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THE WEEK

Among the major cvents of the week:

® The editorial departments of Renmin Ribao and Honggi pub-
lished “On Khrushchov’s Phoaey Communism and Iis Historical Les-
sous for the World” — their ninth commentary on the July 14, 1963
open [etter of the Central! Committee of the C.P.S.U.

® Premier Chou En-lai and Vice-Premier Chen Yi paid a Iriend-
ly visit to Burma on July 10-11.

® The third anniversary of the signing of the Sino-Korcan
Treatly of Friendship, Co-operation and Mutual Assistance was
celebrated in China.

® The Chinese people and their armed forces throughout the
land cclebrated the shooting down of the third U.S.-made U-2 piane
of the Chiang Kai-shek gang.

®  From July 13 to 20 China observes a week of common struggle
in support of the Viethamese people’s light against U.S. aggression.

® The Chinese press published:

—a news report of the recent plenary session of the Central
Committee of the Albanian Party of Labour, at which First Secretary
Enver Hoxha spoke on certain basic questions in the Party’s idco-
logical work,

—an article from the Albanian paper Zeri i Popullit exposing
the ulterior motives of the Khrushchov group in combaling the
“personality cult.”

— the speech of D.N. Aidit, Chairman of the Indonesian Com-
munist Party, at the vecent plenary session of the Party’s Central
Committee, calling on all Party members to be good students of
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin,

— the opening speech by Sanzo Nosaka, Chairman of the Central
Committee of the Japanese Communist Party, at a Tokyo rally on
July 9 celebrating the 42nd anniversary of the tounding of the Party.
He called on the whole Party to work for a membership of hundreds
of thousands.

—the report by Kenji Mivamoto, General Secretary of the
Japanese Communist Party’s Central Committee. He denounced the
renegades Yoshio Shiga and Ichizo Suzuki for trying to make the
Japanese Communist Party toe the line of the C.P. of a certain for-
eign country.

Chairman Mao Hececives Asian
Seminar Guests

Chairman Mao Tse-tung met cn
July 9 with loreign (riends who were
visiling Peking alter altending the
Second Asian Economic Seminar held
recently in Pyongyang. Korea. Among
them were delegates [rom Viet Nam,
Japan, Indonesia, Ceylon, Mali, the
Sudan and other Asian and African
countries. They had a [riendly talk.

On July 7 the Chinese People's
Association  for Cultural Relalions
with Foreign Countries and five other

mass organizations gave a recepiion
in honour of the visiting declegates.
Chu Tu-nan. President of the As-
sociation, welcomed the guests on
behall of the host organizations and
congratulated them on their con-
fributions to the success of the
seminar.  Siressing the great im-
portance of the seminar in the
political and economic life of the
Asian people, he said: “The hoiding
ol the seminar and its achievements
fully reflect the lirm determination
and the great stiength ol the people
of Asia and Afvica to unite in the
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struggle against impeiialism and
colonialism. both new and old. and to
win and saleguard their national
independence.”

Hosts and guesls chatted and
toasled Asian-African friendship and
solidarity.

Sino-Korean Friendship Treaty
Anniversary

The Chinese and Korean peoples
celebrated the third anniversary of
the signing of the Sino-Korean Treaty
of  Fricndship, Co-operation and
Mutual Assistance. The anniversaly
fell on July 11.

In Peking that evening, Korean
Ambassador Pak Se¢ Chang gave a
banqguet which was allended by Vice-
Premders Ho Lung and Tan Chen-lin
and other government officials. The
Ambassador spoke warmly of the un-
breakable [riendship belween the
two fraternal pcoples. This [riend-
ship. he said. forged in the flames of
hard and prolongsd revolutionary
struggles, had been strengthened and
developed in the common struggle
against imperialism and modern re-
visionism. “Holding high the revolu-
fionary banner of Marxism-Lenin-
ism.” the Ambassador declared. “the
Korean people will. as they have
done in the past. fight shoulder to
shoulder with the Chinese people and
miarch lorward with them through
thick and thin.”

Vice-Premier Ho Lung, in his
speech, highly appraised the Sino-
Korean treaty. “In the past three
vears,” he said, “the Governments
and people of China and Korea have
faithfully lulfilled their sacred duties
under the f{reaty. upheld the prin-
ciples of Marxism-Leninism and pro-
letarian internationalism, strength-
ened their friendly co-operation in
all fields. and gained 1remendous
victeries in their common struggle to
build socialism, oppose imperialism
and  saleguard Asian and  world
peace.”

Condemning U.S, imperialism for
its continued occupation of China’s
Taiwan Province and the soutlern
part of Korea and its war of aggres-
sion in Inde-China, (he Vice-Premier
urged all peace-loving countries and
peoples  throughout the world to
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Training Heirs to the Revolution

The training of young revolutionaries is coming in for a great
deal of attenlion at the moment. Press and radio are devoting con-
siderable space to this issue. Many reports are being sent in from
people’s communes and factories, government organizations and
schools.

A frontpage story in Renmin Ribao on July 8 told how the Com-
munist Party brenchk of a production brigade of the Taivangsheng
People’'s Commune in Liaoning Province, northeast China, worked
out concrete plans to train its younger generation during the cowse
of the 10-year econormic development programme it was drawing up.
It regarded the training of heirs to the revolution as an urgent task
in view of the fact that class enemies were doing everything possible
to win over the youth. The day before, the paper published another
story describing how the 28-year-old secretary of the Communist
Party branch of a production brigade in a rural people’s commune
in Shansi Province was trained [or his responsible post with the help
of the Parly branch committee, and especially of its former Party
secretary.

In its editor’s note that day. Renmin Ribao wrote: “The training
of those who will cairy on the proletavian revolution is a matter of
greal historic significance vaised by Comrade Mao Tse-tung. It is a
matter of guarantecing that the revolutionary cause started by the
older generation of Marxist-Leninists will be cairvied forward by the
younger generation, and that the future destiny of our Party and
country will remain in the hands of proletarian revolutionavies. It
is also a matter of guaranteeing that [uture generations will continue
to march forward along the correct road ol Marxism-Leninism. This
is an imporiant issue concerning the long-term development of the
cause of socialism and communism, not only a hundred years hence,

but a thousand and even ten thousand years hence.”

sharpen their vigilance and resolutely
smash the U.S. imperialist plot to
expand the war.

Albanian Army Day

The hercic Albanian People’s Army
celebrated its 21st anniversary on

July 10. Marshal Lin Piao, Vice-
Premier and Minister of National

Defence, senf a message of greetings
to General B. Balluku, First Vice-
Chairman of the Council of Ministers
and Minister of Defznce of Albania.

Peking celebraled the anniversary
with a meeling sponsored by the
General Political Department of the

Chinese People's Liberation Army.
Albanian Ambassador Nesti Nase
attended. Lieutenant-Genceral Hsu

Li-ching. depuly direclor of the de-
partment, in his speech paid {ribute
to the glorious role {the Albanian
People’s Army had played under the

leadership of the Albanian Party of
Labour and Comrade Enver Hoxha in
smashing the subversive, sabotaging
and provocative aclivities of the
imperialists. the reactionarvies of
various countries and modern re-
visionists. “This has sel a brilliant
example for all revolulionary peo-
ples.” said General Hsu.,

Speaking of the militant [riendship
betwreen the Chinese and Albanian
proples and fheir armies, he pledged
that the Chinese people and themr
army would stand together with the
heroie  Albanian  pecple and  their
army, learn from and support each
other. sweep away all difliculties and
march forward together to final vie-
tory.

Colanel  Ferik  Hado. military
attache of the Albanian Embassy,
tock the floor amidst applause. Re-
calling the glorious history of (he
Albanian People’s Army. he said t{hat

Peling Rerview., No. 20




the achievemenis of the army were
due lo the leadership of the Albanian
Party of Labour. “Our Party has
taught us to hold the spade in one
hand and the rifle in the other, and
under this slogan our people have
overcome various difficulties in build-
ing our new life,” said the colonel.
Warmly  acclaiming  Sino-Albanian
friendship, he said that it had grown
in strength in the common struggle
against imperialism and its lackeys —
the medern revisionists represented
by Khrushchov and Tito. Colonel
Hado declared that the Albanian
people and their armed lorces were
ready at all times to fulfil their
internationalist duties in the com-
mon  siruggle against imperialism
and in delenee of the [ruits of victory
gained by the people of (he socialist
countries.

French and Iraqi National
Day Receptions

French Ambassador Lucien Paye
and Iraqi Ambassador Abdul Mut-
talib Ameen gave two separate re-
ceptions in Peking {0 celebrate their
respective July 14 Natjonal Days.
Premicer Chou Ea-lai. Vico-Premiers
Chen Yi and Li Ilsien-nien and many
other government leaders atiended.

Speaking at the French Ambas-
sador's reception on the evening of
July 14, Viee-Premier Chen Vi
creeled the French nation as “a
greal nation with a glorious revolu-
tionary tradilion.”  He recalled the
traditional  [riendship between  the
Chinese and French peoples and ex-
pressed  satistaction that diplomatic
relations had [inally been restored
aiter a period of interraption.  Said
the Vice-Premier: “At a time when
the Uniied Statces is intensifying its
plot of creating ‘two Chinas’ and
when certain couniivies are offering
advice on this plol. the French
Government has demonstrated to the
whole world that there is only one
China in ihe world and that the
Government of the People’s Republic
of China is the sole legal government
representing the entire Chinese peo-
ple. This action is courageous, real-
istic and of great signilicance.”
Chen Yi also expressed the convie-
tion thal the eslablishment and
development of diplomatic relations
between the two countries not only
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conformed {o the aspirations ol the
two pesples bul was helpful to the
realization of . peaceful cooxistence
between  countries  with  different
social systems and the defence of
world peace.

At the Iraqi Ambassador’s recep-
tion marking the sixth anniversary
of the revolution in Iraq. Vice-
Premier Chen Yi hailed the Iraqi
people’s achievements in opposing
imperialism. safeguarding national
independence and carrying out na-
tional construction. Reflerring o
relations  between  the people  of
China and the Arab countries. the
Vice-Premier said: “The vigorous
development of the Arab national-
liberation movement is hitting hard
at and weakening the imperialist
forces: this constitutes a tremendous
support and encouragement to the
Chinese people.” Chen Yi reiterated
the Chinese Covernment’s policy and
support for the people of the Arab
countries in their struggle to oppose
imperialism and new and old colo-
nialism and to win and safeguard
national independence. He reassured
those present thal the Chinese pen-
ple would always remain the relinhle
friends of the Arab people In the
common cause of Asian-African soli-
darity against imperialism.

Condolences on Therez’s Death

The Central Committee of the Chi-
nese Communist Party on July 13
sent a message ol condolences to the

Central Commitlee of (he French
Communist Parly on the deatl of
its Chairman, Maurice Thorer, I
reads:

“We are shocked 1o learn the news
of the uniertunate death of Comrade
Maurice Thorez, Chairman of the
French Communist Parly. We ex-
tend to you our deep condolences
and owr syvmpathy to his family.”

Proiesi Apainst lndian
inirusions

The situation on the Sino-Tndian
border has long been cased as a ro-
sult of the initiative {2ien by China
in effecling the ceaselire and with-
drawing its [roniler guards along the
enlire border. But intrusions by In-
dian iroops and aircralt into China’s
territory and air space have never

ceased. The latest estimate has it
that, in the first six months of 1964,
there were ag many as 23 intrusions
into China’s territory by Tndian mili-
tary personnel crossing the line of
actual control as it existed on Nov-
ember 7, 1959. Indian troops which
crossed the Natu La on the China-
Sikkim border remain cenfrenched in
Chinese territory. During the same
period. there were 26 sorties by In-
dian airerafl  over Sinkiang and
Tibet.  Some intruded as deep as
230 kilometres oy prolonged recon-
naissance.

The Chinese Ministry of Foreign
Affairs  lodged o strong  profest
against these intrusions in = nolo sent
on July 7 to the Indian Fmbassy in
Peking for transmission to the Indian
Government. The note reealled that,
in the past vear and muore, despite
the fact that the TIndian side had
ceaselessly engaged in intrusions and
harassing  activities. the Chinese
Government had  all along serupn-
lously abided by its proncuncement
and vefrained from sending fronticr
guards into the 20-kilometre zone on
the Chinese side of the line of actual
cortrol. in the hope that after China’'s
patient reasoning and solemn  pro-
tests the Indian side might stop iis
Inirusions.  “It is to bhe regretted,”
said the note, “thal the Indian Gov-
ernment, while refusing to Gl
corresponding measures to cise the
situation and lrying {o renew lension

aiy

on the border. has in its roplies (o
the Chinese notes of protest claimed
many places iniruded into by the In-
dian side Lo be within Tndia and
slanderously counter-charged China
wilh  ‘occupying’ Indian
This peremplory and unreasonahle
attitnde shows that the Indian Gov-
vernment has nel vel given up its
expansionist  ambitions oncerning
China’s territory. but persists in its
refusal (o settle the Sino-Indian
boundary question through peaceful
negotiations.”

terrvitory,

The note demanded that the Indinn
side stop its intrusions and act sin-
cerely in accordance wilh ils own
renealed promise of not 1o cross the
1959 line of actual control between
China and India. so as to preserve
the present eased situation on the
Sino-Indian border.
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Premier Chou En-lai’s Visit to Burma

REMIER Chou En-lai and Vice-Premier and For-

cign Minister Chen Yi visiled Burma on July 10-11
Arriving by special plane in Rangoon on the morning
of July 10. they were warmly greeted at the airport by
General Ne Win, Chairman of  the Revolutionary
Council of the Union of Burma. Foreign Minister U
Thi Han and other Burmese leaders.

L.eaving Rangoon for home by plane early on July
12, the Chinese guests were seen olf by General Ne
Win. Foreign Ministeyr U Thi Han and olher high-
ranking Buirmese officers and oflicials.

Premicr Cheu En-lai and Vice-Premicr and Foreign
Minister Chen Yi returned to Peking on July 14

During his visit Premier Chou En-lai held {riendly
and cordial talks with General Ne Win. and a joint
China-Burma communique was issued on July 11 in
Rangoon.  The communique reads:

“lis Excellency Mr. Chou En-lai. Premier ol the
State Council of the People’'s Republic of China. and
Marshal Chen Yi. Vice-Prenner of the State Counweil
and Minister of Forcign Aflfairs ol the People's Te-
public of China. paid a friendly visit to the Union of
Jurima from July 10 to July 11, 1964,

“Generai Ne Win and Premier Chou En-lai availed
themselves of the opportunity provided by the visit o
exchange views on matfers of common interest o lhe
two countries as well as on current international
problems, particularly those pertaining {o Soulheast
Asia.

“The iwo leaders expressed their deep concern
over the deteriorating situation in Southeast Asia. par-

ticularly in south Viet Nam and Laocs, affirmed their
determination to continue to seck a peaceful settlement
of the siluation and agreed that a conference on the
Laotian problem of the 14 Geneva Agrecmenl Powers
should be convened.

“The fwo leaders reviewed the progress made by
the two counlries in the development of their cconomic
and technical co-operation and trade relations.  Such
friendly co-operation. being [ully in accordance with the
spirit of equality and mulual benclit, of supplementing
cach other’s wants and rendering assistance to each
other. is beneficial to the cause of national construc-
tion of the two countries. In order to further strengthen
this co-operation, the two sides agreed lo take neces-
sary measures Lo speed up the implementation of the
Sino-Burmese Agreement on Economic and Technical
Co-operation and to further expand the trade betwecen
the two countries.

“The two leaders expressed their satisfaction with
the continued development of the friendly relations
befween the two countries on the basis ol the Tive
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence.

“The two leaders also took occasion lo veallirm
their respective undertaking contained in Arvticle 35 of
the Trealy of Friendship and Mutual Non-Aggression
concluded between the two countries.

“The talks were held in an atmosphere of [riend-
liness and cordiality and have further contributed to
the mutual understanding between the two countries.”

Vice-Premier Chen Yi on Tension
In Indo-China

©® U.S. armed intervention in Laes and spreading
the war in zouth Viet Nam condemned.

_® The use of force aguinst revolutionary pecple
will bring the U.S. more disostrous defeats.

® The 14-naiion conference will have to meet
seoner or laler, bziter early than lote.

HE grave concern of all peace-loving peoples and

countiries has been arcused by the present tension
in Indo-China,” declared Vice-Premicr Chen Yi at the
French Ambassador’s National Day celehration in Poking
on July 14. “The United States has carvied ouf un-
disguised direet military intervention in Laos and is
intent on expanding ils war of aggression against south
Viet Nam.” he said.

Vice-Premier Chen also declared: “Thoere is danger
that the U.S.-kindled flames of war in Laos and south
Viel Nam may spread to the whole ol Indo-China. and
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even the whole of Southeast Asin.  As participanis in
the two Geneva conferenees. both China and France
have alfirmed that the Geneva agreements of 1954 and
1962 must be obscrved and stand for the calling of a
conlerence of the 14 signatovies of the 1962 Geneva
agreemoents fo diseuss the Laotian question. But the
Uniled Slates, which behaves lawlessly in the interna-
lional arena. obstinately puts blind faith in force ol arms
and has thus L disagreed to the convening of a 14-
natien confcrence. We would like to offer the United
States seme counsel: the use of force against rovolu-
tionary people will never succeed and will only bring
the user ever move disastrous defeats: the 14mation con-
ference will have to be held sooner or later. and an
early convoecation is betler than a belated one. Tt is
our hope that. together with all other countries uphold-
ing the Geneva agreements, China and France will make
positive contributions to the restoration and stabiliza-
tion ol peace in Indo-China.”

Pelking Review, No. 29




On Khrushchov's Phoney Communism and
Its Historical Lessons for the World

Comment on the Open Letter of the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U. (9)

by the Editorial Depariments of “Renmin Ribao” and “Hongqi”

Socialist Society and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat

. . Antagonistic Classes

and Class Struggle Exist in the Soviet Union . . . The Soviet Privileged Stratum and
the Revisionist Khrushchov Clique . . . Refutation of the So-Called State of the Whole

People . . . Refutation of the So-Called Parly of the Entire Peopie .

. . Khrushchov's

Phoney Communism . . . Historical Lessons of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat

FPHE theories of the proletarian revolution and the

dictatorship of the proletariat are the quintessence
of Marxism-Leninism. The questions of whether rev-
olution should be upheld o1 opposed and whether Lhe
dictatorship of the proletarial should be upheld or
opposed have alwayvs been the focus of struggle beiween
Marxism-Leninismt and all brands of revisionism and
are now the focus of struggle between Marxist-Leninists
the world over and the rvevisionist Khrushchov clique.

Al the 22nd Congress ol the C.P.S.U.. the revision-
ist Khrushchov clique developed their vevisionism into
a complete system not only by rounding off their anti-
revolutionary theories of “peaceful coexisience,” “peace-
ful competition” and “peacelul {ransition™ bui 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 entive people.”

The Programme put lorward by the revisionist
Khrushchov elique at the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U.
Is a programime 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 die-
tatorship of the proletariat behind the camouflage of
the “state ol the whole people.” change the proletarian
character of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
behind the camoullage of the “party of the entire peo-
ple™ and pave the way for the restoration of capitalism
behind that of “full-scale communist consiruction.”

In its Proposal Concerning the General Line of the
International Communist Movement dated June 14,

July 17, 1964

1963, the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China pointed out that it is most absurd in theory
and extremely harmful in practice to substitute the
“state ol the whole peopie™ Tor the state of the dictator-
ship ol the proletariat and the “party of the entire pco-
ple™ for the vanguard party of the proletariat. This
substitution is a great historical retrogression which
makes any transition to communism impossible and
helps only to restore capitalism.

The open letter ol the Ceniral Committee of the
C.P.S.U. and the press ol the Soviet Union resort to
sophistry in  self-justilication and charge that owr
criticisms of the “state of the whole people” and the
“parly ol the entire people™ are allegations “*far removed
from Marxism.” belray “isolation from the life of the
Soviet people” and are a demand that they “return to
the past,”

Weil. let us ascertain who is actually far removed
from Marxism-Lerinism. what Soviet life is actually
like and who actually wants the Soviet Union to return
1o the past.

Socialist Sociely and the Dictatorship
Of the Proletariat

Wit is the correct conceplion of socialist sociely?
Do classes and class siruggle exist throughout the stage
ol sociatism?  Should the dictatorship of the proletaviat
be maintained and the socialist vevolution be carrvied
through to the end? Or should the dictatorship of the
proletariat be abolished so as to pave the way [or cap-
itnlist restoration? These questions must be answeored
correctly according to the basic theory of Marxism-
Leninism and the historical experience ol the dictator-
ship of the proletariat.




The replacement of capitalist sociely by socialist
society is a great leap in the historical development of
human society. Socialist society covers the important
historical period of transition from class to classless so-
ciety. It is by going through socialist society that man-
kind will enter communist society.

The socialist system is incomparably superior to the
capitalist system. In socialist society. the dictatorship of
the proletariat replaces bourgeois dictatorship and the
public ownership of the means ol production veplaces
private ownership. The proletariat, from being an
oppressed and exploited class, turns into the ruling
class and a fundamental change takes place in the so-
cial position of the working people. Exercising dictator-
ship over a few exploiters only. the state of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat practises the broadcst democ-
racy among the masses of the working people, a
democracy which is impossible in capitalist society. The
nationalization of industry and collectivization ol agri-
culture open wide vistas for the vigorous development
of the social productive forces, ensuring a rate of growth
incomparably greater than that in anyv older society.

However, one cannot but see that socialist society
is a society born out of capitalist sociely and is only
the first phase of communist society. It is not yel a
fully mature communist society in the economic¢ and
other fields. It is inevitably stamped with the birth
marks ol capitalist sociely. When delining socialist
society Marx said:

What we have to deal with here is a communist
society, not as it has developed on ifs own foundations,
but. on the contrary, just as it emerges from capitalist
sociely: which is thus in every respect, cconomically,
morally and intellectually. still stamped with the birth
marks of the old sociely [rom whose womb il emerges.!

Lenin also pointed out that in socialist society, which
is the first phase of communism, “Communism cannot
as vet be fully ripe economically and entirely free from
traditions or traces of capitalism.”

In socialist society, the differences between work-
ers and peasants, belween town and couniry, and
between manual and mental labourers still remain,
bourgeois rights are not yet completely abolished, it is
not possible “at once to eliminale the other injustice,
which consists in the distribution of articles of con-
sumption ‘according to the amount of labour performed’
(and not according to needs).”® and therefore differ-
ences in wealth still exist. The disappearance ol these
differences, phenomena and bourgeois rights can only
be gradual and long drawn-out. As Marx said. only
alter these dilferences have wvanished and bourgeois
rights have completely disappeared, will it be possible
to realize full communism wilh 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 socialist society covers a very, very long historical
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stage. Throughout 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
capilalism and socialism remains, as does the danger
of the restoration of capitalism.

In its Proposal Concerning the General Line of the
International Communist Movement dated June 14, 1963,
the Central Committee of the Chincse Communist Party
slates:

For a very long historical period after the prole-
tariat takes power, class struggle continues as an objec-
tive law independent of man's will, differing only in
form from what it was before the taking ol power.

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

a) Toe overthrown exploiters always Lry in a
thousand and one ways to recover the “paradise”
they have been deprived of.

b) New elements of capitalism are constantly
and spontaneously gencrated in the petty-bourgeois
almosphere.

¢) Political degenerates and new  bourgeois
elements may emerge in the ranks of the working
cluss and among government funclionarvics as a re-
sult of bourgeois influence and the pervasive, cor-
rupting atmosphere of the pelly bourgcoisie.

d) The external conditions for the continuance
of class struggle within a socialist counlry are en-
circlement by international capitalism. the imperial-
ists” threat of armed intervention and  their
subversive activities 1o accomplish peaceful disinte-
gration,

Life has conflirmed these conclusions of Lenin's.

In socialist society. the overthrown bourgeoisie and
other reactionary classes remain sirong for quite a long
time, and indeed in certain respecis are quilte powerful.
They have a thousand and one links wilth the inlerna-
tional bourgeoisie.  They are not reconciled to their
defeat and stubbornly continue to engage in trials of
strength with the proletariat. They conduct open and
hidden struggles against the proletarvial in every field.
Constantly parading such signboards as support for so-
cialism, the Soviet system, the Communist Party and
Marxism-Leninism, theyv work to undermine socialism
and restore capitalism. Politically, they persist for a
long time as a force anilagonistic 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 educaticnal instifutions so as to
resist or usurp the leadership of the proletariat. Eco-
nomically, they employ every means to damage socialist
ownership by the whole people and socialist collective
ownership and to develop the forces of capilalism. In
the ideological, cultural and educational [lields, thev
counterpose the bourgeois world oullook to the pro-
letarian world outlook and try to corrupt the proletariat
and other working people with bourgeois idenlogy.
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The collectivization of agriculture turns individual
into collective farmers and provides favourable condi-
tions for the thorough remoulding of the peasants.
However, until collective ownership advances to owner-
ship by the whole people and until the remnanis of
private economy disappear complefely, the peasanls
inevilably retain some of the inherent characteristics
of small producers. In these circumstances sponlaneous
capitalist tendencies are inevitable, the soil for the
growth of new rich peasants still exists and polariza-
tion among the peasants may still occur.

The activities of the bourgeoisie as described above,
its corrupting effects in the political, economic, ideo-
logical and cultural and educational fields, the existence
of spontaneous capitalist tendencies among urban and
rural small producers, and the influence of the remain-
ing bourgeois rights and the force of habit of the old
society all constantly breed political degencrates in the
ranks of the working class and Party and government
organizations, new bourgeois elements and embezzlers
and grafters in state enterprises owned by the whole
people and new bourgeois intellectuals in the cultural
and educational institutions and intellectual circles.
These new bourgeois elements and these political de-
generates 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 enirenched in the leading
organs are particularly dangerous, for they support and
shield the bourgeois elements in organs at lower levels.

As long as imperialism exists, the proletaviat in
the socialist countries will have to struggle both against
the bourgeoisie at home and against international im-
perialism.  Imperialism will seize every opportunity
and try to undertake armed intervention against the
socialist countries or to bring about their peaceful dis-
integration. It will do its utmost to destroy the socialist
countries or to make them degenerate into capitalist
countries. The international class struggle will inevi-
tably find its reflection within the socialist countries.

Lenin said:

The transition from capitalism to Communism rep-
resents an entire historical epoch. Until this epoch
has terminated, the exploiters inevilably cherish the
hope of restoration, and this hope is converted into
atlempts at restoration.4

He also pointed out:

The abolition of classes requires a long, difficult
and stubborn class struggle. which after the overthrow
of the power of capital, aflter the desiruction of (he
bourgeois stale, after the establishment of the dictator-
ship of the proletavial. does noi disappear (as the vulgar
representatives of the old Socialism and the old So-
cial-Democracy imagine). but merely chinnges its forms
and in many respects becomes more ficreed

Throughout the stage of socialism the class strug-
gle between the proletaviat and the boureeoisie in the
political, economie, ideological and cultural and educa-
tional fields cannot be stopped. It is a protracted, re-
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peated, tortuous and complex struggle. Like the waves
of the sea il somelimes rises high and sometimes sub-
sides, is now [airly calm and now very turbulent. [t
is a 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.

The class struggle in socialist society is inevitably
reflected in the Communist Party. The bourgeoisie
and international imperialism both understand that in
order to make a socialist country degenerate into a
capilalist country, it is first necessary to make the
Communist Parly degenerate into a revisionist pariy.
The old and new bourgeois elements. the old and new
rich peasanis and the degenerate elements of all sorts
conslitule the social basis of revisionism. and they use
every possible means to find agents within the Com-
munist Parly. The existence of bourgeois influence is
the internal source of revisionism and surrender to im-
perialist pressure the external source. Throughout the
stage of socialism. there is inevitable struggle between
Marxism-Leninism and various kinds of opportunism
—mainly revisionism —in the Communist Parties of
socialist countries. The characteristic of this revision-
ism is that. denying the existence of classes and class
struggle, it sides with the bourgeoisie in attacking the
proletariat and turns the dictatorship of the proletariat
into the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.

In the light of the experience of the international
working-class movement and in accordance with the
objective law of class struggle, the founders of Marxism
pointed oul that the transition from capitalism lo com-
munism, [rom class to classless society. must depend
on the dictatorship of the proletarial and that there is
no other road.

arx said that “the class struggle necessarily leads
to the dictatorship of the proletarial.”® 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 polit-
ical transition period in which the state can be nothing
but the revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat.™

The development of socialist society is a prociss
of uninterrupted revolution. In explaining vevolution-
ary socialism Marx said:

This socialism is the declaration of the permanence
of the revolution. the class dictatorship of the prole-
tariat as the necessary transit point to the abolition of
class distinctions generally. 1o the abolition of all (he
relations ol production on which they rest, to the aboli-
tion of all the social relations that correspond to these
relations of production, to the revolutionizing of ull (he
ideas thal result [rom these social relations®

In his struggle against the opporiunism of the
Second International, Lenin crealively expounded and
developed Marx’'s theory of the dictalorship of the pro-
letariat. He pointed out:

The dictatorship of the proletariat is nol the end
of class struggle but its continuation in new lorms. The
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dictatorship of the proletariat is class struggle waged
by a proletariat which huos been victorious and has
taken political power in its hands against a bourgcoisie
thhat has been defeated but not destroyed, a bourgeoisie
that has not vanished, not ceased to offer resistance,
but that has intensified its resistance?

He also said:

The dictalorship of the proletariat is a persistent
struggle — bloody and bloodless. violent and peaceful,
military and cconomie, educational and administrative
— against the forces and traditions of the old society.10

In his celebrated work On the Correct Handling of
Contradictions Among the People and in other works,
Comrade Mao Tse-tung, basing himsell on the funda-
mental principles of Marxism-Leninism and the his-
torical experience of the dictatorship of the proletariat,
gives a comprchensive and systematic analysis of classes
and class struggle in socialist society, and creatively
develops the Marxist-Leninist theory of the dictatorship
of the proletariat.

Comrade Mao Tse-tung examines the objective laws
of socialist society from the viewpoint of materialist
dialectics. He points out that the universal law of the
unity and struggle ol opposites operating both in the
natural world and in human society is applicable to
socialist sociely, {oo. In socialist sociely, class contra-
dictions still remain and eclass struggle does not die
out alter the socialist transformation of the ownership
of the means of production. The struggle between the
fwo roads of socialism and capitalism runs through the
entire stage of socialism. To ensure the success of so-
cialist construction and to prevent the restoration of
capitalism. it is necessary to carrv the socialist revolu-
tion through to the end on the political, cconomic, ideo-
logical and cultural fronts. The complete victory of
socialism cannotl be brought about in one or two genera-
tions; to resolve this question thoroughly requires five
or len generalions or even longer.

Comrade Mao Tse-tung stresses the fact that two
types of social contradiclions exist in socialist society,
namely, contradictions among the people and contradic-
tions between ourselves and the enemy, and that the
former are very numerous. Only by distinguishing be-
tween the two types of contradictions, which are dif-
ferent in nature. and by adopting different measures
to handle them correctly is it possible to unite the peo-
ple. who constitute more than 90 per cent of the pop-
ulation, defeat their enemies, who constitute only a
few per cent, and consolidate the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

The dictatorship of the proletaviat 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 proleia-
viat ultimalely emancipate itself. The historical task
ol the dictatorship of the proletariat has two aspects,
one internal and the other international. The internal
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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 belween owner-
ship by the whole people and collective ownership,
belween workers and peasants, between town and
country and between mental and manual labourers.
eliminating any possibility of the re-emergence of
classes and ihe restoration of capitalism and providing
conditions for the realization of a communist sociely
with its principle, “lvom ecach according to his ability,
to cach according to his needs.” The international task
consists mainly of preventing attacks by international
imperialism (including armed intervention and disin-
tegration by peaceful means) and ol giving support to
the world revolution until the pcople of all countries
finally abolish imperialism, capitalism and the system
of exploitation. Before the f[ulfilment of both {asks
and belore the advent of a full communist society. the
diclatorship of the proletarviat is absoluiely necessary.

Judging from the actual situation today, the tasks
of the dictatorship of the proletariat ave still far from
accomplished in any of the socialist countries. In all
socialist countries without exceplion, there are classes
and class struggle, the struggle between the socialist
and the capitalist roads, the question ol carrying the
socialist revolution through to the end and the ques-
tion of preventing the restoration ol capitalism. All
the socialist countries still have a very long way to go
before the differences between ownership by the whole
people and collective ownership, between workers and
peasants. between {fown and ccuntry and belween
mental and manual labourers are eliminated. before all
clusses and class differences ave abolished and a com-
munist society with its principle. “lrom each according
to his ability, to each according o his needs”™ is realized.
Therefore, it is necessary for all the socialist countyies
to uphold the dictatorship ol the proletariat.

In these circumslances, the abolition of the dicla-
torship of the proletariat by the revisionist Khrushchov
clique is nothing but the betrayal of socialism and
communism.

Aniagonistic Classes and Class Struagle Exist in
The Soviet Union

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

But what is the actual situation in the Sovief
Union? Are there really no antagonistic classes and
no class struggle there?

Following the victory of the Great October So-
cialist Revolution, the dictatorship of the proletariat
was established in the Soviet Union. capitalist private
ownership was desfroyed and socialist ownership by
the whole people and socialist collective ownership
were eslablished through the nationalization of in-
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dustry and the collectivization of agriculiure. and great
achievements in socialist construction were seored dur-
ing several decades. All this constituted an indelible
victory ol tremendous historic significance won by the
Communist Parly of the Soviet Union and the Soviet
people under the leadership of Lenin and Stalin.

However, the old bourgeoisie and other exploiting
classes  which had been overthrown in the Soviet
Union were not eradicated and survived after industry
was nationalized and agriculture collectivized. The
political and ideological influence of the bourgeoisie
remained. Spontaneous capitalist tendencies continued
to exist both in the cily and in the countryside. New
bourgeois elements and kulaks were still incessantly
generated.  Throughout the long intervening period.
the class struggle between the proletaviat and the bour-
geoisie and the struggle between the socialist and cap-
Halist roads have continued in the political. economic
and ideological spheres.

As the Soviet Union was the livst, and at the time
the only. country to build socialism and had no loreign
experience to go by, and as Stalin departed [rom
Marxist-Leninist dialeetics in his understanding of the
laws of class sirugele in socialist sociely, he pre-
maturely declared after agriculture was basically col-
lectivized that there were “no longer antagonistic
classes™ in the Soviet Union and that it was “free of
class  conflicts.”™?  one-sidedly stressed the internal
homogeneity of socialist sociely and overlooked its con-
tradictions, failed to rely upon the working class and
the masses in the struggle against the forces of cap-
italism and regarded the possibility of the restoration
ol capitalism as associated only with armed attack by
international  imperialism.  This 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 [asl (o the dictatorship ol the
proletariat and the socialist course. pursued a Marxist-
Leninist line and ensured the Soviet Union's victorious
advance along the road ol socialisim.

Ever since Khrushchov seized the leadership of
the Soviet Parly and state, he has pushed through a
whole series of revisionist policies which have greatly
hastened the growth ol the forces of capitalism and
again sharpencd the class struggle belween the proleta-
rial and the bourgevisic and the slruggle belween the
roads ol socialism and capitalism in the Soviet Union.

Scanning the reports in Soviel newspapers over
the last few yecars. one finds numerous examples
demonstrating not only the presence of many clements
of the old expioiting classes in Soviet society, but also
the genceration of new bourgecis elemenis on a large
scale and the acceleration of class polarization.

Let us first look at the activities of the various
bourgeois clements in the Soviet enterprises owned
by the whole people.

Leading functionaries of some stale-owned fac-
tories and their gangs abuse their positions and amass
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large fortunes by using the equipment and materials
of the lactories 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 own men in “all key
posts™ and “turned the state enterprise into a private
one.” They illicitly engaged in the production  of
non-military goods and from the sale of fountain pens
alone embezzled 1.200.000 old rubles in three vears.
Among these people was a man who “was a Nepman
» + - in the 1920°'s” and had been a “lifelong thief."

In a silk-weaving mill in Uzbekistan. the manager
ganged up with the chief engineer, the chicf account-
ant. the chief of the supply and marketing section.
heads of workshops and others, and they all becamc
“newborn entrepreneurs.” They purchased more than
ten tons o actificial and pure silk through various
illegal channels in order to manufaciure goods which
“did not pass through the accounts.” They employed
workers without going through (he proper procedures
and enforced “a twelve-hour working day. 13

The manager of a furniture factory in Kharkev
set up an “illegal knitwear workshop™ and carried on
secrel operations inside the factory. This man “had
several wives. several cars., several houses, 176 neck-
ties, about a hundred shirts and dozens of suits.” He
was also a big gambler at the horse-races.13

Such people do not operate ail by themselves.
They invariably work hand in glove with functionaries
in the state departments in charge of supplies and in
the commercial and other departments. They have
their own men in the police and judicial departmenis
who protect them and act as their agents,  Even high-
ranking officials in the state organs support and shield
them. Here are a few examples.

The chiel of the workshops alfiliated to a Moscow
psychoncurological dispensary and his sang set up an
“underground enterprise,” and by Lribery “obtained
58 knitting machines™ and a large amount of raw male-
vial. They entered into business relations with 52
factories, handicvalt  co-operatives  and  collective
farms™ and made 3 million rubles in a [ew vears. They
bribed lunclionavies of {he Department for Combating
Thell ol Socialist Property and Speculation. conirpllers,
inspectors, instructors and others.16

The manager of a machinery plant in the Russian
Federation, together with the deputy manager of a
second machinery plant and other functionaries, or 43
persons in all. stole more than 900 loems and sold them
to Taclovies in Central Asia. Kazakhstan, the Caucasus
and other places. whose leading functionaries used
them [or illicit production.i7

In the Kirghiz SS.R.. a gang of over forly em-
bezzlers and gralters. having gained control of two
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Afactories, organized underground production and
plundered more than 30 million rubles’ worth of
state property. This gang included the chairman of
the planning commissicn of the republic, a vice-min-
ister of commerce, seven bureau chiefs and division
chiefs of the republic’s council of ministers, national
economic council and state control commission, as well
as “a big kulak who had fled from exile.”8

These examples show that the factories which
have fallen into the clutches of such degenerates are
socialist enlerprises only in name, that in [act they
have become capitalist enterprises by which these
persons enrich themselves. The relationship of such
persons to the workers has turned into one belween
exploiters and exploited, between oppressors and op-
pressed. Are nol such degenerates who possess and
make use of means of production to exploit the labour
of others out-and-out bourgeois eclements? Are not
their accomplices in government aorgantzations, who
work hand in glove with them, participate in many
fypes of exploitation. engage in embezzlement. accept
bribes, and share the spoils, also out-and-out bourgeois
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 aitacking
the proletariat.

Now let us look at the activities of various kulak
clements on the collective farms.

Some  leading  collective-farm  functionaries and
their gangs steal and speculate at will, freely squander
public money and lleece the colloclive farmers.

are some examples,

Hera

The chatrman of a collective [urm in Uzbekistan
“held the whole village in terror™  All the important
posts on this farm “were occupicd by his in-laws and
other rvelatives and [friends” He squandered “over
122,060 rubles of the collective farm for his personal
‘needs.”  He had a ear, two motor-cyeles and three
wives. each with “a house of her own, 7Y

The chairman of a ecollective farm in the Kursk
Region regarded lhe farm as his “hereditary estate.”
[Te conspired with ils accountant. cashier, chief ware-
house-keeper, agronomist, ceneral-siore manager and
others. Shielding each otlier. they “flesced the eol-
lective farmers™ and pockelod more than a hundred
thousand rubles 1 a fev, cears®

The chairman of a collechive farm in the Ukraine
maae over SILU0O0 rubles at its expense by lorging pur-
chase certificales and cash-account orders in collusion
with its woman accountani. who had been praised for
keeping “model accounts™ and whose deeds had been
displayed at the Moscow Exhibiticn of Achievements
of the National Economy.?!

The chairman of a collective farm in the Alma-Afa
Region  specialized in  commercial  speculation,  He
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bought “fruit juice in the Ukraine or Uzbekistan, and
sugar and alcohol from Djambul.” processed them
and then sold the wine at very high prices in many
localities. In this farm a winery was crealed with a
capacily of over a million litres a year, its speculative
commercial network spread throughout the Kazakhstan
S.S.R., and commercial speculation became one ol the
farm’s main sources of income.??

The chairman of a collective farm in Byelorussia
considered himsell “a feudal princeling on the farm™
and acled “personally” 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 oulside. represented them as the products of
his collective Tarm and falsified output figures. And
vetl “not a few commendatory newspaper reports” had
been published about him and he had bezen called a
“maocel leader,23

These examples show that coliective [arms under
the control of such functionaries virtually become their
private property. Such men turn sozialist collective
economic enterprises into cconomice enterprises of new
kulaks. There are often people in their superior or-
ganizalions who protect them. Thenr velationship to
the collective farmers has likewise become that of
oppressors to oppressed, of exploiters (o explaited. Ayve
not such neo-exploiters who ride on the backs ol the
collective farmers one hundred-per-cent neo-kulals?

Obviously. they all belong to a class that is an-
tagonistic to the proletariat and the izsbouring [arm-
ers. belong to the kulak or rural bourgeois class. Their
anli-socialist activities are preciselv class strugele with
the  bourgeoisie attacking the proletariat and the
labouring farmers.

Apart from the bourgeois elements in state enter-
prises and collective farms. there are many othors in
both town and couniry in the Soviet Tnion.

Some of them set up private enicrprises for nrivate
production and sale: others organize contractor teams
and cpenly undertake construction jobs lor state ov
co-operative enterprises: still others open private
hotels. A “Soviel woman capitalist” in Leningrad hired
workers to make nylon blouses for sale, and her “daily
income amounted to 700 new rubles.”?* The owner of
a workshop in the Kursk Region made felt boots for
sule at speculative prices. He had in his posscssion
240 pairs ol felt boots, 8 kilogrammes of gold coins,
3000 metres of high-grade textiles, 20 carpets, 1,200
kilogrammes of wool and many other valuables.® A
privale  entrepreneur in the Gomel Region “hired
waorkers and artisans™ and in the course of two years
secured contracts for the construction and overhauling
of furnaces in 12 faclories at a high price®® In the
Orenburg Region there are “hundreds of private holels
and trans-shipment points.” and “the money ol the col-
lective farms and the state is continuously streaming
into the pockets ol the hostelry owners.”7
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Some engage in commercial speculation. making
tremendous profits through buving cheap and selling
dear or bringing goods from far away. In Moscow
there are a great many speculators engaged in the
resale of agricultural produce. They “bring to Moscow
tons of citrus fruit, apples and vegelables and resell
them at speculative prices.” “These profit-grabbers
arc provided with every facility. with market inns.
store-rooms and other services at their disposal.”?" In
the Krasnodar Territory. a speculator set up her own
agency and “employed 12 salesmen and two steve-
dores.” 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 cily

to the villages. She reaped huge profits out of such
resale,2?

Others specialize as brokers and middlemen. They
have wide contacts and through them one can gl any-
thing in return for a bribe. There was a broker in
Leningrad who “thongh he is not the Minister of
Tracde. conirols all the stocks.” and “though he holds
no post on the railway. disposes of wagons.” He could
obtain “things the stocks of which are stricetly con-
trolled. from outside the stocks.” “All the store-housss
in Leningrad are at his service.” For delivering goods.
he received huge “bonuses” — 700,000 rubles from one
timber combine in 1960 alone. In Leningrad. there is
“a whole group™ of such brokers

These private entrepreneurs and speculators are
engaged in the most naked capitalist exploitation. Isn’t
it clear that they belong to the bourgeoisie, the class
anfagonistic to the proletariat?

Actually the Soviet press itsell calls these people
“Soviet capitalists,” “newborn entirepreneurs.” “private
entreprencurs.” “newly emerged kulaks,” “speculators.”
“exploiters.” etc. Aren’t the revisionist Khrushehov
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 pub-
lished 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 the question whether
there are antagomstic classes and class struggle in the
Soviet Union. These data are veadily available and
even the revisionist Khrushchov clique are unable to
deny them.

These data suffice to show thal the unbridled
aclivities of the bourgeoisie against the proletarial are
widespread in the Soviet Union, in the city as well as
the countryside. in indusiry as well as agriculture. in
the sphere of production as well as the sphere of cir-
culation, all the way from the economic departments
to Party and government organizations, and [rom the
grass-rools to the higher leading bodies. These anti-
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socialist activities are nothing if not the sharp class
struggle of the bourgeoisie against the proletariat.

It 1s not strange that attacks on socialism should
be made in a socialist country by old and new bour-
geois elements. Theve is nothing terrifying about this
so long as the leadership of the Party and state re-
mains a Marxist-Leninist one. But in the Soviet
Union today. the gravily of the situation lies in the
fact that the revisionist Khrushchov clique have
usurped the leadership of the Soviet Party and stale
and that a privileged bourgeois straium has emerged
in Soviet society.

We shall deal with this problem in the following
seclion

The Scviet Privileged Stratum and the Revisionist
Khrushchov Clique

The privileged stratum in contemporary Soviet
society is composed of degenerate elements from among
the leading cadres of Party and government organiza-
fions. enterprises and farms as well as bourgeois intel-
lectuals: it stands in opposition to the workers. the
peasants and the overwhelming majority of the intel-
lectuals and cadres of the Soviet Union.

Lenin pointed out soon after the Oclober Revolu-
tion that bourgeois and petty-bourgeois ideologies and
force of habit were encircling and influencing the pro-
letariat from all directions and were corrupling certain
of its sections. This circumstance led to the emergence
from among the Soviet officials and functionaries both
of bureaucrats alienated from the masses and of new
bourgeois elements. Lenin also pointed out that
although the high salaries paid to the bourgeois techni-
cal specialists staying on to work for the Sovict regime
were necessary. they were having a corrupting in-
fluence on it.

Therefore. Lenin laid great stress on waging per-
sistent struggles against the influence of bourgeois and
petly-bourgeois  ideologies. on arcusing the broad
masses (o take part in governmeni work, on ceasclessly
exposing and purging burcaucrats and new bourgeois
elements in the Soviet organs. and on crealing condi-
tiens that would bar the existence and reproduction of
the hourgeoisie. Lenin pointed oul sharply that “with-
out a svstemalic and dolermined struggle to improve
the apparatus, we shall perish before the basis of social-
ism is ereated.” !

At the same time. he laid great stress on adherence
to the puinaple of the Paris Commune in wage policy,
that is all publie servants were to be paid wages corre-
sponding to those of the workers and only bourgeois
specialists were to be paid high salaries. From the
October Revolution to the period of Soviet economic
rehabilifation. Lenin's directives were in the main
observed: the leading personnel ot the Party and
government orgamzations and enlerprises and Pavly
members among the specialists received salaries rough-
ly equivalent to the wages of workers.
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At that time, the Communist Party and the Govern-
ment of the Soviel Union adopted a number of
mcasures in the sphere of polities and idcology and
in the syvstem of distribution to preveni leading cadres
in any department [rom abusing theirr powers or
degeneratling morally or politically.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union headed
by Stalin adhered {o the dictatorship of the prole-
iarial and the voad of socialism and wagsd a staunch
stiruggle against the forces of capitalism.  Stalin’s
struggles  azainst 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 between the two
roads of socialism and capitalism.  Viclory in these
struggles smashed the vain plot of the bouwrgeoisic o
restore capitalism in the Soviet Union.

Ii cannot be denicd that before Stalin's death high
salaries were already being paid (o certain groups and
that some cadires had already degencrated and become
bourgeois elements,  The Cenlral Commilttee of the
C.P.S.U. poinled out in ils report to the 19th Party
Congress in October 1952 that degencration and corrup-
tion had appeared in certain Party organizations. The
leaders of these organizations had turned them into
small communitfies composed exclusively of their own
people, “setting their group interests higher than the
interests of the Party and the state.” Some executives
of industrial enterprises “forget that the enterprises
enuusted to their charge ave state enterprises, and try
to turn them into their own private domain.” “Instead
of safeguarding the common husbandry of the collec-
tive farms,” some Party and Soviet [unclionaries and
some cadres in agricultural departments “engage in
tilching collective-farm  property.” In the cultural,
artistic and scientilic [fields, too, works attacking and
smearing the socialist system had appeared and a
monopolistie “Arakcheyev regime” had emerged among
the scientists.

Since Khrushchov usurped the leadership of the
Soviet Party and stale, there has been a fundamental

change in the state of the class sirugule in the Soviet
Union.

Khrushchov has carried out a servies of revisionist
policies serving (he interests of the bourgeoisie and
rapidly swelling the lorces of capitalism in the Soviet
Union.

On the pretext of “combating the personality cult.”
Khrushchov has defamed the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and the socialist system and thus in fact paved
the way for the restoration of capitalism in the Sovict
Union. In completely negating Stalin, he has in [act
negated Marxism-Leninism which was upheld by Stalin
and opened the floodgates for the revisionist deluge,

Khrushchov has substituted “malterial incentive”
for the socialist principle, “from each according lo his
ability. to cach according to his work.” IIe has widened,
and not narrowed, the gap between the incomes of a
small minorily and those of the workers, peasants
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and ordinary intellectuals. He has  supported the
degenerates in leading positions. encouraging them to
become even more unscrupulous in  abusing their
powers and to appropriate the fruils of labour of
the Soviet people. Thus he has aceeleraled the polarvi-
zation ol classes in Soviet socicty.

Khrushchov  sabotages the  socialist  planned
cconomy, applies the capitalist principle of profit,
develops capitalist free compelition and undermines
socialist ownership by the whole people.

Khrushchov ailacks the system of socialist novicul-
tural planning. describing it as  “burcaucratic™ and
“unnecessary.”  Bager to learn from the big propriclors
ol Amecrican  [arms, he is  encouraging  capitalist
management, foslering a kulak cconomy and under-
mining the socialist collective ceonomy.

Khrushchov is peddling bourgeois ideology. bour-
geois liberty. equality, fraternity and humanily. in-
culcating bourgeois idealism and motaphysics and the
reactionary ideas ol bourgcois individualism. humun-
ism and pacifism among the Soviel people. and debas-
ing socialist morality. The rotten bourgeois culture of
the West is now fashionable in the Soviet Union, and
socialist culture is ostracized and aitacked.

Under the signboard of “peaceful coexistence.”
Khrushchov has been colluding with U.S. imperialism,
wrecking the socialist camp and the international com-
munist movement, opposing the revolutionary struggles
of the oppressed peoples and nations. practising great-
power chauvinism and national egoism and belraying
proletarian internationalism. All this is being donc for
the protection of the vested interests of a handful of
people, which he places above the fundamental in-
terests of the peoples ol the Soviet Union, the socialist
camp and the whole world.

The line Khrushchov pursucs is a revisionist line
through and through. Guided by this line, not only
have the old bourgeois elements run wild but new
bourgeois clements have appeared in large numbers
among the leading cadres of he Soviet Party and
Government, the chiefs of stale enterprises and collec-
tive farms, and the higher intellectuals in the fields of
culture, art, science and technology.

In the Soviet Union al present. not only have the
new bourgeois clements increased in number as never
belore, but their social status has fundamentally
changed. Before Khrushchov came to power. they did
not occupy the ruling posilion in Sovicl society. Their
activities were restricied in many wavs and they were
subject to attack. But since Khrushchov took over.
usurping the leadevship of the Pavty and the state step
by step. the new bourgeois elements have gradually
visen to the ruling posilion in the Party and Govern-
ment and in the cconomic. cultural and other depart-
ments, and formed a privileged stratfum in Soviet
societly.

This privileged stratum is the principal component
of the bourgcoisie in the Soviet Union today and the
main social basis of the revisionist Khrushchov clique.
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The revisionist Khrushchov clique are the polilical
representatives of the Soviet bourgeoisie, and particu-
larly of its privileged stratum.

The revisionist Khrushchov clique have carried out
one purdge alter another and replaced one group of
cadres after another throughout the country, Irom the
central to the local bodies. from leading Party and
government organizations to economic and cultural and
cducational departments. dismissing those they do not
trust and planting their proteges in leading posts.

Take the Central Commitltee of the C.P.S.U. as an
example.  The statisties show t{hat nearly 70 per cent
of the Members of the Central Committee of the
C.P.S.U. who were elected at its 19th Congress in 1952
were purged in the course of the 20th and 22nd Con-
gresses held respectively in 1956 and 1961, And nearly
50 per cent of the Members of the Central Committee
who were elected at the 20th Congress were purged
al the time of the 22nd Congroess.

Or take the iocial orgenizations. On the eve ol the
22nd Congress. on the pretext of “renewing the cadres.”
the revisionist Khrushchov clique, according to incom-
plete statisties. removed [rom office 45 per cent ol the
members of the Party Central Commilttees of the Union
Republics and of the Party committees of the territories
and regions. and 40 per cent of the members ol the
municipal and district Party committees. In 1963, on
the pretext of dividing the Party into “industrial” and
“agricultural™ Parly commiltees. they further veplaced
more than hall the members of the Central Committees

ol the Union Republics and of the Regional Party Com-
mitlees,

Through this series of changes the Soviet privileged
stratum has gained control of the Party, the govern-
ment and other important organizations,

The members of this privileged stratum have con-
verled the function of scrving the masses inlo 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 membe=rs of this privileged stratum appropriate
the [ruits of the Soviet people’s labour and pockel in-
comes that are dozens or even a hundred times those
of the average Soviel worker and peasant. They not
only secure high incomes in the form of high salaries,
high awards. high royalties and a great variely of per-
sonal subsidies. bul also use their privileged position
to appropriate public property by graft and bribery.
Comipletely divorced from the working people of the
Sovietl Union. they live the parasitical and decadent life
ol the bourgeoisie.

The members of this privileged stratum have be-
come utterly degenerate ideologically, have com-
pletely departed from the revolutionary traditions of
the Bolshevik Party and discarded the lofty ideals of
the Soviet working class. They are opposed to
Marxism-Leninism and  socialism.  They betray the
revolution and lorbid others to make revolution. Their
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sole concern is to consolidate their economic position
and political rule. All their activitics revolve around
the private interests of their own privileged stratum.

Having usurped the leadership of the Soviet Parly
and state, the Khrushchov cligue are turning the
Marxist-Leninist Communist Party of the Soviet Union
with its glorious revolutionary history info a revision-
ist party; they are turning the Soviet state under {he
diclatorship of the proletariat into a state under the
dictatorship of the revisionist Khrushchov clique; and,
step by step. they ave 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 bourgeoisie opposed to the Yugoslav people
has gradually come into being since the Tito clique
took the road of revisionism, transforming the Yugosiav
state from a dictatorship of the proletariat into
the dictatorship of the burcaucrat bourgeoisie and
ils socialist public economy into state capitalism.
Now people sec the Khrushchov clique taking the road
already travelled by the Tito clique. Khrushchov looks
to Belgrade as his Mecca, saying again and again that
he will learn from the Tito clique’'s experience and
declaring that he and the Tilo clique “belong to one
and the same idea and are guided by the same theory. 2
This is not al all surprising.

As a result of Khrushchov's revisionism. the first
socialist country in the world built by the great Soviet
people with their blood and sweal is now facing an
unprecedenled 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
[aets about their own ruthless class struggle against the
Soviet people.

The Soviet privileged stratum represented by the
revisionist Khrushchov clique constitutes only a few
per cent of the Soviel population. Among the Soviel
cadres its numbers arve also small. It stands dia-
metrically opposed to the Soviet people, who con-
stitute more than 90 per cent of the lotal population,
and to the greal majority of the Soviet cadres and
Communists, The coniradiction between the Soviet
people and this privileged stratum is now the principal
contradiction inside the Soviet Union, and it is an
irreconcilable and antagonistic class contradiction.

The glorious Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
which was built by Lenin, and the great Soviel people
displayed epoch-making revolutionary initiative in the
October Socialist Revolution, they showed their hero-
ism and stamina in deleating the White Guards and
the armed intervention by more Lhan a dozen impe-
rialist countries, they scored unprecedentedly brilliant
achievemenlis in the struggle for industrialization and
agricultural collectivization. and they won a tremendous
viclory in the Patlriotic War against the German Fas-
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cists and saved all mankind. Even under the rule of
the Khrushchov clique. the mass of the members of
the C.P.S.U. and the Sovict people are carrying on the
glorious revolutionary traditions nurtured by Lenin and
Stalin. and they still uphold socvialism and aspire to
communisn.

The broad masses of the Soviet workers. collective
farmers and intellectuals are seething with discontent
against the oppression and exploitation practised by the
privileged stratum. They have come to sce ever more
clearly the revisionist feature: of the Khrushchov clique
which is belraying socialism and restoring capitalism.
Among the ranks of the Soviet cadres. there are many
who still persist in the revolutionary stand of the pro-
letarviat, adhere to the road of socialism and [lirmly
oppese Khrushchov's revisionism. The broad masses of
the Soviet people, of Communists and cadres are using
various means to vesist and oppose the revisionist line
of the Khrushchov cligue. so that the revisionist
Khrushchov clique cannot so easily bring about the
restoration of capitalism. The great Soviet people are
fighting to defend the glorious iraditions of the Great
Ociober Revolution, to preserve the greal gains of
sociglism and to =mash the plot for the restorativn of
capiialism.

Refutation of the So-Callad Siate of the Whole People

At the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U. Khrushchov
openly raised the banner ol opposition to the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, announcing the replacement of
the stale of the dictatorship ol the proletariat by the
“state ol the whole people.” It i1s written in the Pro-
gramme of the C.P.S.U. that the dictatorship of the pro-
letarial “has ceased to be indispensable in the U.S.S.R.”
and that *“the stale, which arose as a state of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. has. in the new. contem-
porary stage, become a state of the entive people.”

Anyone with a little knowledge of Marxism-
Leninism knows that the concept of the state is a class
concept. Lenin poinfed 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 represses another. Every stale is
the dictatorship 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 explicitly that the very
aim of the proletarian socialist revolution is to
overthrow bourgeois rule and establish the dictatorship
of the proletariat. After the viclory ol the socialist rev-
clution, the prolelariat and its party must sirive unre-
mittingly to [ullil the historical tasks of the dictatorship
of the prolelarviat and eliminate classes and class dil-
ferences, 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 lo cover
up the class nalure of state power and describe the
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state machinery under their control as being “of the
whole people” and “above class.”

The fact that Khrushchov has announced the
abolition of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the
Soviet Union and advanced the thesis of the “state of
the whole people” demonstrates that he has replaced
the Marxist-Leninist teachings on the slate by bourgeois
falschoods.

When Marxist-Leninists eriticized theiv fallacies,
the revisionist Khrushchov clique hastily defended
themselves and fried hard to invent a so-called thec-
retical basis lor the “state of the whole people.” They
now assert thal the historical period of the dictatorship
of the proletarviat mentioned by Marx and Lenin refers
only to the transition [rom capitalism to the [irst stage
of communism and not to its higher siage. They further
assort that “the diclatorship of the proletarial will cease
to be necessary before the stale withiers away™ and
that after the end of the dictatorship of the proletaviat.
there is yet another stage. the “stale ol the whole
people.”

These are out-and-out sophistiries.

In his Critique of the Gotha Programme, Marx
advanead the well-known axion: that the dictatorship of
the proletarviat is the stale of the period of transition
from capitalism (o comnmiunism.
explanation of this Marxist axion.

Lenn zave a clear

He said:
In his Critique of the Gotha Programme Marx wrole:

“Belween capitalist and contmuinist sociely lies
the period of the rvevolutionary lransformation of
the one into the other. There corresponds to this
also a political transition period in which the state
can be nothing bul the revolutionary dictatorship
of the proletariat.”

Up to now this axiom has never been disputed by
Socialists, and yet it implies the recognition of the exis-
tence of the state right up to the time when victorious
socialism has grown into complele communism.s9

Lenin [urther said:

The essence of NMarx's teaching on the state has
been mastered only by those who understand that the
dictatorship of a single class is necessary nol only for
every class sociely in gencral, not only for the pro-
letariat which has overthrown the bourgeoisie, but also
for ihe entire historical period which scparates capital-
ism [rom -—classless society,” from Communism.36

It is perlectly clear thal according to Marx and
Lenin, the historical period throughout which the state
of the dictatorship of the proletariat exists, is not
merely the period of transition from capitalism to the
first stage ol communism. as alleged by the revisionist
Khrushchov chigue. but the enlire period ol transition
from capitalism to “complete communism.” to the time
when all class differences will have been eliminated and
“classless society™ realized, that is to say, to the higher
stage ol communism.
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It is equally clear that the state in the transition
period referred to by Marx and Lenin is the dictator-
ship of the proletariat and not anything clse. The dic-
tatorship of the proletariat is the form of the state in
the entire period ol 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 deducced 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 dis-
appearance (the transition from state to nonstate) would
be the “proletariat organized as the ruling class.”37

Historically the dictatorship of the proletariat may
take different forms from one country to another and
from one period to another, but in essence it will re-
main the same. Lenin said:

The transition [rom capitalism to Communism cer-
tainly cannot but yield a tremendous abundance and
variely of political forms, but the essence wiil incvitably
be the same: the dictatorship of the proletariat.38

It can thus be seen that it is absolutely not the
view of Marx and Lenin but an invention of the revi-
sionist 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 ol context. They have arbitrarily de-
seribed the future nature of the state [Staatswesen in
German] of communist society rveferred to by Marx in
his Critique of the Gotha Programme as “ ‘the state of
communist society,” [eocydapereennocrts KOMMYHUCTH-
ueckoeo oowecrey in Russian] which is no longer a
dictatorship of the proletaviat.™® They gleefully an-
nounced 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 foreseen that
revisionists would make use of this phrase to distort
Marxism. In his Marxism on the State, Lenin gave an
excellent explanation of it. He said, . . . the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is a ‘political transition period'. . ..
But Marx gocs on to speak of ‘the future nature of the
state [2ocyoapereenkocts in Russian, Staatswesen in
German] of communist society’!! Thus, there will be
a state cven in ‘communist society’!! Ts there not a con-
tradiction in this?” Lenin answered. “No.” He then
tabulated the three stages in the process of development
from the bourgeois state to the withering away of the
state:

The first stage—in capitalist society, the state is
needed by the bourgeoisie—the bourgeois state.

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

The third stage — in communist sociely, 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 proletariat and the
withering away of the state are to be found. By pre-
cisely this tabulalion Lenin made it clear that when
communism is reached the state withers away and be-
comes non-exisient.

Ironically enough, the revisionist Khrushchov clique
also quoted this very passage [rom Lenin's Marxism
on the State in the cowse of delending their ervor.
And then they proceeded to make the following idiotic
statement:

In our country the first two periods referred to by
Lenin in the opinion quoted already belong to history.
In the Soviet Union a slate of the whole people—a
communist state system, the state of the first phase of
communism, has arisen and is developing 0

If the first two periods relerred 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 it ought to be the
dictalorship of the proletariat and under absolutely no
circumstances a “state of the whole people.”

In arguing [or their “state of the whole people.”
the revisionist Khrushchov clique exert themselves to
vilily the dictatorship of the proletariat as undemo-
cratic. They assert that only by replacing the state ol
the dictatorship of the proletarial by the “state of the
whole people” can democracy be [urther developed and
turned into *‘genuine democracy for the whole people.”
Khrushchov has pretentiously said that the abolition
of the dictatorship of the proletariat exemplifies “a line
of energetically developing democracy™ and that “pro-
lelarian democracy is becoming socialist democracy of
the whole people.”#

These utterances can only show that their authors
cither are completely ignorant of the Marxist-Leninist
teachings on the state or are maliciously distorting
them.

Anyone with a little knowledge of Marxism-Lenin-
ism knows that the concept of democracy as a form of
the state, like that of dictatorship, is a class one. There
can only be class democracy. there cannot be “dem-
ccracy for the whole people.”

Lenin said:

Democracy for the vast majority of the people, and
suppression by foree, i.e., exclusion from democracy, of
the exploiters and oppressors of the people —this is
the change democracy undergoes during the transition
from capitalism to Communism.i2

Dictatorship over the exploiting classes and democracy
among the working people — these are the two aspects
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. It is only under




the dictatorship of the proletavial (hat democracy Lor
the masses of the working people can be developed and
expanded to an unprecedented extent.  Without the
dictatorship of the proletariat 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 bourgeois democracy. The one
excludes the other. This is inevitable and admits of no
compromise. The more thoroughly bourgeois democracy
is eliminated, the more will proletarian democracy
[lourish. In the eyes of the bourgeoisie, any country
where this occurs is lacking in democracy. But actually
this is the promotion of proletarian democracy and Lhe
elimination of bourgeois democracy. As proletarian
democracy develops, bourgcois 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 dictator-
ship there is no democracy and that the only way to
develop democracy is to abclish the dictatorship over
enemies, stop suppressing them and institute “democ-
racy for the whole people.”

Their view is cast [rom the same mould as the
renegade Kautsky's concept of “pure democracy.”

In criticizing Kautsky Lenin said:

“pure democracy” is not only an ignorant
phrase, revealing a lack of understanding both of the
ciass struggle and of the nature of the state, but also a
fhrice-empty phrase, since in communist society democ-
racy will wither away in the process of changing and
becoming a habit, but will never be “pure” demoeracy.43

He also pointed out:

The dialecties (course) of the development is as fol-
lows: from absolulism to bourgeois democracy: from
bourgeois to proletarian democracy; from proletarian
democracy to none.34

That is to say. in the higher stage of communism pro-
letarian democracy will wither away along with the
elimination of classes 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 people™ pro-
claimed by Khrushchov is a hoax. In thus retrieving
the tatiered garments of the bourgeoisie and the old-line
revisionists, patching them up and adding a label of
his own, Khrushchov's sole purpose is to deceive the
Soviet people and the revolutionary people of the world
and cover up his betrayal of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and his opposition to socialism.

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

Khrushchov has abolished the dictalorship of the
proletarial in the Soviet Union and established a dicta-
torship of the revisionist clique headed by himself. that
is, a dictatorship of a privileged stratum of the Soviet
bourgeoisie. Actually his “state of the whole people”
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is not a state of the dictatorship of ihe proletariai but
a state in which his small revisionist clique wicld their
dictatership over the masses of the workers, the peas-
ants and the revolutionary intellectuals. Under the
rule of the Khrushchov clique. there is no democracy
for the Sovict working people, there is demoeracy only
for the handful of people belonging to the revisionist
Khrushchov clique, for the privileged stratum and fer
the bourgeois elements, old and new. Khrushchov’s
“democracy for the whole people” is nolhing but out-
and-out bourgeois democracy, i.e., a despotic dietator-
ship of the Khrushchov clique over lhe Soviet people.

In the Soviel 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
walched, followed, summoned, and even arrested, im-
prisoned or diagnosed as “mentally ill” and sent to
“mental hospitals.” Reccently the Soviet press has de-
clared that it is necessary to “[ight” against those who
show even the slightest dissatisfaction, and called for
“relentless battle” against the “rotten jokers™ who are
so bold as to make sarcastic remarks about Khrush-
chov’s agricultural policy. It is particularly astonishing
that the revisionist Khrushchov clique should have on
more than one cccasion bloodily suppressed striking
workers and the masses who pul up resistance.

The formula of abolishing the diclatorship of the
proletariat while keeping a state of the whole people
reveals the secret of the revisionist Khrushchov clique;
that is, they are lirmly opposed to the dictatorship of the
proletariat 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 state machinery [for repressing the Soviet
working people and the Marxist-Leninists. They need
it for clearing the way for the restoralion ol capitalism
in the Sovict Union. These are Khrushchov’s real aims
in raising the banners oi 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 C.P.S.U. Khrushchov
openly raised another banner. the alteration of the
proletarian character of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union. He announced the replacement of the
party of the proletariat by a “party of the entire peo-
ple.” The Programme of the C.P.S.U. states. “As a
result of the viclory of socialism 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
pecple.”  The open letter of the Central Committee
of the C.P.S.U. says that the C.P.S.U. “has become a
political organization of the entire people.”

IHow absurd!

Elementary knowledge of Marxism-Leninism tells
us that, like the state, a political party is an instrument
of class struggle. Every political party has a class
character. Parly spirit is the concentrated expression
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of class character. There is no such thing as a non-
class or supra-class polilical 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 par-
ticular class.

The party of the proletariat is buill in accordance
with the revolutionary theory and revolutionary style
of Marxism-Leninism; 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 proletariat and the highest form of its
organization. The pariy ol the proletariat represents
the interests of the proletariat and the cencentration
of its will.

Morcover, the party of the proletariat is the only
party able to represent the interestis of the people, who
constitute over 90 per cent of the total population.
The reason is that the interests of the proletariat are
identical with those of the working masses, that the
proletarian party can approach problems in the light
of the historical role of the proletariat and in {erms
of the present and future interests of the proletariat
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 Marx-
ism-Leninism.

In addition to its members of warking-class origin,
the party of the proletariat has members of other class
origins. But the latter do not join the Party as rep-
resentalives 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:

If people of this kind from other classes join the
proletarian movement, the first condition must be that
they should not bring any remnants of bourgeois, petty-
bourgeois, cte., prejudices with them but should whole-
heartedly adopt the proletarian outlonk. 46

The basic principles concerning the character of
the proletarian party were long ago elucidated by
Marxism-Leninism. But in the opinion of the revi-
sionist Khrushchov clique these principles are “stereo-
typed formulas,” while their “party of the entire peo-
ple” conforms to the “actual dialectics of the develop-
ment of the Communist Party.”47

The revisionist Khrushchov clique have cudgelled
their brains to think up arguments justifying their
“party of the entire people.” They have argued during
the talks between the Chirese and Soviet Parties in
July 1963 and in the Soviet press that they have
changed the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
into a “party of the entire people” because:

1. The CP.S.U. expresses the intercsts of the
whole people.

2. The entire people have accepted the Marx-
ist-Leninist world outlook of the working class,
and the aim of the working class — the building
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of communism — has become the aim of the entire
people.

3. The ranks of the C.P.S.U. consist of the
best representatives of the workers, collective farm-
ers and intcllecluals, The C.P.S.U. unites in its
own ranks representatives of over a hundred
nationalities and peoples.

4. The democratic method used in the Party's
activities is also in accord with its character as the
party of the entire people.

It is obvious even at a glance that none of these
arguments adduced by the revisionist Khrushchov
clique shows a serious approach to a serious problem.

When Lenin was fighting the opportunist muddle-
heads, he remarked:

Can people obviously incapable of taking serious
problems scriously, themselves be taken seriously? It
is difficult to do so, comrades, very difficult! But the
queslion which certain people cannot treat seriously is
in itsell so serious that it will do no harm to examine
even patently frivolous replies to it.48

Today, too, it will do no harm to examine the
patenfly f[rivolous replies given by the revisionist
Khrushchov clique to so serious a question as that of
the party of the proletariat.

According to the revisionist Khrushchov clique, the
Communist Party should become a “party of the en-
tire people” because it expresses the interests of the en-
tire people. Does it not then follow that from the very
beginning it should have been a ‘“party of the entire
people” instead of a party of the proletariat?

According to the revisionist Khrushchov clique, the
Communist Party should become a *“party of the entire
people” because “the entire people have accepted the
Marxist-Leninist world outlook of the working class.”
But how can it be said that everyone has accepted the
Marxist-Leninist world outlook in Soviet society where
sharp class polarization 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 be-
come the world outlook 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 for 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 en-
tire pecple” because its membership consists of workers,
peasants and intellectuals and all nationalities and peo-
ples. 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 C.P.S.U.
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 exclusion of other
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nationalities and peoples? If the character of a party is
determined by the social background of its member-
ship, does it not then follow that the numerous political
parties in the world whose members also come from
various classes, nationalities and peoples are all “par-
ties of the entire people™?

According to the revisionist Khrushchov clique, the
Party should be a “party of the entire people” because
the methods it uses in its activities are democratic. But
from its outset, a Communist Party is built on the basis
of the principle of democratic centralism and should
always adopt the mass line and the democratic method
of persuasion and education in working among the peo-
ple. Does it not then follow that a Communist Party
is a “party ol the entire people” [rom the [irst day of
its founding?

Briefly. none of the arguments listed by ihe re-
visionist Khrushchov clique holds water.

Besides making a great fuss about a “party of the
entire people,” Khrushchov has also divided th» Party
inlo an “industrial party” and an “agricultural party”
on the pretext of “building the Party organs on the
praduction principle.”#?

The revisionist Khrushchov clique say that they
have done so because of “the primacy of economics over
politics under socialism™™ and because they want to
place “the economic and production problems, which
have been pushed to the forefront by the entire course
of the communist construction, at the centre of the
activities of the Party organizations” and make them
“the cornerstone of all their work.”?! Khrushchov said,
“We say bluntly that the main thing in the work of the
Party organs is production.”™ And what is more, they
have foisted these views on Lenin, claiming that they
are acling in accordance with his principles.

However, anyone at all acquainted with the
history of the C.P.S.U. knows that, far from being
Lenin’s views, they are anti-Leninist views and that
they were views held by Trotsky. On this question, too,
Khrushchov is a worthy disciple of Trotsky.

In criticizing Trotsky and Bukharin, Lenin said:

Politics are the concentrated expression of eco-
nomics. . . . Polities cannot but have precedence over
economics. To argue differently means forgetting the
A B C of Marxism.

He continued:

. without a proper political approach to the
subject the given class cannot maintain its rule, and
consequently cannot solve its own production problents.53

The facts are crystal clear: the real purpose of the
revisionist Khrushchov clique in proposing a “party of
the entire people” was completely to alter the prole-
tarian character of the C.P.S.U. and transform the
Marxist-Leninist party into a revisionist party.

The great Communist Party of the Soviet Union is
confronted with the grave danger of degenerating
from a party of the proletariat into a party of the
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bourgeoisie and from a Marxist-Leninist into a revi-
sionist party.

Lenin said:

A party that wants to exist cannot allow the slight-
est wavering on the question of its existence or any
agreement with those who may bury it5%

At present, the revisionist Khrushchov clique is
again confronting the broad membership of the great
Communist Party of the Soviet Union with precisely
this serious question.

Khrushchov’s Phoney Communism

At the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U., Khrushchov
announced that the Sovict Union had already entered
the period of the extensive building of communist society.
He also declared that “we shall, in the main, have
built a communist society within twenty years.”® This
is pure fraud.

How can there be talk of building communism
when the revisionist Khrushchov clique are leading the
Soviet Union on to the path of the restoration of
capitalism and when the Soviel people are in grave
danger ol losing the [ruils of socialism?

In putting up the signboard of “building commun-
ism” Khrushchov's real aim is to conceal the true face
of his revisionism. But it is not hard to expose this
trick. Just as the eyeball of a fish cannot be allowed
to pass as a pearl, so revisionism cannot be allowed
to pass itself off as communism.

Scientific communism has a precise and definite
meaning. According to Marxism-Leninism, communist
sociely is a society in which classes and class differences
are completely eliminated. the enlire people have a high
level of communist consciousness and morality as well
as boundless enthusiasm for and initiative in labour,
there is a great abundance of social products and the
principle of “from each according to his ability, to each
according to his needs” is applied, and in which the
state has withered away.

Marx declared:

In the higher phase of comrmunist 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 of life but life's prime
want; after the productive forces have also increased
with the all-round development of the individual, and
all the springs of co-operative wealth flow more abun-
dantly — only then can the narrow horizon of bourgeois
right be crossed in its entirety and society inscribe on
its banners: From cach according to his ability, to
each according to his needs!6

According to Marxist-Leninist theory, the purpose
of upholding the dictatorship of the proletariat in the
period of socialism is precisely to ensure that society
develops in the direction of communism. Lenin said
that “forward development, ie., towards Communism,
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