I am glad to have this confirmation of
geois labour party,” will swear by the our view that fat and comiortable Com-
name of Marx. It cannot be prohibited munists are better than lean and hungry
from doing this, just as a trading firm Communists,2
cannot be prohibited from using any par-

. . . Khrushchov’s revision; '
ticular label, sign, or advertisement 2 » visionism entirely caters

to the policy of “peaceful evolution” which
It'is thus easily understandable why Khru- U.S. imperialism is pursuing with regard to

. & 3 3 : 1 . .
shchov’s “communism” is appreciated by im- the Soviet Union and other soclalist coun-

perialism and monopoly capital. The U.S. tries. John Foster Dulles said:
Secretary of State Dean Rusk has said: | ' |
. . . there was evidence within the Soviet

. . . to the extent that goulash and the
second pair of trousers and questions of
that sort become more important in the
Soviet Union, I think to that extent a

— .

N. 8. Khrushchov, Talk at a Meeting with
French Parliamentarians, Mar. 25, 1960.

2 Lenin, “Imperialism and the Split in Social-
ism”, Selected Works, International Publishers,
New York, Vol. 11, p. 761.
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Un%on of forces toward greater liberalism
which, if they persisted, could bring about
a8 basic change within the Soviet Union.3

1 Dean Rusk, Interview on British Broad '
Corporation Television, May 10, 1984 vadeasting

2A, Douglas—Home, S h ]
land, Anc & Y peech at Norwich, Eng-

3J. F. Dulles, press conference, May 15, 1956.
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The liberal forces Dulles talked about are
capitalist forces. The basic change Dulles
hoped for is the degeneration of socialism
into capitalism. Khrushchov is effecting ex-
actly the “basic change” Dulles dreamed of.

How the imperialists are hoping for the
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union!
How they are rejoicing!

We would advise the imperialist lords not
to be happy too scon. Notwithstanding all
the services of the revisionist Khrushchov
clique, nothing can save imperialism from
its doom. The revisionist ruling clique suffer
from the same kind of disease as the im-
perialist ruling clique; they are extremely

antagonistic to the masses of the people who -

comprise over ninety per cent of the world’s
population, and therefore they, too, are weak
and powerless and are paper tigers. Like the
clay Buddha that tried to wade across the
river, the revisionist Khrushchov clique can-
not even save themselves, sc how can they

endow imperialism with long life?

HISTORICAL LESSONS OF THE DICTATOR-
SHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT

Khrushchov’s revisionism has inflicted
heavy damage on the international com-

8o

munist movement,'but at the same time it
has :educated the Marxist-Leninists and rev-
olutionary people throughout the world by
negative example,

If it may be said that the Great October
Revolution provided Marxist-Leninists in all
countt_f’ies with the most important positive
experience and opened up the road for the
proljetarian seizure of political power, thea
on 1its part Khrushchov’s revisionism may
l_:)e said to have provided them with the most
Important negative experience, enabling
Marxist-Leninists in all countries to draw;
the appropriate lessons for preventing the
degeneration of the proletarian party and
the socialist state. .

Historically all revolutions have had their

reverses and their twists and turns. Lenin
cnce asked: |

R if we take the matter in its essence,
has it ever happened in history that a new
mode of production took root immediately

‘without a long succession of setbacks
blunders and relapses?! |

—_————

1 Lenin, “A Great Beginning”
-111n, ginning”’, Selecte
FLPR, Moscow, Vol. 2, Part g p. 229. ¢ Works,
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The international proletarian revolution
has a history of less than a century counting

from 1871 when the proletariat of the Paris:

Commune made the first heroic attempt at
the seizure of political power, or barely half
a century counting from the October Revolu-
tion. The proletarian revolution, the great-
est revolution in human history, replaces
capitalism by socialism and private owner-
ship by public ownership and uproots all the
systems of exploitation and all the exploiting
classes. It is all the more natural that so
earth-shaking a revolution should have to go
through serious and fierce class struggles,

inevitably traverse a long and tortuous course f

beset with reverses. |

History furnishes a number of examples
in which proletarian rule suffered defeat as
a result of armed suppression by the bour-
geoilsie, for instance, the Paris Commune and
the Hungarian Soviet Republic of 1919. In
contemporary times, too, there was the coun-
ter-revolutionary rebellion in Hungary in
1956, when the rule of the proletariat was
almost overthrown. People can easily per-
ceive this form of capitalist restoration and
are more alert and watchful against it.

90

However, they cannot easily perceive and
are often off their guard or not vigilant
against another form of capitalist restora-
tion, which therefore presents a greater
danger. The state of the dictatorship of the
proletariat takes the road of revisionism or
the road of “peaceful evolution” as g result
of the degeneration of the leadership of the
Party and the state. A lesson of this kind
was provided some years ago by the revi-
sionist Tito clique who brought about the
degeneration of socialist Yugoslavia into a
capitalist country. But the Yugoslav lesson
alone has not sufficed to arouse people’s
attention fully. Some may say that perhaps
1t was an accident. | |

But now the revisionist Khrushchov clique
have usurped the leadership of the Party
and the state, and there is grave danger of
a restoration of capitfalism in the Soviet
Union, the land of the Great October Revolu-
tion with its history of several decades in
building socialism. And this sounds the
alarm for all socialist countries, including

Chin-a, and for all the Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties, including the Communist Party

of China. Inevitably it arouses very great

attention and forces Marxist-Leninists and
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revolutionary people the world over to

ponder deeply and sharpen their vigilance.

The emergence of Khrushchov’s revision-
Ism is a bad thing, and it is also 2 good
thing. So long as the countries where so-
cialism has been achieved and also those
that will later embark on the socialist road
seriously study the lessons of the “peaceful
evolution” promoted by the revisionist
Khrushchov clique and take the appropriate
measures, they will be able to prevent this
kKind of “peaceful evolution” as well as crush
the enemy’s armed attacks. Thus, the victory
of the world proletarian revolution will be
more certain.

The Communist Party of China has a
history of forty-three years. During its pro-
tracted revolutionary struggle, our Party
combated both Right and “Left” opportunist
€Irors and the Marxist-Leninist leadership
of the Central Committee headed by Com-
rade Mao Tse-tung was established. Closely
Integrating the universal truth of Marxism-
Leninism with the concrete practice of rev-
olution and construction in China, Comrade
Mao Tse-tung has led the Chinese people
from victory to victory. The Central Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist Party and
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Comrade Mao Tse-tung have taught us to
wage unremitting struggle in the theoretical,
political and organizational fields, as wel] as
In practical work, so as to combat revision-
lsm and prevent a restoration of capitalism.
The Chinese people have gone through pro-
tracted revolutionary armed struggles andg
possess a glorious revolutionary tradition.
The Chinese People’s Liberation Army is
armed with Mao Tse-tung’s thinking and in-
separably linked to the Mmasses. The numer-
ous cadres of the Chinese Communist Party
have been educated and tempered in rec-
tification movements and sharp class strug-
gles. All these factors make it very difficult
to restore capitalism in our country. |
But let us look at the facts. Is our society
today thoroughly clean? No, it is not.
Classes and class struggle still remain, the
activities  of the overthrown reactionary
classes plotting a comeback  still continue,
and we still have speculative activitieg by
old and new bourgeois elements and
desperate forays by embezzlers, grafters and
degenerates, There are 3zlso cases of de-
generation in a few primary organizations:
what is more, these degenerates do their
utmost to find protectors and agents in the
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higher leading bodies. We should not in the
least slacken our vigilance against such
phenomena but must keep fully alert.

The struggle in the socialist countries
between the road of socialism and the road
of capitalism — between the forces of capital-
Ism attempting a comeback and the forces
opposing 1t — is unavoidable. But the restora-
tion of capitalism in the socialist coun-
tries and their degeneration intoe capitalist
countries are certainly not wnavoidable.
We can prevent the restoration of capitalism
so long as there is a correct leadership
and a correct understanding of the prob-
lem, so long as we adhere to the revolu-
tionary DMarxist-Leninist line, take the ap-
propriate measures and wage a prolonged,
unremitting struggle. The struggle between
the socialist and capitalist roads can become
a driving force for social advance.

How can the restoration of capitalism be
prevented? On this question Comrade Mao
Tse-tung has formulated a set of theories and
policies, after summing up the practical ex-
perience of the dictatorship of the proletariat
in China and studying the positive and nega-
tive experience of other countries, mainly of
the Soviet Union, in accordance with the

94

basic principles of Marxism- Leninism, and
has thus enriched and developed the Marxist-
Leninist theory of the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

The main contents of the theories and poli-
cies advanced by Comrade Mao Tse-tung in
this connection are as follows:

FIRST, it is necessary to apply the Marx-
ist-Leninist law of the unity of opposites to
the study of socialist society. The law of
contradiction in all things, i.e., the law of
the unity of opposites, is the fundamental
law of materialist dialectics. It operates
everywhere, whether in the natural world,
in human society, or in human thought. The
opposites in a contradiction both unite and
struggle with each other, and it is this that
forces things to move and change. Socialist
society is no exception. In socialist society
there are two kinds of social contradictions,
namely, the contradictions among the people
and those between ourselves and the enemy.
These two kinds of social contradictions are
entirely different in their essence, and the
methods for handling them should be dif-
ferent, too. Their COrrect handling will re-
sult in the increasing consolidation of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the fur-
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ther strengthening and development of
socialist society. Many people acknowledge
the law of the unity of opposites but are
unable to apply it in studying and handling
questions in socialist society. They refuse to
admit that there are contradictions in social-
ist society —that there are not only con-

tradictions between ourselves and the enemy

but also contradictions among the people —
and they do not know how to distinguish
between these two kinds of social contradic-
tions and how to handle them correctly, and
are therefore unable to deal correctly with
the question of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat.

SECOND, socialist soclety covers a very
long historical period. Classes and class
struggle continue to exist in this society, and
the struggle still goes on between the road
of socialism and the road of capitalism. The
socialist revolution on the economic front
(in the ownership of the means of produc-
tion) is insufficient by itself and cannot be
consolidated. There must also be 3 thorough
socialist revolution on the political and
ideological fronts. Here a very long period
of time is needed to decide “who will win” in
the struggle between socialism and capital-
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Ism. Several decades won’t do it; success
requires anywhere from one to several cen-
turies. On the question of duration, it is
better to prepare for g longer rather than a
shorter period of time. On the question of
effort, it is better to regard the task as dif-
ficult rather than easy. It will be more
advantageous and less harmful to think and
act in this way. Anyone who fails to see
this or to appreciate it fully will make
tremendous mistgkes. During the historical
period of socialism it is necessary to maintain
the dictatorship of the proletariat and carry
the socialist revolution through to the end
if the restoration of capitalism is to be pre-
vented, socialist construction carried forward
and the conditions created for the transition
to communism.

THIRD, the dictatorship of the proletariat
1s led by the working class, with the worker-
peasant alliance as its basis. This means the
¢xercise of dictatorship by the working class
and by the people under its leadership over
the reactionary classes and individuals and
those elements who Ooppose socialist trang-
formation and socialist construction. Within
the ranks of the people democratic centralism
1s practised. Ours is the broadest democracy
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bPeyond the bounds of possibility for any
bourgeois state.

FOURTH, in both socialist revolution and
socialist construction it is necessary to adhere
to the mass line, boldly to arouse the masses
and to unfold mass movements on a large
scale. The mass line of “from the masses,
to the masses” is the basic line in all the
work of our Party. It is necessary to have
firm confidence in the maj ority of the people
and, above all, in the majority of the work-
er-peasant masses. We must be good at
consulting the masses in our work and under
no circumstances alienate ourselves from
them. Both commandism and the attitude of
one dispensing favours have to be fought.
The full and frank expression of views and
great debates are important forms of revolu-
tionary struggle which have been created
by the people of our country in the course
of their long revolutionary fight, forms of
struggle which rely on the masses for resolv-
Ing contradictions among the people and
contradictions between ourselves and the
enemy.

FIFTH, whether in socialist revolution or
In socialist construction, it is necessary to
solve the question of whom to rely on, whom
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to win over and whom to oppose. The
proletariat and its vanguard must make a
class analysis of socialist soclety, rely on the
truly dependable forces that firmly take the
soclalist road, win over all allies that can
be won over, and unite with the masses of
the people, who constitute more than ninety-
five per cent of the population, in a common
struggle against the enemies of socialism. In
the rural areas, after the collectivization of
agriculture it is necessary to rely on the
poor and lower middle peasants in order to
consolidate the dictatorship of the proletariat
and the worker-peasant alliance, defeat the
spontaneous capitalist tendencies and con-
stantly strengthen and extend the positions
ol socialism.

SIXTH, it is necessary to conduct extensive
socialist education movements repeatedly in
the cities and the countryside. In these con-
tinuous movements for educating the people
we must be good at organizing the revolu-
tionary class forces, enhancing their eclass
consclousness, correctly handling contradic-
tions among the people and uniting all those
who can be united. In these movements it
iIs necessary to wage a sharp, tit-for-tat
struggle against the anti-socialist, capitalist
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and feudal forces—the landlords, rich
peasants, counter-revolutionaries and bour-
geois rightists, and the embezzlers, grafters
and degenerates -— in order to smash the at-
tacks they unleash against socialism and to
remould the majority of them into new men.

SEVENTH, one of the basic tasks of the
dictatorship of the proletariat is actively fto
expand the socialist economy. It is necessary
to achieve the modernization of industry,
agriculture, science and technology, and
national defence step by step under the
guidance of the general policy of developing
the national economy with agriculture as the
foundation and industry as the leading
factor. On the basis of the growth of pro-
duction, it is necessary to raise the living
standards of the people gradually and on a
broad scale.

EIGHTH, ownership by the whole people
and collective ownership are the two forms
of socialist economy. The transition from
collective ownership to ownership by the
whole people, from two kinds of ownership
to a unitary ownership by the whole people,
1S a rather long process. Collective ownership
itself develops from lower to higher levels
and from smaller to larger scale. The peo-
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ple’s commune which the Chinese peopie
have created is a suitable form of organiza-
tion for the solution of the question of this
transition.

NINTH, “Let a hundred flowers blossom
and a hundred schools of thought contend”
is a policy for stimulating the growth of the
arts and the progress of science and for pPro-
moting a flourishing socialist culture. Educa-
tion must serve proletarian politics and must
be combined with productive labour. The
working people should master knowledge and
the intellectuals should become habituated
te manual labour. Among those engaged in
science, culture, the arts and education, the
struggle to promote proletarian ideology and
destroy bourgeois ideology is a protracted
and fierce class struggle. it is necessary to
build up a large detachment of working-class
intellectuals who serve socialism and who
are both “red and expert”, i.e., who are both
politically conscious and professionally com-
petent, by means of the cultural revolution,
and revolutionary practice in clasg struggle,
the struggle for producticn and scientific ex-

periment.

TENTH, it is necessary to maintain the
system of cadre participation in collective
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productive labour. The cadres of our Party
and state are ordinary workers and not
overlords sitting on the backs of the people.
By taking part in collective productive
labour, the cadres maintain extensive, con-
stant and close ties with the working people.
This is a major measure of fundamenta] im-
portance for a socialist system: it helps to
overcome bureaucracy and to prevent re-
visionism and dogmatism. |

ELEVENTH, the system of high salaries
for a small number of people should never
be applied. The gap between the incomes
of the working personnel of the Party, the
government, the enterprises and the people’s
communes, on the one hand, and the incomes
of the mass of the people, on the other,
should be rationally and gradually narrowed
and not widened. All working personnel
must be prevented from abusing their power
and enjoying special privileges.

TWELFTH, it is always necessary for the
people’s armed forces of a socialist country
to be under the leadership of the Party of
the proletariat and under the supervision of
the masses, and they must always maintain
the glorious tradition of a people’s army,
with unity between the army and the people
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and between officers and men. It is necessary
to keep the system under which officers serve
as common soldiers at regular intervals. It
Is necessary to practise military democracy,
political democracy and economic democracy.
Moreover, militia units should be organized
and trained all over the country, so as to
make everybody a soldier. The guns must
forever be in the hands of the Party and
the people and must never be allowed to be-
come the instruments of careerists.
THIRTEENTH, the people’s public security
organs must always be under the leadership
of the Party of the proletariat and under
the supervision of the mass of the people.
In the struggle to defend the fruits of SO-
cialism and the people’s interests, the
policy must be applied of relying on the
combined efforts of the broad masses and
the security organs, so that not g single bad
person escapes or a single good person ig
wronged. Counter-revolutionaries must be
suppressed whenever found, and mistakes
must be corrected whenever discovered.
FOURTEENTH, in foreign policy, it is
necessary  to uphold proletarian  interna-
tlonalism and oppose great-power chauvinism

. and national egoism. The socialist camp is
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the product of the struggle of the interna-
tional proletariat and working people. It
pelongs to the proletariat and working people
of the whole world as well as to the people
of the socialist countries. We must truly put
into effect the fighting slogans, “Workers of
all countries, unite!” and “Workers and op-
pressed nations of the world, unite!”,
resolutely combat the anti-Communist, anti-
popular and counter-revolutionary policies of
imperialism and reaction and support the
revolutionary struggles of all the oppressed
classes and oppressed nations. Relations
among socialist countries should be based on
the principles of independence, complete
equality and the proletarian internationalist
principle of mutual support and mutual gs-
sistance. Every socialist country should rely
mainly on itself for its construction. If any
socialist country practises. national egolsm in
i3 foreign policy, or, worse yet, eagerly
works in partnership with imperialism for
the partition of the world, such conduct is
degenerate and a betrayal of proletarian
internationalism. |
FIFTEENTH, as the vanguard of the
proletariat, the Communist Party must exist
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as long as the dictatorship of the proletariat
exists. The Communist Party is the highest
form of organization of the proletariat. The
leading role of the proletariat is realized
through the leadership of the Communist
Party. The system of Party committees
exercising leadership must be put into effect
in all departments. During the period of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, the prole-
tarlan party must maintain and strengthen
its close ties with the proletariat and the
broad masses of the working people, main-
tain and develop its vigorous revolutionary
style, uphold the principle of integrating the
universal truth of Marxism-Leninism with
the concrete practice of its own country, and
persist in the struggle against revisionism,
dogmatism and opportunism of every kind.

In the light of the historical lessons of the
dictatorship of the proletariat Comrade Mao
Tse-tung has stated: |

Class struggle, the struggle for produc-
tion and scientific experiment are the three
great revolutionary movements for build-
Ing a mighty socialist country. These
movements are a sure guarantee that Com-
munists will be free from bureaucracy and
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immune against revisionism and dog-
matism, and will forever remain invincible,
They are a reliable guarantee that the
proletariat will be able to unite with the
broad working masses and realize a demo-
cratic dictatorship. If, in the absence of
these movements, the landlords, rich
peasants, counter-revolutionaries, bad ele-
ments and ogres of all kinds were allowed
to crawl out, while our cadres were to shut
their eyes to all this and in many cases fail
even to differentiate between the enemy
and ourselves but were to collaborate with
the enemy and become corrupted and
demoralized, if our cadres were thus
dragged into the enemy camp or the enemy
were able to sneak into our ranks, and if
many ol our workers, peasants, and intel-
lectuals were left defenceless against both
the soft and the hard tactics of the enemy,
then it would not take long, perhaps only
several years or a decade, or several
decades at most, before a counter-
revolutionary restoration on a national
scale inevitably occurred, the Marxist-
Leninist party would undoubtedly become
a revisionist party or a fascist party, and
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the whole of China would change its
colour.!

Comrade Mao Tse-tung has pointed out
that, in order to guarantee that our Party
and country do not change their colour, we
must not only have a correct line and correct
policies but must train and bring up millions
of successors who will carry on the cause of
proletarian revolution. |

In the final analysis, the question of train-
ing successors for the revolutionary cause of
the proletariat is one of whether or not th-ere |
will be people who can carry on the Marxist-
Leninist revolutionary cause star ted by the

older generation of proletarian reivolu-f-
tionaries, whether or not the leadership o

our Party and state will re:main in the hands
of proletarian revolutiona*rles, whether or not
our descendants will continue to march along
the correct road laid down by Marxism-
Leninism, or, in other words, whether or not
we can successiully prevent the emergence of
Khrushchovite revisionism in China. In
short, it is an extremely important question,

1 Mao Tse-tung, Note on “The Seven Well-
Written Documents of the Chekiang Province
Concerning Cadres’ Participation in Physical

Labour”, May 9, 1963.
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a matter of life and death for our Party and
our country. It is a question of fundamental
Importance to the proletarian revolutionary
cause for a hundred, a thousand, nay ten
thousand years. Basing themselves on the
changes in the Soviet Union, the Imperialist
prophets are pinning their hopes of “peace-
tul evolution” on the third or fourth genera-
tion of the Chinese Party. We must shatter
these imperialist prophecies. From our
highest organizations down to the grass-
roots, we must everywhere give constant at-
tention to the training and upbringing of
successors to the revolutionary cause.

What are the requirements for worthy sucw

cessors to the revolutionary cause of the

proletariat?

They must be genuine Marxist-Leninists
and not revisionists like Khrushchov wearing
the cloak of Marxism-Leninism,

They must be revolutionaries who whole-
heartedly serve the majority of the people of
China and the whole world, and must not be
like Khrushchov who serves both the in-

terests of the handful of members of the

privileged bourgeois stratum in his own
country and those of foreign imperialism and
reaction.
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They must be proletarian statesmen capa-
ble of uniting and working together with
the overwhelming majority. Not only must
they unite with those who agree with them,
they must also be good at uniting with those
who disagree and even with those who
formerly opposed them and have since been
proved wrong. But they must especially
watch out for careerists and conspirators like
Khrushchov and prevent such bad elements
from usurping the leadership of the Party
and government at any level.

They must be models in applying the
Party’s democratic centralism, must master
the method of leadership based on the
principle of “from the masses, to the
masses”, and must cultivate a democratic
style and be good at listening to the masses.
They must not be despotic like Khrushchov
and violate the Party’s democratic central-
ism, make surprise attacks on comrades or
act arbitrarily and dictatorially.

They must be modest and prudent and
guard against arrogance and Impetuosity;
they must be imbued with the spirit of self-
criticism and have the courage to correct
mistakes and shoricomings in their work.
They must not cover up their errors like
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Khrushchov, and claim all the credit for
themselves and shift all the blame on others,

Successors to the revolutionary cause of
the proletariat come forward in mass strug-
gles and are tempered in the great storms of
revolution. It is essential to test and know
cadres and choose and train successors in the
long course of mass struggle.

The above series of principles advanced by
Comrade Mao Tse-tung are creative develop-
ments of Marxism-Leninism, to the theoret-

ical arsenal of which they add new weapons
of decisive importance for us in preventing

the restoration of capitalism. So long as we
follow these principles, we can consolidate the
dictatorship of the proletariat, ensure that
our Party and state will never change colour,
successfully conduct the socialist revolution
and socialist construction, help all peopies’
revolutionary movements for the overthrow
of imperialism and its lackeys, and guarantee
the future transition from socialism to com-
munism.

Regarding the emergence 0l the revisionist
Khrushchov clique in the Soviet Union, our
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attitude as Marxist-Leninists is the same as
our attitude towards any “disturbance” —
first, we are against it; second, we are not
afraid of it.

We did not wish it and are opposed to it,
but since the revisionist Khrushchov clique
have already emerged, there is nothing
terrifying about them, and there is no need
for alarm. The earth will continue to revolve,
history will continue to move forward, the
people of the world will, as always, make
revolutions, and the imperialists and their
lackeys will inevitably meet their doom.

The historic contributions of the great
Soviet people will remain forever glorious:
they can never be tarnished by the revisionist
Khrushchov clique’s betrayal. The broad
masses of the workers, peasants, revolu-
tionary intellectuals and Communists of the
Soviet Union will eventually surmount all
the obstacles in their path and march tc-
wards communism. |

The Soviet people, the people of zll the
soclalist countries and the revolutionary pec-
ple the world over will certainly learn lessons
from the revisionist Khrushchov clique’s
betrayal. In the struggle against Khrush-
chov’s revisionism, the international com-
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munist movement hgg grown and will
continue to grow mightier than ever before.

M.arxist—Leninists haye always had an at-
titude of revolutionary optimism towards the
future of the cause of the proletarian rev-
olution. We are pl"Ofﬁ-uﬂdly convinced that
the brilliant light of the dictatorship of the
proletariat, of soclalism gnd of Marxism-
Leninism will shine forth over the Soviet
land. The proletariat is sure to win the
whole world and COMmunism is sure to
achieve complete and final victory on earth.




