ARKISM holds that the separatmn of phys1cal
Jabour (from- inéntal labeur emerged “lagts -and
- ‘Wlll ‘end: together rithe class somety With the elifniha-
tlon “of - classes; class dlfferenuatlons 1nclud1ng that
. bétiveen phys1cal labour and rnental 1aloour Wlll 1nev1—
tably: dlsappear :
'W"ﬁwh allegedl‘y class “confhct and class ,“antagomsm”
vno' longer -exist, an opposwn phenomenon can- be seen:
not only is the gap between physical labour and mental
labour growing but the antagonism between them is
‘sharpening with each passing day. There, intellectual

aristocrats and their like naturally consider themselves:
Superior to others and. look down on those who.do |

manual labour. Investigations at a number of schools

in the Soviet Union show that students all go affer
titles-and positions such as experts and doctorates, and.

that in the order of preference for jobs, that of a steel-
worker rates. the. .28th, lathe turner the 35th, fractor

driver the 51st, with farm labourer and llvestock breed—r_t

er forming “the lowest of professions.”

Obviously the steady widening of the dlfference
between physical and mental labour and the emergence
of group after ; group of new mtellectual aristocrats are
a concrete expression of the allround capitalist resto-
ration in thé Soviet Union. The" arch-criminals who
have brought about this situation are none other ‘than
the new tsars. The schools and espec1ally the institu-
tions of hlgher learning in ‘the country today are the
- breeding. ground of bourgeois 1ntellectua1 aristocrats.
The Soviet 1ev1s1omsts ruthlessly po1son the minds of
~youth in.these institutions with decadent ideas such as

“using knowledge as capltal studymg “for the sake of
-Gettlng official appomtments, 100k1ng down- upon the
'Worklng people etc In, these institutions spec1al
educat,ton for young talent is. enforced 7 Accordlng to
wvhqt the Sov1et rev1s1omsts call “prmc1ples of educa—
o t1onal leglslatlon & those Who ~enrol -in vocatlonal
:schools will be tralned -as the reselve force of the
. Workmg class B “young skllled WOlkerS Whel eas those
. admitted to_ 1nst1tut10ns of h1gher learmng can expect
;to Lill positions of “hlgh level experts.” In add1t1on
. the Sov1et rev151on1sts have establlshed spec1a1 schools
to teach: polltms, mathematms f1ne art and- music’ to
50= called ““talented students.’ These speCLal students
who consider themselves far supe11or to the masses- Wlll

“be given upon graduation- posmons -at all levels of the

power structure to- serve the bureaucrat—monopoly .

capitalist class in the Sov1et Umon, dommated by the
. rev1smn1sts .

" Those who have the opportunity to enter mstltu—
ticns of higher learning and special schools are first of
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" is always a reflection of class antagonism. -

-

like sowing-seed oh stones,”

P.le.lS .V.Ll_lfledt by .f?he,.,_S,o,vlet e v1smnlsts as “"utxle 1abour:' o
Offsprmgs of some W01k— _
. ing . people: who -_are admltted “info . professional’. and

)

technical schools .are only: trained . to_be- skilled wage- - -

workers - to. create “surplus T valte for the: bureadcrat-

- monopaly. bourgeome New. boutgedis intellecfual aris-

totrats have miushroothed. in the Soviét’ Union for a
long tlme as-aresult of ‘the wide spreadlng of: revision<

'_ ist: rubbish.: by Brezhnev and company . through various

channels and the adoption of all kinds of meéasures to.
1nten51fy bourdems rlght

: The ant1thes1s between phys1cal ancl mental labour'
The gap
between ‘a handful of bourgeois inteéllectual ‘aristocrats
on the one hand and workers and peasants engaged in
physical labour on the other has become wider and
wider in the Soviet Union today. Workers and peasants
who toil all the year round get small wages, while the

.unearned income of intellectual aristocrats, the favour-

ites: of the Soviet revisionist renegade clique, is several
dozen times, even hundred times,-higher than wages of
the ordinary workers and peasants. In addition, the

intellectual ~aristocrats enjoy every kind of pr1v11eges.
and live in 1uxury This grave situation cannot but_,
aggravate class antagonism and arouse ever stronger

discontent and resistance among the broad masses of
the Soviet working people. .

(by Tai Shan—hung, member of a unit
of the Chinese People’s Liberation Army)

What Makes for Productlen
Efflcnency?

T the 25th- congress “of the SOV1et rev1smmst party,

“Brezhnev urged_ p10mot1ng the rapld growth of
labour product1v1ty and achieving a- steep rise of ef—
fic1ency in -all somal productlon L
took up the theme in no t1me, calhng for t'lghter labour
dlsmphne hlgher ploductlon eff.lmency and Iulfllment
of fl*ced quotas—" "_ . S _"' :

“There is a reason for the fact that the SOV1et
revisionist auth011t1es are worried- about productmn
eff101ency :

Aslits all—round restoratmn of capltahsm sellously
damaged the soc1al productlve forces and impeded the
fulfilment: of plans, the. . Soviet revisionist. renegade

clique has. been beset with difficulties and mired in a

protracted ‘and insuperable crisis. According to Soviet
press. reports, in_the Kirghiz Union Republic,
year; - one-fifth of the .(industrial). enterpliSes on the
average tailed to attain their fargets for a rise of labour
productivity.”? Production efficiéhcy was low in in-
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dustries of | such+ unich . republics .as Georgia and
Armenia. Pravdae'openly blamed many enterprises for
’low 1abour productivity, saying that “almost oge half
‘of the plants,” workshops and productlon units built in

‘ :the p_ast few yedrs failed fo reach: the designed levels
in a number of important indicés within the deadline.”:
Naturally the Brezhnev chque Wanted to “put things in

Cfood order.” =~ . :

‘ What is. the Soviet panacea for raising labour
productivity? According to Brezhnev, it is to combine
“material incentives” with “strict and mandatory sanc-
‘tions,” in other words, to use money as bait and
threaten with a big stick at the same time. Those who
‘are willing to sweat blood will be paid a few more

‘rubles-and those who do not work to the satisfaction of
‘the bosses will be severely punished. This is the way -
by which all exploiting classes increase labour intensity. "

‘Now the Soviet revisionist renegade clique has faken it
over for intensified oppression and exploitation of the

Soviet . working class. This fully reveals the vicious

‘features of the bureaucrat-monopoly bourgeoisie in the
Soviet Union which stops at nothing to fleece the work-
~11'1g people . . .

- The low productlon eff1c1ency in the Soviet Umon
today is an outcome of its social system. It can never

be’ changed by Brezhnev and company s ruble- and-stlck'

poli ey,

What makes for produc‘aon eff1c1ency‘7 -Man’s
Jabotur has always proceéded in cértain social relations.

“Where . social- production relations are different, the’
social character of labour is différent too. Under the

‘system of exploitation, labour is compulsory and the
-working people’s initiative is limited and impaired. It

is ‘only under the socialist system of public ownership-

-that the working people, now the masters of the means
of production, change from working under compulsion
to working for themselves. and bund their production
1n1t1at1ve mto full play.

The Soviet wor, ng class overthrew the 1eactlonary

rile of the tsars in the October ‘Revolution and estab-

lished a socialist-system.- They worked conscientiously
as masters of their own country and developed produc-
tion. rapidly. But in the Soviet Union today with
capitalism restor ed in all flelds, socialist public owner-
ship has changed into bureaucrat-monopoly capitalist

- ownership. The relationship between the ruling class

and the working class is one between oppressors and

the oppressed and between employers and the em-.
ployees, and the workers have once again become wage-.
labourers. Therefore, Soviet workers are not en--

thusiastic about their work, often staying away from
work or using go-slows to show their protest against the
Soviet revisionists’ reactlonary rule and merciless ex-

p101tat10n

Here are a couple of examples disclosed in the
Soviet press: In Georgia, “owing to the loss of work-
days and the suspension of work during the period of
the 9th five-year plan,” “the republic sustained a de-
crease in industrial production of 570 million rubles’
worth of products, which amounted to 10 per cent of
the: annual -total -output value” In Lithuania, “the

‘total number ¢f days workers stayed away from work

in’ 1‘9’75 in the enterprises under the Ministry of Build-
ing’ Material Industry nearly déubled and in those
under the Mmlstly of Light Indu try rose 28 per cent.”

All this ,furnishes concluswe prqof that where there
is oppression, there is resistance and that the heavier
the oppression, the stronger the resistance. The strug-
gle of the Soviet workers will surely advance
until they break the shackles imposed by the Soviet
revisionist rulihg chque and stand up once agam as

~ masters of thelr own country.

(by a workers’ theoretical study group of
the Kweilin Steel Plant in the Kwangsi
Chuang Autonomous Region)
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