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' The éntire pre- Maman 'socialism was dé'mo!ishsd

‘during the life time of Nlarx himself. Since then, the histoty

of the entife commuynist movement is the history of-the
struggle between MAdrkism and revisionism. In this struggte
invarlably revisionlsm is always defeated and Marxism con-
tinues to wln ever new victories.

Aitar the passing away of Marx and Engels, when the
international communist movement was besieged by the
dpportunists of the second Inter-national, Lenin demolished
it and defended, enriched and-re-established Marxism. After
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the passing away of Lenin, Stalin built the first great
socialist state in the world in the course of bitter struggle
against the traitorous gang of Trotsky, Kamanev, Bhukarin
and Zinovev, and in the face of resistance by the inter-
national counter-revolutionary forces. After the passing away
of Stalin, Mao-Tse-Tung played a pioneering role in defending
Marxism during the sixties of this century, when the inter-
national communist * movement was threatened by the
Khrushchov traitor gang.

To-day, the ~nternational communist movement is
encircled not only by the Khrushchov traitor gang but also
by the chinese Liu-Teng revisienist gang. As Lenin defended
Marxism by defeating lhe ‘revisionists of the second Inter-
national and as Mao defended Marxism-Leninism by defea-
ting Khrushchov revisionism, the onerous duty of defeating
the Russian and the Chinese revisionists and to stand guard
as sentinals on their graves defending the revolutionary
proletarian inter-nationalism, rests on the shoulders of the
communist revolutionaries all over ﬂ"le world.

It is only through the struggle against the opportunists of
the second Inter-national, Lenin achieved the umty of inter-
national communists in the third Inter-national. In our times,
the unity of the inter-national communists could be achieved
only in the struggle. against the Russian and chinese
revisionists. -

The Russian reJisionism which emerged in the
sixties and  the Liu-Teng revisionism which emerged in
the seventies are nong other than the new editions of
opportunism of the secohd Inter-national,! defeated by Lenin
at the threshold of this century. Their political content and
the economic basls-except for the variations due to concrete
historical conditions - are in no way different from that of
the revisionists of the second Inter-national.
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1. The political content and -
‘the economic basis of
Revisionism

is a bourgeois trend in the pfé’letarian
movement. Mao said: “ Revisionism is one form of bourgeois
ideology.** 1t pays lip service to Marxism. But in - reality
casts aside the revolutionary essence of Marxism. It preaches
parliamentarism, legalism, - reformism and economism, aban-
doning the:revolutionary activities and the dictatorship  of
the proietariat in the prpletarian movement. The petty bour-

Revisionism

_geois ‘aristocratic’ sections in the working class is its class

basis. Mao said:

1. Maoc-Tse-Tung Selected Works (MSW) Vol.5, P. 435
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“The rise to power of revisionism means the rise to power
of the bourgeoisie.””? This ‘aristocracy’ which compromises
with the bourgecisie and its ideology, abandoning the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the revolutionary practice,
is in fact a new type of bourgeoisie.

~ With regard to this, Engels pointed out, . during the
middle of the 19th century itself. In his letter to Marx in
october 1858, he mentioned about “the English proletariat

is actually beconfing: more and more bourgeois’? and about

the growth of “*bourgeois proletariat”? sections. Both Marx
and Engels have referred to this trend, which cropped up
améng: the Engiisly werking: dlass guring the, pesiod between
1868 and 1892. During this périod only’ Britain was an
industrially developed .courityy, with.a.monopoly over the
world market and the colonies. The British bourgeoisie
created an upper elase- adgtacraty . in. the proletariat, by
sbiibing’ a part of it hoardings accumulated through inten-
sive plunder of the countries of the world than its own.
proletariat. i

The institutions which represented these classes spoke
about achieving socialism “through reforms,  without the

class struggle and the dictatorship of the proletariat. In a

profound sense, Engels referred to these institutions as
*bourgeois labour [Faities’s. He also wrote ‘... to be led by,
men sold to or atle*t paid by the bourgedlsie’s and ‘those
very worst English trade unions whieh allow themselves
o be led by them.® In 1874 Marx wrote about ‘getting
fid of the whole lot.j o

At the close df the 19-th centny changes {pok plade
heralding the dawn of the Era of imperialiem. The finance
capital of not one but of several imperiglists reached
the stage of monopoly. They created ‘labour aristocracy’

”
1. A telk of Mao, August 1964 . :

Quoted in the book ‘Leninism or Social Imperialism*
2.7. Lenin Collected Works (LCW) 23, P. 112-113
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7. LCW 22 P, 194

with vested interests and ‘bourgeois labour parties’ in all
the developed countries. A part of the super profits obtained
in the conditions of monopoly were set aside as a bribe
to corrupt this iabour aristocracy. Thus the procees of rise
and development of a labour aristecracy and its joining
ranks with the bourgeoisie, through economic means metured
and become a reality, Lenin wrote that, ‘imperialism hes

‘the tendency to create privileged sections also among the

workers, and to detatch them from the broad masses of
the proletariat.”? This economic reality — this change which
occuted in the class relations — took the political form of
opportunist trend in the second Inter-national.

When the first world war broke out in 1914-18, the
apportunist trend reared its head under the banner of
*defence of Father land’. It was ‘Social chauviniem and
social imperialism2 'under the leadership of plekhanov and
the like, and ‘centerism’® in its favour under the jeadetship
of Kautsky. Social chauvinists are those who ate socialists
in words and chauvinists in deeds. .Lenin mantioned about
them as, ‘these people are our class enemies. They have
gone over to the bourgeoisie* and as “the bourgeois with
in the working class movement.’® ’

tenin adds further about them: ‘‘they représent a
stratum- or groups or sections of the working class” whith
objectivély have beeri bribed by the bourgeoisie (by better
wages, posifiens of honour etc) and which help their ‘own’
bourgeoisie to plunder and oppress small and weak peoples
and fight for the division of the capitalist spoil#:® This,
stratum of workers turned bourgeois and the labour aristocracy
who are quiet philistine in their mode of life, in the size
of their earnings and their entire out look...... In the civil

‘war between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie they

inevitably and in no small numbers take the side of bour-
geoisie.”” )

1. LCw 22 P, 283 *

2.8, LCW 24 P, 75-77
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Having said this; Lenin elaborated .the class basis of
apportunism and social chauvinism as follows: “Social
chauvinism and opportunism have the same class basis,
namely, the alliance of small section of prqviMBed workers
with ‘their’ national bourgeoisie against the working class
masses; the alliance between the lackeys of the bourgeoisie.
and the bourgeoisie, against the class the latteris exploiting.”?,

Thus, Lenin who elaborated the economic basis of -
opportunism of the second International, summed up its:
political content &s-$ollows: *...Class collaboration, repudia-
tion of revolutionary action, unconditional acceptance of .
the bourgeois legality, confidence in the bourgeoisie and
lack of confidence in the proletariat,”2 and “opportunism
in“the upper ranks of the working class movement is bour-
geois socialism not proletarian socialism™> '

The Khrushchov revisionists came to power in the Soviet
Union, during the sixties. They proclaimed the party of
all people and the state of all by @abandoning the prolet-
arian party and the dictatorship of "the proletariat. They
proclaimed ’three principles of peaceful co-existence’ to
implement 'imperialist ‘policies by abandoning inter-'
national revolution.. Thus, they joined company with the
reactionary ruling classes abandoning the international
working class. They established parliamentarianist bourgeois
oommunist parties, which have abandoned the dictatorship-
of the proletariat and “fhe revolutionary activities by splitting
the communist parties through out the world.

When Mao expoeed! Khrushchov revisionism, he pointed
out the existence of ‘a privileged section’ which consisted *
of ‘degenerated elements’ in the party, government, industrial
establishments and among intellectuals. He said that this
section is against the workers, peasants, majority of
intellectuals and employees’. He said  that 'a major chunk

1-2, LCW 22 P, 112
3.Lew 3) ¢ 234 6
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of this privileged bourgeois section is the soclal basis of
the Khrushchov gang” and “this section has, captured the
leadership of the party and the state’.. More over he said,
“the contradiction between the soviet people and this
privileged stratum is now the principal contradiction inside
the Soviet Union.”! He clarified the revisionist regime in
Russia as “bourgeois dictatorship, fascist dictatorship of
German type and Hitler type dictatorship” and the Soviet
Union as a “social imperialism™ and its class basis as “a
new type of bureaucratic monopoly bourgeoisie’.2
Tedayibobive o Soaiol impraaliiet is not o wews Piing .
enin pointed out that in Britain, the leaders of: 'Fabian
society” who'& up the dictatorship of the proletariat and
spoke about reforms, to. “‘gaily share the feast of England’s
monopoly of the world market and colonies™® and to beg -
for the concession of getting a share in the profits of
the imperialist capitalists were aptly described as “Fabian
imperialists,”¢ )

During the 1914-18 world war, the opportunists of the
second International under the banner of ‘defence of father
land’ supported their respective ‘own’ imperialist bourgeoisis.,
Lenin called them as social -imperialists, when they opposed
revolutionary activities, uprising and the dictatorship of the
proletariat. Lenin Wrote, “imperialist ideology also penetrates
the wotking class”.5> During the war, since they defended
their imperialist bourgeocisie — its national and colonial
exploitation and domination — in the name of dgfending
their country, they were at the same time social chauvinists
and social imperialists.

Lenin described the sirhilaiities between the opportunist
imperialism of the second International and the Fabian

1. Ninth Comment of CPC dated 14 July 1984, On the
Qpen Letter of the CC, CPSU dated 14 July 1963

2. Leninism or Social imperialism?

3. Lewai p, 112

4-5. LCW 22 p, 285. 286



imperialism in Britain at the close of the 19-th century.
“‘Fabian imperialism and social imperialism are one and
the same thing. Socialism in words imperialism in deeds,
the growth of ppportunism in to imperialism...... opportunism,
or reformism, inevitably had to grow into a phenomenon
of world wide importance, socialist imperialism or social
chauvinism”.? He catalogued the social imperialists who
existed throughout the world as “Plekhanov and Co. in
Russia, the Scheidemanns in Germany, Renaudel, Guesde .
and Sembat in-Frince, Bissalati and Co.. in‘ltaly, Hyndmamn;
the Fabians-and the Labourites (the leaders of the “Labour
Party’’) in. Britain, Branting and Co. in Sweeden, Troelstra
and his party in Holland Stauning and his party in Denmark’
Victor Berger and the other -‘defenders, of the father land”
in America and so forth, "2 .

In " the sixties Khrushchov revisionism emerged as
social imperialism in an entirely different situation from that
of the Second International.
second Intérnational emerged as social imperialists, by
dligning themselves. with the imperialist ruling " classes of
their countries. But the Khtushchov revisionist clique.
which came to power by capturing the Communist Party"
and the Soviet Socialist Country built and nursed by Lénin
and Stalin, convertéd the Soviet Comunist Party into a
revisionist party al the ‘socialist RussTa into a social
imperialism. However,
having the privileged ‘aristocracy’ as its class basis and in
aligning with the 'l;furgeoisie against the majority of the
people after abandoging the revolutiohary activities and the
dictatorship of the proletariat. Hencs, Lenin identified tRe
opportunists of the second International and Mao identified
the Russian Khrushchovite revisionist gang as «Capitalist
class’ and as "Class enemies’.

1. LCW 29 P, &SgSv) .
2, LCW 24 P, 76-78

fhe opportunists of the’

both of them have not differed in
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) In socialist countries revisionism strives for the capita-
hst‘path. It tries to restore capitalism. Whilé' fighting
against Khrushchov revisionism in the international commu-
nift movement and the capitalist roaders internally, Mao
said : ; ‘*The revisionists deny the differences between
-Socielism and Capitalism, between the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the dictatorship of the baurgeoisie. ' What
the\! advocate is in fact not the socialist lina but the
capitalist line’1. “Capitalist path means to abandon class
_sttu.gg.le and the dictatorship of the proletariat in the
socialist ;ociety". During the cultural ravoi'ution, he boin- '
ted out ‘that “at present, our objective is'to struggle
against and pverthrow. those persons in authority who are
taking the capitalist road...”® He calléd upon th'e“'-'p'a'(‘t’y
committees. at all levels to ‘dismiss from their leading posts
all those in authority who are taking the capitalist ,road".'

. !_VIor__e over during the struggle against tIii Khrushchov
revisipnist gang, he pointed out the constant spontaneous
generation of the basis for new bourgenisie and ,said
“the political degenerates and new bouwsgeois elen:\enﬁ
may emerge in the ranks of the working class among
go:erlr:ment functionaries - as a result of bourgeeis-influence
and_the pervasive corruptin \ -
o e ® pting at.rnosphere of the petfy bour;

Mao, Who pointed out that several members of thoi
party are not willing to continue the revolution and attri-
buted it to the fact that, “they have beceme high
officials and want to protect the interests of high officials™.5
More over while pointing out the continuous genera!io.n
bou:lrgeoisie in the party and in a seclioﬁ of the
proletariat, he pointed out that “both with in the ranks of

MSwW 6, P, 485
May 16 circular of CC, GPC, 1966

1
2
4, cPC, A‘Pronocul concerning the general line of the
5,

t, 14 June 1963,
Beijing Review 18.6.76, Mao Makes 6 P. 363

9
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the proletariat end among the personnel of state and othef
organs there are people who take to the bourgeois style
of life.”"?

In a different context he sald <‘you are making the
.gocialist revolution, and yet do not know where the bour=
geoisie is. It'is the right in the Communist party— those
in power taking the capitalist road..."-

The capitalist..roader, revisionist, Teng-cliqgue which
wormed it's path to power after Mao,abandoned class strugglé
and the dictatorship of the proletafiat in the country, by
declating that “¢lass struggle no longer constitutes the
principal contradiction” and that the central committee has
systematically liquidated the erroneous theory of ‘continuing’
the revolution under the dictatorship of the proletariat."’3
More over by elaborating the “three world theory” of Mao
‘as’ a strateglc united front agsinst the hegemonistic
super powers*, abandoned International revolution. It has
idcluded all the revisionist and reformist partles the world
over, which have abandoned the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat’ (incluiding the Euro-Communist parties, poland,
Rumania and Chekoslavian Parties) in its friendly and fraternal
camp. It has snapped ité ties with the genuine revolutionary
movements and parties all over the world. This cliqué
represents the new -bourgeoisie in China.

Thus, from the F'Lbiari league to -the opportunists like
Kautsky and Plekhanov of the second International and
Liu-Teng revisionists, those who join the ranks of bourgeome:
by abandoning the cfass struggle and the dictatorship of
the proletariat are in essence the bourgeoisie within the
working class.

Beijing Review 23,3,1976

. Beijing Review 9-4-1978 (MM-6, P.268)
CPC, Document of the 12-th congress
41977, Nov.1, Editorial ‘peopla‘s daily
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in his days, Engels differentiated between the ‘bourgeois
party” of the old privileged trade unions of the
minority and the actual majority of the masses at the grass
root level and appealed only to the latter who were not-
poisoned by the ‘“respectable bourgeois prejudices’.!
Lenin who concluded that “the epoch of imperialism cannot

. permit the existence, in a single party of the revolutionary

proletariat vanguard and the semi-petty-bourgeois aristocracy

. of the working class, who enjoy morsels of the ptivileges

of their ‘own nations’ ‘great power status® declared that
‘opportunism is our principal enemy’ and “the aim of
Socialism at the present time cannot be fulfitied and real

- international - unity of the workers cannot be achigved with

out a decisive break with opportunism, and without explammg
its inevitable fiasco to the masses”.® Mao, who overthrew
Khrushchovite revisionist renegades internationally, gave a
clarion call to the communists all over the world and to the
Soviet People. In the domestic struggle against revisionists,

. he fought ‘to overthrow capitalist roaders’ in the party and
- in power.

In all those struggles, they have not bothered about
majority or minority in the working class organisations

~and in its membership. On the ather hand, they took into

account "as of the real objective significance of its policy,
does its policy represent the masses, does it serve them’

. i.e. does it aim at their liberation from capitalism; or does

it represent the interests of the minority, the minority's
reconciliation with capitalism.* Always - even now- itis
this aspect which should be kept in mind by all the

communist revelutionaries. - [ ]
: r

»

. Lcw 23 P. 129
. LCW 21 P, 257
LCW 21 P. 32
. Lew 23 P, 119
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ot ltnp:nahsm is a particular stage of capitalism; its highest
Q§. t_ e stage of mongpoly. It's colonjal character differs
qua'lna'tuvelv from the dolonial characters of the precedin
f:a[mallst a.nd the much earlier social orders. Export of capitaﬂ i
;s its special character. Imperialism will haunt like a ghost
or th? export of capital, to any corner of the globe where raw
maltenals are available. It hunts for the export of capital and
enlists not merely, the backward countries, but even the
ac!vanced countries. For an assured plunder and exploit
ation of those countries through the export of capitaﬁ r;
converts them into colonies and sphevés of influence, -

Hip#kam.com

Lenin said, *‘to thanumeroys ‘old’ motives of colonial
policy, finance capitalhas, added the struggle for the sources
of raw materials, for the export of capital, for spheres of
influence, i.e: for sphaies for profitable deals, 'concassgdns.l
monopoly profits and sa on, economic tarritory in general.”’?

‘ 3T B ey Lt
.s: Thus, in the rivalsy -batween the imperialists for colopjes.
and spheres of influence, the whole weorld is divided among,
a handful of imperialists.When the-imperialists think that, it
is impossible to’ expand their: dopein and exploitation
without overthrowing some one among them, they redivide:
the world according to their stength, through military balance
of forces-and through wass, -Before rapitalism developed
into imperialism, only about 25 crores of paople wareunder:
the colonial domination. But efter the risa of Imperialism
and justbefore the first world ‘war about ‘60 crores of people
and’ after the war about 128 crores of people came ‘under
the colonial domination.: The fact that, the-imperislists!
unislshed two great devastating workd vrars, like which
mankind had never seen before, in order to redivide ‘colonies
and spheres of influence, clearly shows the colonial savagery
of the imperialists. .. o TN

- . Imperialism is a factor which _féretélls:::"éggressive wars
in this era. Hence Lenin sajd, ‘impenalist wars are
absolutely - inevitabla under, such an economic system, as

long-#s private property in the means of production exists.”?

At the same tima, imperialism has developed its peculiar
adverse characteristics also. As stated, by Lenin imberialjsm.
is the ‘deoayinq’.-'Mpribund‘ capitalism;: monapoly capita-
lism. Since it has immensely socialised labour.. it is the
capitalism which has fulfilled the -material . basis for the
transition to socialism. Hence imperialism *“‘indicates the
begining of its transition to socialism.”"# .

1; LCW 22 P. 299 .‘

2. ibid, P. 190 *
3. LCW 23 P, 107

13
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Imperialism means the omnipotence of monopoly trusts,
syndicates, banks and groups of finance capital have
replaced capitalism in which unrestricted competition existed.
It has got the potential to oppress and to exploit the
working class to an unprecedented degree. It impels the
working class in capitalist countries to prepare for the
revolutionary struggles against monopoly — for the revolu-
tionary civil wars. ' .

At the same time, the export of finance capital by
imperialism hagtens capitalist growth evem in backward
coustties, and as a consequence the growth of working
class. Through this, it hastens even the strupgle against
mpeﬁallsm

Heance, the working class struggles in the capitalist
countries and the struggles of the oppressed people in
backward colonial countries converge against imperialism.
This will further hasten the movement for world soclallst
revelution.

Hence, Lenin stressed that#in ‘this era, *‘struggle
against national oppression and of proletarian struggle
against the bourgeaisie and consequently, also the possibility
and inevitably, first, of revolutionary national rebellions and

wars; second of proletarian wars and rebellions against the -

the bourgeoisie; and third of a combination of both kinds
of revolutionary waf etc.””?

During the entfre era — the era of imperialism and
socialist revolutions — till imperialism is throughly wiped
out, the aggressivevzars unleashed by imperialism and ‘the
revolutionary wars ged by the prolétariat and the oppres-
sed nations are inevitable.

The possibilities for such wars are not averted comple-
tely by defeating the bourgeoisie in one country or in
several .countries. As Lenin said, ‘‘only after we have

1. LCW 23 P, 80
14
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overthrown, finally vanquished and expropriated the bour-
geoisie of whole world, and not merely of one country,
will wars become impossible®”®.1

Whether it is a revolutionary war or a war among the
imperialists, both weaken imperialism and carry the revolu-
tion forward. Revolutionary wars overthrow imperialists”
directly and establish the rule of the revolutionary classes,
of the proletariat. By damaging each other during their
struggle in an imperialist war, they in effect weaken imperia-
lism itself, *‘...there by accelerating and facilitating the .
revolutionary battles of the proletariat. In other words......
instrumentalin making the revelution a practical inevitabi-
lity..."”.® The first two world wars proved this truth, Hence
Mao said: that **to see the ills of war but not; not its benefits
is a one sided view''.® and while mentioning about the
possibilities of the third world war, Mao said; there are
only two possibilities. Either revolution will stall war, or
war will hasten revolution.""’

As long as imperialism exists — in this entire era (era
of imperialism and socialist revolutions) —— wars are inevi-
table. The Khrushchov revisionist renegade clique, altered
the above mentioned unalterable Lemnmst theoty for its
imperialist aims. @

1. LCW 23.-P. 80
2, Stalin Selsctad Works {SsW) Vol 1, P. 49
3. Mao, A critique of sovlet economics, P, 60

.



Www.aad' pkm.com

F -

3. Problems of War and Peace
Khrushchov Revisionism =

After choking ?erism to death, the Russian revisionist
renegades are vociferously shouting about world peace frpm

the top of the world.

«The growth of world socialist forces, has resulted in
profound revolutionary transformation in the whole gamut qf
international relations; in the interest of all people societies it
has become possible to revise the problems of war and peace.
(it should have been ‘Leninist princjp_le_s' — author)'’.?

1. Communist No.11, 1963.

ptoclaiming thus 24 years ago, the Russian revisionist
renegades, casually overthrew Lenin’s formulation, that,
‘+imperialist wars are absolutely inevitable under such an
economic system, as long as private property in the means
of production exists.?

«*The balance of forces in the world arena has radically
changed in favour of socialism and peace and against
imperialism and aggression; the socialist forces are progres-
sively mustering the possibilities to rein in the imperialist
trend of behaving anarchically in world politics.’’ **To-day
the policies of imperialists are not dominating the inter-
national relations’*. *“The armed forces of sociatist coun-
tries areé such that, if a world war is declared it will end in
the sucide of imperialism.'’? Citing the above reasons the
the ‘Russian revisionists are saying, *A world war could be
averted, ‘'The possibility to ‘abolish war from the life of
SOGiety will certainly raise, even befdre the complete victory
of socialism, when capitalism continue to exist in a part
of the  world.”® i )

World war could be averted. But, ths only path to
achieve it is to wipe out the domination of capital from the
soil of the earth and to establish the dictatorship of the
proletariat. Lenin said while telling about averting world
waf and its. horrors. ‘It is impossible to. slip out of the
imperialist war and achieve a democratic, non-coercive
peace without overthrowing the power of capitel and trans-
fering state power to another class, the proletarift.”+ Hence
he said, “.....and my duty as a representative of the
revolutionary proletariat is to prepare for the world prole-
tarian revolution as thé only escape from the horrors of
a world slaughter.”s :

1.  LCW 22 P_ 190
2.3, Communist No. 11 1963
4, LCW 24 P, 87

5. LCw 28 P. 288

17
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This is the Leninist outlook about avoiding the worid
war. Khrushchov revisionists ‘revised’ it citing - the growth
achieved by the world socialist forces’ as a cause. They
have hatched a revisionist theory according to which world
war could be averted-by the peace movement itself. irrespec-
tive of a worldwide proletarian revolution. Abandoning the
preparations for revolution they are shoutmg about ‘world
peace and disarmament’. -

All these aré fust new editions of the arguments advan-
ced by the opportunist, centerist Kautsky of the Second
International, who ultimately degenerated into a renegade,
at the begining of this century. At that time, Kautsky
sanctified imperialism through his theory of super imperialism.
He preached that, the rivalry among the native finance
capitals is at the verge of elimination- by the diligent joint
exploitation of the world by the multi-national flnance
capital; and imperialism could create an era of new hopes
and opportunities for prosperity wijthin the capltallst adjfjce.
refuted the fact that, imperialism is a particular stage
of capitalism and the inherent nature of capitalism is
competition and anarchy -in production. Kautsky
sermonised that, it is not good for the imperialists to

hanker after winning more colonies, when peaceful growth

and a prosperous future is possible wum in- the imperialist
system; it is dafmlte not good to embs:k on war and
¢intensified enmity tnll produce evil consequences’; ‘it is
better to develop capitalism through peaceful means’ and
*capitalism devoid of colonies, armaments and wars of
plunder is possi_ble/l(autsky talked; about a new stage
where in the possibifities for new forms of struggles with
the minimum of loss and sufferings. France Mehring and
Rosa Luxumburg castigated him as a ‘‘street walker.”*?
Lenin who commended this remark as apt, razed all the

arguments of Kautsky. '

1. LCW 21 P. 232
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Imperialists portion out the world among themselves as
colonies and spheres of influerice, according to their strength.
“Thers is and there can be no other way of testing the real
might of a capitalist state than by war’'! Hence,. Lenin who

canclusively proved that, every imperialist savagely indulges

in.building up its armed might, to be stronger in order to
obtein more colonies and spheres of influence  through
radivision, said about the demand for disarmament : *'A
bourgeoisie armed against the proletariat is one of the
biggest. fundamental and cardinal facts of modern capitalist
society. And in face of this fact revolutionary Social
Democrats are urged to 'demand” ‘disarmament’! that is
tantamount to complete abandonment of the class struggle
point of view to renunciation of all thought of revolution.

Our_slogan must be arming of the proletariat to defeat,
expropnate and disarm the bourgeoisie, these are the only
tactics possible for a revolutionary - class: tactics that follow'
logically from, and are dictated by the whole- objective’
development of capitalist militarism. Only. aftet the' proletariat
has disarmed the bourgeoisie' will it be able, without
betraying its world historic' mission, to consign all armaments
to the scrap-heap. And the pioletariat wiil "undoudtebly
do this, but only when this condition has beep fulfilled, -
certainly not before.?

The Khrushchov revisionist gang howling like Kautskyites
about disargnament is persisting in its gibherish about the
‘evil consequences’ of war. It says, whatever may be the
price it should be paid — to avert war — to |iberatg humanity
from ‘the destruction of war’, ‘the nuclear disaster’. In
reality that price is nothing other than the betrayal of the
world revolutionary . movement. Instead of supporting and
carrying forward the revalutionary wars, to strike at the
roots — of imperialism .and capitalism — to prevent ‘world
war” and ‘nuclear disaster’, these revisionists are offering it
as a price to preven} wars peacefully.

-1. Lcw 21 P. 341 -
2, LCw 23 P, 81
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They say: ‘the struggles of the revolutionary forces of
the proletariat in the capitalist countries and the national
liberation movements could be viewed only in relation to
the struggle to prevent a world nuclear war”!  Infact,
all that they preach through this is that, the world pro-
letariat and the revolutionary forces should remain unarmed
and should refrain from the revolutionary activities. In this
‘regard what Lenin said about Kautskyites at the beginning
of this century will be applicable to the Russian revisionists
also. He said: fit......
the proletariat to dissuade it ftom taking revolutionary
#ction, without which all promises and' aH fine prospects
are only a mirage.”* ) )

The Russian revisionist’s advance the following reasons to
substantjate their contention that, imperialist wars could be

- aygsted even: while imparialism  exists. (1} Socialist coun-
wries arp . §trong enough to bridle imperialism. (2) Due to

the .mmed might of the socialist countries imperialists realise

that it will ‘be sucidal to start a war. The absurdity of both
these assumptions could be understood, even by a casual
analysis. _ ~

Imperialist war is the extension of imperialist policies.
It means, war breaks out as a resuit of mad quest of the
imperialists for 'cclor*es and spheres ofinfluence. The
strengthening of the’socialist camp could neither reduce nor
remove the imperialist's need for colenies and spheres of
influence. On the othdr hand as the dawn of socialist states
shrinks the imperialist market, its recessity will further
increase. As a consequence the chances for savage war will
increase instead of decreasing. Hence, Stalin said “to elimi-

nate the inevitablility of war, it is necessary to abolish

imperialism.”?

1. Communist, No. 11, 1963 "

2, LCW 21 P, 233
3. Stalin, E ic probl of iali
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The military strength of the Socialist countries is an
another argument put forward by these people. It says that,
the war policies of the imperialists are restrained by the might
of the socialist countries, because, if they venture to unleash
a war its consequences will be sucidal. The truth is that
even before the dawn of the first socialist state in the world
or even before it mustered the strength refered to by these
people, whenever the imperialists clashed in their quest
for colonies it resulted to a certain extent in the destruction
of some or other imperialists. The aggréiva imperialists
faced utter deéstruction, is the lesson of the two world wars.
To be more precise the imperialists, who. suffered utter
destruction in the first world war, injtiated the second world
war. Hence to indulge in imperialist war is either to win
domination or to commit sucide, is not something  which
the imperialists are ignorant of. Colonial demination and
spheres of influence are vital problems for imperialists.
Hence, it is this vital problem which decides their life and
death in-the colonial war .of extension and consolidation.
That is why, Lenin said that, under. imperialist economy
imperialist wars are inevitable. Neither . the existence of
socialist states nor their being powerful could slter this. To
affirm, will be a Kautskyite imperialist myth and .a fiction
about a vegetarian tiger. . B

Next, the Khrushchovite Russian revisionists threaten about
the danger’ of destruction of humanity itself, its resources
and its culture, as a rasult of war, as a resuit of nuclear
war. To avoid this contingency, they screamwar should be
avoided. On the surmise that, even a minor war may lead
to a world war, they oppose revolutionary wars.

War and its catastrophic consequences cannot be  averted
sither by screaming and shouting or by mere peace move-
ments or by spreading [Ilusions about disarmament; on the
other hand it is only by quickening the revolutionary wars,
by the capture of political power by the proletariat wars
could be averted — definitely not by opposing all ware.
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Opposing revolutionary wars means offering cannon fodder
to the imperialist wars. Hence, Lenin said that, the only path
of salvation from the horrors of extermination of the world,
is to prepare for the proletarian world revolution. .

The Russian Khrushchovite revisionists by asserting that
the imperiallst wars could be prevented “when imperialism
still exists refute the followingLeninist_ truth. . “Imperialism
is a fierce struggle of the great powers for the division and
redivision of the world”.? ~wars cannot be abolished urless
¢'asses are abolighad and socialism is created”.2

. The revisionists strive to prevent wars, by mustering
suppaort generally from the small countries, by putting forward
the peace movement and. disarmament. Consequently they
“gvade all the concrete questions of revolution”? It is true
that, the demand for disarmament gets. the support of
sevaral small countries. The fact is “*disarmament as a social
idea springs, evidently, from the peculiar ‘tranquil’ conditions
prevailing. by way of exception, in certain small states,
which have for a fairly long timeystood aside from the
world’s path of war and blood shed the petty striving
of petty states to hold aloof the petty bourgeois desire to
keep as far away as possible from the great battles of
world history, to take advantage of one's relatively mono-
polistic position in order to remain in hide bound passivity —
this is the objective. social environment which may ensure
the disarmament ideay a certain degree of success and a
certain degree of p:“ularitv in some of the small states.
That striving is of course reactionary and is based entirely
on illusions, for, in ope way or another imperialism draws
the small states into th vortex of world economy and world
politics”.4+ Hence Lenin said, “objectively, disarmament is
an extremely national, a specifically national programme of
small states. It is certainly not the international programme
of international revolutionary social -democracy.®

1. LCW 23 P, B2 "
2. LCW 21 P, 299
3-5. .LCW 23 P. 84, 86, 87
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" revisionists- ‘have undertaken Kautskyite

The object of peace movements could be to rally the
people for a struggle to preserve peace and to prevent the
next world war. But it. can never accomplish the task of
overthrowing capitalist system and - establishing socialist
systam. In other words, peace movements
can never be an alternative to the revolutionary wars.
Peace movements could serve as an instrument of social
change only when they are linked with the - revolutionary
civil wars. In that sense, during the first world war the
call to “convert imperialist war |nto a civil war"” was not
only a call for revolution, but also a call for peace, was
an instance.

Peace movements may be useful to avert afew parti-
cular wars. They may be wugeful — to extend the peace
period — to post-pone war. But, they are not adefuate to
put an end to the reality that the wars between tha bour-
geois countries are inevitable, because “For alithe suscesses
of the peace movement, imperialism will remain, continue
in force and consequently, the inevitability of wars will
also continue in force.”!

But the Khrushchovite revisionists are preaching about
*closely linking the struggle against monopoly' for the
welfare of the proletariat with the struggle amongst the
people for peace’’? and about ‘‘averting war”3 without a
revatutionary civil war. Through this the Khrushchovite
“priest” work of

“consoling the oppressed”# since the sixties. ®
”

P
P

1.
2-3,
4.

Stalin, E i of Sociali
Communist No. 11, 1863

LCW 21 P, 231

in the USSR.
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4. ‘Three Principles of

Peace’ of the
Russian Social Imperialism

—t,

The ‘three principles of peace’ which we mention here «
are the three combined principles namely ‘Peaceful co-
existence’, *Peaceful competition” and ‘Peaceful transition”
put forward by the 20th Congress of the Russian Communist
Party. These three principles of peace are the ideological
weapons put forward by the Khrushchov revisionists to
convert Soviet Union - the first socialist state of the world -
into a social imperialism.

\

g
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When Russia emerged as the first socialist state in the
world through 1817 October revolution, it was encircled by
the imperialists and countries with differing social systems.
Lenin, who advanced a theory about the successful revolution
‘A one country and accomplished it; also recongnised the
existence of countries with diametrically opposed social
systems. It does not mean that, the two contradictory social
systems could- continue to exist peacefully.

The development of imperialism and the victory of
socialist revolution in Russia, divided the countries of the
world into two camps. On one side the camp of a hand-
full of oppressing imperialist countries. On the other side,
the camp of oppressd colonies, semi-colonies and dependent:
countries, in which a great majority of people live. On one
side the camp of moribund capitalist countries. On the
other side the new world of emerging socialist camp.
Leninism teaches that, the contradictions between these
two antagonistic camps could be resolved only by a
worldwide socialist revolution. Hence, there could. be no
quarter in Leninism for the proposition that countries with
two contradictory social systems could peacefully. co-exist
for ever. ’

On the contrary, during this entire era-era of imperia-
lism and socialist revolutions-aggressive wars, lunched by
imperigism and the revolutionary wars launched by the
proletariat and the "oppressed nations, are inevitable til|
imperialism is destroyed and socialism achieves worldwide
victory. Hence, during the intervening period-during ;the
era when capitalism is totally destroyed from the entire
world — peaceful co-existence between different social
systems, can never be a means to remove the possibilities
for the out break of a war,

Lenin, who for the firsttime propounded the theory
that, because of the inevitable law of uneven political and
economic development of capitalism, victory of socialist
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revolution in one particular country or in a number of
countries is possible, proved it in practice. Lenin considered
that, if socialist revolution is carried out successfully in a
single country, in the conditions-of encirclement by the
capitalist countries, -then
itself to a worldwide victory of socidlist revolution. - Lenin
who incessantly thought about the victory of weorld
. revolution, - repeatedly emphasised that, the victarious
october socialist revolution is a part .of the world socia-
list revolution. .He said, “after expropriating the capitalists
and organising“tiér own socialist productioh, the victorious
proletariat of that country will arise against the rest of
the ‘world - the capitalist world - attracting to its cause the
oppressed classes of othgr countries,stiring uprisings in those
countries against the capitalists and .in ‘tase of need using
aven armed force agamat the sxplolt.ng classes and their
states’.}

Lenin said that, it is not merely rousing the revolu-
tionary uprisings of the oppresﬁd classes the world - over
but, “in the era of imperialisnt a socialist government
had to prepare for and wage a revolutionary war."?
It is an epochal matter. While defending itself in a capi-
talist world, it should prepare for and wage a revolutionary
war. Before it could wage a “decisive battle’’® to com-
pletely overthrow_gapitalism, in alliance with the inter-
national proletatiat, jt should undertake adequate prepara-
tions. In fact ths period of preparation will be the
pariod, in which it will exist peacefully with the countries
having contradictory social systems.

T 1

Hence, as far as the victorious proletariat is concer-
ned peaceful co‘existence is nothing but a policy to
gain time to prepare for the decisive battle.  Hence,

1. LCW 21 P, 382’
2 LCW 21 P, 404 "

3. LCW 27 P. 333
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Lenin said ““we had to ‘prepare for and wage’ a revolutionary
war ......but the question whether it is possible tocarry on a
revolutionary war now, immediately, must be decided
exclusively from the point of view of whetherthe materia|
conditions permit it, and of the interests of the Socialist
Revolution which has already begun'! He again said that,
"it is not inorder to 'capltulate to imperialism but in order
to dearn and prepare to fight against imperialism in a
serious and effective manner’'2

Lenin said all this in reply to those who opposed him
ia establishing peace with Germany through an agreement,
after the victory of october revolution. This is the essence
of Leninist principles on psaceful co-existence.

The Khrushchovite revisionists say that, “the principles
of peaceful co-existence are obtaining  increasingly broadet
recognition among the states of different social systems’®
There is no doubt that, in the conditions of ro ‘other alterna-<

* tive but to tecognise the ‘existence of socialist countries Ih

the world, even the mpenalnsts recognise peaceful co-exist-
ence. It does not mean imperialism has .become a ‘Paper
tiger’. On the other hand, as far as these people are con-
cerned, peaceful co-existence is to gain time to muster
sufficierit strength to swallow up, not only the countries
with differing social systems, but also the countries ‘with all
sorts-ef social systenis — particularly the soclalist countries
as they are. ‘their direct enemies. This is proved by the first
two world wars. The imperialists resorted to *peaceful co-
existence’, after all their efforts to defeat Socnghst Soviet
Union were frustrated as soon as it came into existence at
the end of the first world war. But, soon after this, the
imperialists mustered strength and attempted to destory
Soviet Russia is a part of known history. We know full well
that, Soviet Russia achieved victory under the leadership of

1. LCW 26 P. 148 L
2. LCW 27 P. 64
3, Communist No,11, 1963 . N
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Stalin — the great leader of Soviet Russia — with the
assistence of the world revolutionary forcesland by success-
fully handling the contradictions among the imperialists.

Hence, the object of accepting the policy of ‘peaceful

co-existence’ by the countries with various social systems
is not to avert war, but to gain time; as far as the socialist
countries are concerned to efigage in.the preparations to
‘conduct a decisive revolutionary war. and as far as the

imperialists are qoncarnad to launch a full scale aggressive

war. A

Stalin in his address to’ the 15th congress of the
communist party of Russla. mentioned about the possibility
for peaceful co- -existence with the capitalist countries as
follows: **whereas a year or two ago it was possible and
necessary to speak of a period of a certain equilibrium
and ‘peaceful co-existence’ between the U.S.S.R. and
the capitalist countries, to-day we have every ground for
asserting that the period of 'peaceful co-existence’ is rece-
ding into the past giving place to a period of tmperialist
assaults and preparation for intervention against the U.S.S.R.

~

True, Britain‘}attempts to form a united front against
the U.S.S.R. have failed so far. The reasons for the failure
are : the contradiction of interests in the-gamp of the imperia-
lists; the fact that sie countries are interested in economic
. relations with the U.S.S.R.; the peace policy of the U.S.S.R;
the counter - action ofthe working class of Europe: the imperi-
alists fear of unleashing revelution in their own countries in
the event of war againgt U.S.S.R.But this does not mean that
Britain will abandon ‘her efforts to organise a united front
against the U.S.S.R., that she will fail to organise such a
front. The threat of ‘war remains in force, despite Britain's

temporary set backs.

Hence the task is to take intor account the contradic-
tions in the camp of the imperialists to postpone war by

28
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‘buying off* the capitalists and to take all measures to
maintain peaceful relations. . )

We must not forget Lenin’s statement as regards our
woik - of consmnctiop 1¥ery much depqn;is upon whether we
succeed in postponing war with the capitalist world, wmch
is inevitable, bwt which can be postponed either untill the
mement. when ﬂu protetarian reyolution in.Europe matyres,
or until the moment when the ‘colonial revolutlons hqve
fully matured, or, lastly, until the moment when the capita-
||st9 conhe to ‘blows' ovat the dwlelon of mlon]es

¢

Therefore. the maintenance of peaceful re.atlo&s with
the capitalist countries:is, m,.obltnatorv task for us. - .

Our relatlons wnth the capltallsl countl&es ﬂre bapaq(
the assumption that the co-existence of two oppostte
;yitems is possible. Fraclfc%‘ ha% fitly' confiﬂhed this.'11

P 2 Y

What follows from !hi‘s is that; 'maeeful ca-euistonee'
for the victorious proletariat is to postpone a war with the
capitalist World @nti-for that purdob@ try Iard thl ‘the (erid for

peaceful relatlons with the countnes wnth dlffenng soclal

oms: - .

TLiENY
Aggranswa war is.tha charavtan of imperiglism. < Mence
peecmll istancé is .Against the . lmperialmt agg(egsm,
) cilitates the growth of "anti - im
iéhéilﬁ%na?y %novemén& in the' imperidifét ~a%’ £:;;al|:;
in the opptessed tduktrles. It is Leninist condept that,
abe :bocialias. coungrles;while - making all.-out efforts to
protong the petiod qf peaceful co-existance with the capitalist
countues shauld assm the developmentof the proletariat in
hé impérialist and’ (RS 8pbressed countriss; -and for the
avelopment and Success of 'lhe national I'Ibéranon revBh.l-
tionary moveméhts. | - !

Q\
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It was because of this, white addressing the 15th
congress, Stalin wanted the Russian communist party to
set its tasks as follows:-

(1) In the sphere of international revolutionary move-
ment. '

(a) to strive to davelop the communist pal‘tiés through-*
out the world; ’ : : -

(b) to strive to strengthen the revolutionary trade
unions and the workers united front against the capitalist
offensive; :

(c) to strive to strenfithen the friendship between the
working class of the USSR and the working class in the
capitalist cq’untries; ’

(d) to stive to strengthen the link bstween th‘qj

working class of the USSR and the liberation movement in

the colonies and dependent countﬂ*s.
(2) In the sphere of USSR's foreign policy :

= .
(a) to combat the preparations for new imperialist
wars;

(b) to combat -Britain's interventionist tendencies and
to strive to strengthem[:he USSR's defensive capacity;

(c) to pursue a policy of peace and to maintain
peaceful relations wit:[he capitalist countries;

(d) to expand olr trade with thé outside world on
the basis of strengthening the monopoly of foreign trade;

(e) rapproachement with the so called ‘weak’ and
‘unequal’ states, which are suffering from oppression and
exploitation by the ruling imperialist powers."? '

fLge

1. SSwW 10 P, 295-7
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Thus. for Stalin ‘peaceful co-existence’ indicated the
period of preparations to develop the world revolutionary
movement and to defend the Socialist Russia. But for the
Khrushchovite revisionists ‘peaceful co-existence’ is a
Their principles about
‘peaceful transition’ is an explanation to this.

These people who say that, ¢‘the socialist revolution
is carried out as a result of internal development of class
struggle in every country. The concrete conditions in each
country determine its ways and forms. It is the general
line to revolutionarily over throw the rule of capital and to
establish  the dictatorship of the proletariat in some
form™. Say that, *‘to maKe the utmost use of the peaceful
path unrelated to the civil war which is available to-day is
the duty of the proletariat and the communist parties™.1
Thus they are preaching peaceful transition after throwing-
out the general line to establish the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

Instead of establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat,
in capitalist countries, through revolutionary civil wars,
they are preaching parliamentariani'st class (collahoration,
path of, ‘converting parliaments into a tool of peoples’
will’.  They casually brush aside the universal truth of
Marxism that, the proletariat cannot seize political power
without smashing the existing state machinery of the
bourgeoisie.

About the national liberation movements th’ey say :
«0On the basis of an united front with the peasants and the
patriotic national bourgeoisie, the object of the proletariat
and the communist parties is to develop and to strengthen
the national front and te prepare conditions for the esta-
blishment of a national democratic government and for the
transition to the non-capitalist path of development”.2

1-2 Communist, No. 11, 1963
31



Their utterances about national democratic front,
national demdcratic state and patliamentary front are nothing
beyond the parliamentarianist state. The non-capitalist path
of development is nothing but the capitalist path. Thus these
revisionists who follow_the parliamentary path of surrender,*
abandoning the path of revolutionary civil war for the
socialist revolution, say: ¢‘peaceful co-existence and
economic competition between’the two world: systems is
the acute expression of world wide class struggle in the
present conditions.”! It was about these persons Lenin
said : “*He who *accepts the class struggle &annot fail to
accept civil wars, which -in every class society are the
natural, and under certain conditions inevitable continuation,
development and intensification of the class struggle. That
has been confirmed by every great revolution. To repudiate
civll war, or to forget about it is to fall into extreme
opportunism and renounce the socialist revolution.*'2

So far as the Russian revisionists are concerned, to
engage in ‘peaceful competition’ means to get rid of the
imperialists by developing the econdmy of their country on
par with or surpassing the imperialists and to establish
their economic and political prggominance in all countries
through various means (i.e. inter-national division of labour),
This is nothing but ‘social neo-colonialism’ which profess
socialism while practising colonialism.

-

Thus, the Khrushghov revisionists® policies — of the

‘new bourgeoisie whith came to power in Russia after

Stalin - the three principles of peace, *peaceful co-existence’,
*peaceful competition” pnd ‘peaceful transition’ are nothing
other than the po!icie;r of social imperidtism which profess
socialism while striving for hegemony over the entire world,”

1. Communist No. 11, 1963
2. LCW23P 78
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'5.' The Russian Social
Neo-colonialism

»

The seventh Stutt-gart Congress of the Second Inter-
national in 1907 passed a resolution to the effect that,
‘the colonial policy of sacialism could play a constructive
role’. The supporters of this resolution stressed that, the
imperialists of the advanced European capitalist countries
civilised the backward Afro-Asian and Latin American
countries by subjecting them as colonies; and this kind of
protection is beneficial to those countries to get rid of
their backwardness, hence colonies under socialism will
result in civilising those countries. Lenin condemned this
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resolution describing “it would be an outright desertiori to
the bourgeois point of view. It would be a decisive step
towards subordinating the proletariat to bourgeois ideology,
to bourgeois imperialism.’*? But. to-day the Russian revisio-
nists are fullilling their ‘constructive inter-national duoty?
through their socialist colonial policy, while paying lip
service to Lenin. : . .

Generally after the second world war imperialists are
adopting neo-tolonial methods like interVention, coups,
installing puppet regimes, establishing military alliances,
establishing military bases and creating their agents in
the name of military apd economic aid,using countries as a
market for the export of capital,as a source.of raw materials,
as a market for their goods and to control political, economic
and military activities; and to create spheres of influence
through various military friendship treaties. Russian social
imperialism? is no exception to this. The only difference
is that it is implementing neo-colonial policies under the
cover of socialism. I

The ‘three principles of peace’ particularly *peaceful
competition® is an ideological weapon for the neo-colonial
policies of Russian social imperialism.

. .
*Friendship’, ',ratural ally’, ‘inter-mational duty of a
socialist country’,} cassistance to the national liberation
movements’, ‘assistance to the newly independent states’,
«opposition to colonjalism’, ‘opposition to monopoly capital’
‘aid’, ‘support’, 'Toletarian inter-nationalism, all these are
the *socialist’ trade marks put forward by Russia to practice
its neo-colonial policies.

1. LCW 13 P. 78-77

2. Sources for the statistics about the "Socinl, imperizlism : Editorial of
people’s daily 1977 Nov. 1, ‘Leninism or Social Imperialism’ and the
following issues of Beijing Review 11-1-74, 29-3.74, 7-1-75, 6-2-76.
2-12-77, 18-12-77, 2-6-78, 17-11-78, 1-6-79.
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It is under these socialist trade marks Russian social
imperialis;m has deviced and practicing plans to convert
various countries of the world into its spheres of influence,
plans to keep them always under its economic domination

s plans, to ytilise them militajly for its strategic purposes and

plans to facilitate its economic exploitation and plunder,

. . Fhe Russian social imperialism which is competing with'
the world’s greatest imperialism- the American imperialism-
for world hegemony has deviced its political, economic and’
military plans accordingly and implementing them' It is deploy-
ing its. military bases and its armed forces all over the world.
It is converting jts entire economy ito a war economy. It is,
eperating as the second biggest merchant of death by selling
arms all over the world, '

Economically

“Inter-national division of labour’  ‘Sodcialist inter-
national division of labour’ ‘:!r‘ltegration of economy’,
'multilateral .integration®, ‘new forms of co-eperation’,
*long term co-operation”®, etc, are plans to keep its friendly
countries under economic bondage. Thus, it converts the
ecenomic plans of its' “friendly’ countries to conform to
its short tarm as well as lang term g!éhs-imo its integral
parts. In this way, the Russian social imperialism prevents
its*iriendly’ *countries’from building an integrated all round
sconomic system and after their economic pains to serve the
requirements of jts own plans. o

It is rightly pointed out by an Indian magazine -Thé

'f_inancial exptess'_that the regulated production by Moscow
_is an unjust interference in the Indian industrial sector and

the ‘Indo-soviet intagration of national plans’ and the ‘Indo-

_soviet economic co-operation’ are meant to convert India

into @ source of basic raw-materigls to Moscow.
35
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‘Russia exports capital to ‘the third world countries in

the name of ‘aid’ to the ‘friendly” countries. @nd .‘economic:

aid’ to the ne\mv ihdepﬂﬂﬂent couritries. Through this it
utilises those countties as a markét for s gobds, as a

market, “for the basic raw materials ‘and as a land to exploft:

cheap labour power.” Taking advantade-of its: pre-emifent
position,_ it robs mmensely through unequal trade. (e.g.)
During 1954- 72 “Russia expdﬂSd capital to the: third world
Gouritries td “the tand of 13,000 million Amefican doffars.
Through thils, “it nad’ kept under its  control - vital industrial!
sectors and’m #44 ‘6nb thousand large industrial enters!
prises Hobbed huge “affiounts by exporting industsial
ﬁfoducﬁ (valugd about 1Fb00 million) ‘to thesd coufitries

dling the yeats betieen ' 1988-77. Duiing - theisame
penod it has imported raw materials - (rubber, coffas; sugar
etc) worth °.f1 9000 million from these countries in exchange
for its capital export.

Co e

e

" Russia is robbing the third world countries through. -

unequal lrac!e Inspite of, its tall talk about ‘equal’ mutual
interest, thé éruth is quite cofitrary. During’ ‘1485-82 alone
Russia goi a profit of a\bbut °§11,300 millions’ through it
trade wuth the third Worii:f tountties. It rob% ‘usually By
dver pricing its exporis aﬂd undér pricing its ﬁnpom to
the tune of about 20-30%" of its value.' Motivated by profft
i ““adopts unhéalthy  capitalist  trede ‘practices” ‘fike
exportmg sub-stan a’d and olf:ddted goods” o -othidt
pountﬂes and by T exporting to - 'otHer Ebuntties
th _goods - it impaorts, at. a higher " price. (Purékiased
cnl 4t'a low price from gArab dountrles’ and sold it thi west
European countries ay/a higher rate). ¥ About FO% of the
industrial tools and -machineries which Russia exports te
India are usually ‘sofd at 20- 30% and some tirmes even at
200% higher price. For instanca, ' in'1967 Russia sold tb
India 1500 trattofs at' double the ptice it sold' 1o
western countnes In the sameé year the nickel whlc'l‘l wis
sold to Eistern Europe at the rate d¥'Rs. 1600 per ton was
sold to India at the rate of Rs. ‘3000 pét ton. ‘Russid demafits
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, > India to re-pay about 75-80-/. of its loans in the form of
i traditional goods (coffee, tea, cotton, jute etc). All these
are purchased at 20-30-/. less than the inter-national market
; #/pric.e. In 1972, Russia exported cotton to India on conditions
¥ of re-export after being spun into yarn. In this bargain,
" because of over pricing India incurred a loss of Rs. 2 crores,
says ‘Financial Express.” That is,Russia sold to India Rs. 700
worth of cotton for Rs. 2.600. Russia 'helped’ India by
constructing . an aluminium plant of 5 lakh ton capacity, on
condition that, all the machineries and instruments for its
construction should be purchased only form it, and the loan
should be paid back in kind, in the form of products of the
plant. )

e ]

l Russia has converted most of the third world countries

as a market for the export of its machineries.  Out of its
_total export of machineries about 80-/.is exported to the
third world countries. It concludes agreements with the
Y% third world countries to import things which it requires, in
lieu of the loans it gives them. Russia never hesitates to
engage even in dirty business deals. For instance, after
despatching a ship load of cement for a particular price
s according to an agreement, it sold the very same consign-

~ ment to another private firm for a higher price.

: The Russign social imperialism apart from utilising this

i..sort of economic "aid’ for making profits, make use of it

even to apply political pressure. It adopts the diplomacy

: of putting pressure by withholding aid to the cBuntries

* which refuses to fall in line to its dictates. By adopting

' this diplomacy with the countries like Egypt, Sudan,
and Syria it created crisis. -

v That, imperialism draws into its capital export market
not only the backward countries but also the developed
countries is a truth appliceble even to Russia. It adopts various
strategies to bring under its domination, not only the third
world countries but even the entire lot of European countries.
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C.M.E.A is an instrument for the neo-colonial plans of
Russia. Through this, it exports capital to-the C.M.E.A.
countries by way of ‘aid’ and ‘loans.’ Between 1954-74
the C.M.E.A. countries received aid from Russia to the
tune of abouts $10,000 million. In these countries, Russia
is participating in the construction of more than. 1_,300
projects. It is the charactar of, the imperialists ‘|tq eliminate
competitors and to monopolise markets by making use 'of
its exclusive domination. Russia controls the C.M.E.A. countries
by making use ;aof its monepoly in heavy industries and in "
market for the raw materials. During 1955-73 alone the value
of industrial products exported by Russiato Bulgaria, Hungary,
GDR, Chekoslavakia and Poland was about §35.000 million, ® ;
In this transaction it netted a profit of more than 25-/. It
exploits through unequal trade agreements (prices, exports
and restrictions on imports) and long term trade agreements.
During 1955-73 alone, the total loss incurred by the above
mentioned five countries amounts to $19,000 million. More-
over Russia imports rare metals, strategic raw materials and'
unrefined raw materials by compelfing these countries.

Russia is scheming to enter into the West European
countries also, in the name of ‘opposition tq monopoly
capital’ and ‘pan-European economic co-operatlon.’ ‘It is
trying to realise it through ‘capital co-operation scheme’ and
through mergers with the European Banks.

Thus, Russia is trying to bring under its control the
economy of the third yworld and the European countr_ies;
and to make them bserve its interests of dominatl?n,
through various economic schemes. It controls the vithl
sources of economy of the ‘friendly’ countries through ( :
various kinds of economic schemes. Through various forms . J\
like raw materials, market, foreign trade, production schemes,

forced loans, labour power requirgd for the capital, etc [
it exploits and dominates them.
38 b
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Militarily

\\é‘. . Through Warsaw pact organisation, Russia has established
. friendly relations’ and ‘Military co-operation‘with its European
" member states. In fact this organisation is controlled by

Russia itself. Under the seal of ‘limited sovereignity’ and
“Inter-national dictatorship” it is stationing its army in the
territories of its member states. Through military co-ordination
it has established its domination over the armies of these
countries.

It has established military bases in various countries
~all over the world. Russian military bases and military
establishments are found in Eastern Europe, Mangolian
Republic, Cuba, Africa and Asia and in the mediterranian
and Indian ocean regions. It stations about 7 lakhs of
mercenary forces outside its borders, throughout the world,

Imperialists could protect or redivide their spheres of
influence and colonies only through their military might.
Hence, it is not surprising that, the imperialists are engaged
in increasing the strength of their arms and armaments at a
feverish pace. Russia which is competing with America for
hegemony over the world, is expanding its military might in
competition with it.

In keeping with its neo-colonial objectives it is milita-
rising its entire economy, It is spending 20% of it¢ total
national income on military. It is spending more than one
lakh million dollars per year for military purposes. Either
directly or indirectly 60% of the industrial sector is engaged
in the production of military hardware. Moreover. it is
boasting that, at any moment its entire economy could be
geared to military purposes.

It is increasing its mﬁitaw expenditure competing with
the American imperialism, In 1961 while America spent
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$ 40 million for military, Russia spent only § 20 million,
where as in 1977, while Russia spent §$ 120 million,
America has spent § 100 million By 1977 itself, Russia

stood next to America in the total export of arms. Russia |
contributes about 379% to the total arms export of the worldy <
During

It exports arms approximately to 20 countries.
1965-72 the value of arms export was worth $ 28500

¢

million. - -

There is no alternative for the Russian social imperia-

lism, which is" ilitarising its entire economy, other than.

exporting its surplus arms.

That is why it is jncreasing its arms sale in extent and
quantity every year, It stands as the world’s greatest
merchant of death. In its total ‘aid’ to the third world
countries, arms aid is more than its economic aid. Countries
asking for ‘aid’ receive guns not food. In 1966, of
the total Russian exports to the third world countries, arms
export constitutes § 300-4C0 million, while the economic
aid was $ 1,200 million Wherbas in 19/2, the arms aid
became $ 1,100 miilion and economic aid $ 580
million. But, the Russian social imperialism never helped
the national liberation movements by its arms sales (i. e.)
Russia never helped the national liberation movements in

countries like Thailand, Malasia, Phillipines, Cambodia, etc. -

When Vietnam too,
it tried to curtail

sides with China i the ‘great debate’
he aid. N

is competing
with the American/fimperialism, in, increasing its armed
forces, military penditure and armament export with
hegemonic intentions is doing it by oppressing its own
people. In Russia 60% of peasants and 209% of urban
population live below poverty line. Between 1960-74 the
income tax was trebled. In the industrial production the
share of consumer goods has decteased from 30.8% in 1957
to 25.6% in 1973. At the same time the rate of increase
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The Russian :Z:ial imperialism, which

’ ¥
" ambitions of world hegemony is putting on the mask of

of the national income has decreased gradually from 119,
in 1950 to 4.3, in 1977.

The Russian social imperialism in order to realise its

‘support to the national liberation movements” and ‘inter-
national duty of a socialist country.” It has established
puppet regimes in Yeman and Afghanistan through cons-
piratorial coups in the name of -international duty of a

2 0
socialist country’. It has despatched its mercenary
e O forcesto countries like Zaire. Chekoslavakia, Eritrea and
Ethiopia — Somalia. In  Kampuchia it involved
Vietnamese troops in support of the counter revolutio-
_ nary gang. In Ethiopia-Somalia dispute, it employed
|
{-)"l : \‘;;'.‘
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$10.000 million worth of armaments and 10,000 soviet-and
Cuban mercenaries. Despatched lakhs of Russian mercenaries
td Afghanistan. In the name of ‘support to the national
liberation movement*it conspired to create dissanisions and
discord in the Angolan National Liberation Movement. Apart
from this it sent 10.000 cuban mercenaries and 1,000 military
experts to Angola. Renovated 10,000 K.m,-of sea and air
routes for military supply. Despatched war ships to Western
Africa. Angola and Gulf countries to put military pressure on
them. It tried to anex northern border regions and sea regions
of Japan and Spartakas islands off Norway coast,

Apart from‘these, it is also following a policy of creating
political regional zones, mutual ‘firendship’ treaties and

_ through them to expand its neo-colonial dominatioff, After

its failure in its efforts to bring the Asian countries under
its influence through Asian joint defence plan it has placed,
*South east Asian peace plan”, and “Indo-China Federation
plan”, which is a part of the “"Asian joint defence plan™.

- Along with these, by conciuding military pacts with various

countries in the name of “joint friendship treaties’”, it has
brought the military activities of those countries under its
control. It is using countries like Cuba, Vietnam and India
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as a tool to establish its political and military
over the third world countries all over the world.

influence

Colonialism and hegemony are the inter-nationalism of
the Russian social imperialism. It is to fulfill this duty it is
formulating all conceivable theories and practicing them, By
putting foiward the so called united front of the inter-
national workers and peasants, in which it is shamelessly
and openly declaring, that, Russia represents the international
working class and thatit is not only the principal Alley of tha
national liberatiori movements but also a ‘dominating force.

*......it is the struggle between the soviet movement
under the leadership ,of Soviet Russia and a small gang
consisting of imperialist countries opposing Soviet states,
which determines the relations among human societies and
the formations of the entire states of the world” said Lenin.
Misquoting this, the Russian revisionistsinsist upon all the
liberation movements to submit to its hegemonistic objec-
tives, In keeping with this theor‘r, apart from creating bour-
geois communist parties which support Russian social
imperialism al! over the world, It is merging all the bour-
geois parties and states in its.'friendly’ camp.

The Social Imperialism is scheming to co-ordinate with
the reactionary forces of all the couﬁtﬁ_jes for its hegemoni-
stic purposes, thrqugh the theory of national democratic
front and state whigh betrays the national liberation move-
ments and surrenders to the 'parliamentary path and to the
bourgeoisie.

The neo-colonial policies of the Russian social impenia-
lism is deceptive and cruel. The Russian Khrushchov -
Gorbhashev gang in the name assistance, aid to the national
liberation movements and fulfilling the inter-national duty;
safeguarding the sovereignity, peace and democracy, protec-
ting its interests and that of its frlends., opposing imperia-
lism and colonialism and above all the interests of socialism-
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is totally betraying the inter-national revolution through its
policies like peaceful co-existence and peaceful transition,
colluding with the capitalist states and classes through
.+ yarious political and economic treaties and agreements, and
‘subjecting them to its domination through economic, politi-
cal and military ‘assistance’ and in this way establishing its
social imperialist empire by removing imperialism through
peaceful competition, increasing its military might as a
guarantee against ‘imperialism’ and revolution; undertaking
military activities like interfering, toppling and aggression
spainst states and forces which are obstacles to its objec-
tive of domination, and for which purpose it keeps all its
arms ‘ready for every war’ and establishes military bases all
over the world, This is nothing but out and out social neo
colonial domination. The hang-man and the priest alwpys
serve the ruling bourgeoisie by respectively oppressing the
revolutionary classes and pacifying the oppressed people. In
/ those days when Kautsky worked like a priest, it was

"*ointed out by Lenin. To-day Russian social imperialism is

itself both the hang-man and the priest. It is inter-nationa-
tism of the Russian revisionists. The inter-natignalism defined
by Lenin is quite contrary to this. He says ""There is one,
and only one, kind of real inter-nationalism, and that is
working whole heartedly for the development of the revolu-
tionary movemant and the revolutionary struggle in one’s
own country and supporting (by propaganda, sympathy. and
material aid) this struggle, this and only this, in every
country without exception’’? ®

1. LCW 24 P, 75
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6. About the Theory of
‘leferentlatmg the Political
Forces of the World

‘The old world of capitalism... and the rising new
world.”! a large number of oppressed nations, and an
insignificant numberfof oppressor nations’® ‘the socialist
camp and the imperfalist camp’® “...a handful of advanced’
capitalist countries which exploit and oppress vast colonies
and dependencies, and the huge majority consisting of
colonial and dependent countries which are compelled to
wage a struggle for liberation from the imperialist yoke™

. LCW 33 P. 150
LCW 31 P. 240
SCW 4 P, 240 (Two Camps)
SSW 1 P. 684

pops

thus, Lenin and Stalin by differentiating the ontire world
into two camps, clarified the basic contradiction of this
era of imperialism and socialist revolution.

It is a vital, basic analysis for the inter-national pro-
letarian movement to device its epochal principles of
strategy and tactics. But. if the political forces of the world
are not examined in its particular conditions, this basic
analysis could have no practical importance. Because, even
while the basic contradiction remain the same. changes
occur in the political forces of the world —i. e., in the
political forces divided into opposite camps — as a result of
the contradictions becoming more and more sharp. Analysing
and classifying these changes through continuous observation
is necessary for the international proletariat to declde its
policies of immediate practical importance.

On that basis, the leaders of the proletariat Lanin,
Stalin and Mao guided the world proletarian movemsnt,
by clearly perceiving the changes which occured in both
camps of political forces of the world in this era and
classifying them correctly.

Lenin, who examined the world forces after the first,
world war, put forward the idea of dividing the world
into three kinds of political forces, in his address to the
second” congress of the communist inter-national in
June 1920.

“In the first category he placed colonies, semi- colomes
and the defeated countries of the first world war. In this
there were countries being oppressed by the imperia-
lists like India, Persia, Turkey and China, and countries
which were defeated in the war, like Germany jand Austria,
In this it is significant that Russia is a socialist country,
In these countries lived 125 crores of people out of 175
crores of world population. In the second category, he
placed the countries which were not affected by the world
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war. They are Holland, Norway, Switzerland, Spain, Portugal,
the Balkan states and the central and south American
states. Since these countries remained neutral, they beni-
fited economically. In the third category. he placed coun-
tries like America, Britain, France, and Japan wiich won
the war and were benifited by it.!

After the revolution Russia gave a call to the coun-
tries of the world, to conclude a peace treaty in order to
cease war immediately and to establish peace.
context of Ame#eg, Britain and France rejecting the call,
it concluded a peace treaty with Germany in 1918. At the
same time America, Britain and France all the three jointly
exerted economic pressure against Russia. In 1920-21
Russia established diplohatic relations with various coun-
tries like Poland, Turkey and Persia.

By 1920. Germany began to regain its past eminence
in economic strength. Japan and ltaly also developed.
Germany was determined to recapture the colonies it has
lost during the world war. Even {taly and Japan planned
to regain their lost positions, to obtain new spheres of
influence and to expand their colonies. This created fresh
changes among the world political forces.

In this situation, Stalin classified the world political
forces in a different way and placed it before the 15th
Congress of the Soviet Communist Party In 1927. "Of the
1,905 million inhabitdnts of the entire globe 1,134 million
live in the colonies and dependent countries, 1,43,000,000
live in the U.S.S.R.. 264,000,000 live in the intermediate
countries, and only 3,000,000 live %n the big imperialist
countries, which oppress the colonies and dependent
countries.”’2 This kind of division clearly showed the changes
which took place in the imperialist camp as well as in the
socialist camp.

1. LCW 31 P, 216
2. SCW 10 P. 289
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Political and economic crisis sharpened in all the three
countries Germany, Japan and lItaly and one after the other
all of them abandoned bourgeois democracy and adopted
fascism. They geared their entire economy for war preparations.
At this time (1935) the seventh congress of the communist
international pointed out that, ‘fascism unleashes national
jingoism and war’ and German fascism is the spear head
of international counter revolution and the principal source
of war.

In 1936, Germany, Japan and ltaly formed an axis with
the intentions of world hegemony. ltaly launched aggressive
wars against Ethiophia in 1935 and against spain in1936.
Japan launched an aggressive war agalnst China even by
1931 itself. Germany launched aggressive wars agamst
Austria and Checkoslavakia in 1938.

In 1938, in the 18th Congress of the Communist Party
of Russia Stalin classified, the principal countries of the
world and declared “Germany, Japan and ltaly as aggressive
states and Britain, France and America as non-aggressive
states’’! .

It was on this basis Russia implemented its policies
against the aggressive states in the international arena.
Germany and Japan walked out of the League of Nations.
Russia jolned in it. In 1935, it concluded mutual defence
pacts with France and Chekoslavakia. It concluded mutual
aid and non-aggression pacts with Mangolian Republic in
1936, and with China in 1937. In 1938 in the whake of
German aggression against Chekoslavakia 'and Austria,
Russia called upon all the peace loving countries to join
to-gether. ’

Russia made efforts to form an international anti-
fascist front in 1939, soon after Germany invaded Chekosla-
vakia and occupied it*entirely. It negotiated with Britain

" 4. Editorial of peoples daily 1977 Nov-1
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and France. During this period Chamberlin (Britain) was
actively conspiring to destory Russia through Germany. In
these unavoidable -circumstances Russia signed a non
- aggression pact with Germanv

’/‘

By April-July 1940, Denmark. Norway. Netherlands, ‘l

Belgium, Luxumburg and the British Isles were subjected
to the threat of German invasion, Hitler attacked Russia in
1941 violating the pact with it. Then. Churchill (Britain)
and Rooswelt (America) came in support of Russia. An
Anti-fascist frapt emerged. In 1942 June, about 22 coun-
tries including Russia, America, Britain and China publishad
a joint Anti-fascist declaration. Dusing the same months
Russia signed a mutual aid pact with America and Britain
“against Germany. Thus a powerful Anti-Fascist camp
emerged against the fascist camp of Germany, Japan and Italy.

During the 25th anniversary (Nov 1942) of the great
October Revolution Stalin said: It is an undisputed fact
that, in the war imposed by Hitler’'s Germany two opposite
camps has emerged. One isfthe axis camp of Germany

and Italy. The other is the allied camp of Russia, America
and Britain™! )
After the second world war American imperialism

emerged as the biggest imperialist power. At the same time

Soviet Union stood against it. as ahero -of the Anti-Fascist:

war and as the m t powarful socialist eountry in the world.
Between these o, there were numerous colenial, semi
- colonial and capitalist countries in the Asian, African and
European continengs, In 1946, pointing out this situation
Mao called upon, ?‘lhe American pqople and the peoples of
atl countries menaced by U. S. aggression under the cover of
anti-soviet slogans should unite and struggle against the
attacks of the U. S. reactionaries and the"wnnmg dogs in
these countries, Only by victory in thls struggle can a
third world war be avoided.”?

i
1. Editorial of Peoples daily 1977 Nov. 1
2. MSW 4 P. 100
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Aftar the Suez-Canal incident in 1956, in the world
political arena, he classified the political forces of the
world in a different manner in three categories. Mao said:
“One the united states, the biggest imperialist power, two,
Britain and France, second rate imperialist powers, and three
the oppressed nations''! To divide the political forces of the
warld in this manner was an apt classification at that time:

Converting Russia into a social imperialism by capturing
power in the soviets by the Khrushchov revisionists marked
an important change in the political forces of the world,
The Russian social imperialism- very soon developed its
economic and military strength equal to American imperia-
lism. Both America and Russia became the biggest imperid-
list super powers of the world. Atthe same time the; défeat
and debacle of America in Vietnam. Laos and Cambodia,
and the growth and consolidation of Europe, 'Canada and
Japan against America, indicated ‘the dwindling fertunes - of
the American impaerialism. This showed its defensive position
in safeguarding its domination. At the same timse, it indi-
cated the aggressive, posture of the newly arrived socia
imperialism in the world political arena.

Subsequent to these changes, which occured in the
world political arena, Mao classified world as follows : He
said “In my point of view America and Soviet Union
constitute the first world. Japan, Europe, Canada, etc.. of
the inter - mediate countries balongs to the second world.
We belong to the third world. The third world has the
highest population. Except Japan the entire Asia bdlongs to
the third world. The entite Africa belongs to the third world.
It is the same even about Latin America’’? Mao who
classified world in this way into three categories in 1974,
said in 1976. pointing out the differences existing between
the two super-powers of "the first world said *‘In this world
America wants to protect its interests. Soviet Union wants
to expand its interests..n no way this could be changed’'s
1. MSW 5 P, 362
2-3, Editorial of peoples” daily 1977 Nov=1
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Thus, why did the teachers of Marxism classify the world
political forces frequently?

Lenin's reply to those who opposed peace treatv-the
peace treaty concluded by Soviet Union with the Germandy”
imperialism in 1918-the plea that it is “a surrender to L
imperialism”’ and "‘soviet government should defeat imperia-
lism through a revolutionary war”, will be an appropriate
reply to this question.: -

The utter.gdestruction of imperialism is the only way .to
solve the basic contradictions of this era. But, the destra-
ction of imperialism is linked with the capture of political
power by the proletariat in all countries, all over the world.
This is possible ofly through a revolutionary civil: war
“which the proletariat will wage in every country against their
own ruling bourgeoisie. Thus, it is very essential to postpone
the decisive war with the capitalist world, . till the world
proletariat rallies togather and acquires sufficient strength to
destroy imperialism; it is the duty of the revolutionary
proletariat to extend the ‘intefim period’ to the utmost by
concretely understanding the contradictions @ {which has
cropped up) in the imperialist camp by dlfferenuatmg the
world political forces and ufilising them.

It was only on this basis, the. victotious proletariat -of
the Soviet Uniew; signed a treaty With Germany in 1978
after the victory {ff the revolution, inspite of its béing a bgd
one. Lenin said! “in anticipation of the movement whbn
the rapidly maturing proletarian revolution in a numbet'"‘of
advanced countm’ef completely mat;.lred 1

“bit by bit, before the workers in all countries "have
united (actually 'united i.e. by beginning the revolutlon) It
is in our interests to do all thatis possible, to take
advantage of the slightest opportunity to postpone the
decisive battle until the mament (or until after the

1. LCwW 28 P. 11
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moment) the revolutionary worker's contingents have
united in a single great international army’?

“It is our duty to do everything that our diplomacy can
‘o to delay the moment of war, to extend the respite
peruod'

by a separate peace treaty we free ourselves as much
as possible at the present moment from both hostile
imperialist groups, we take advantage of their mutual
enmity and warfare, which hamper concentrated action on
their part against us, and for a certain period have our hands
free to advance and to consolidate socialist revolution.””8

It was the above mentioned approach which enabled
Lenin to conclude an agreement with Germany and
Stalin to conclude agreements with countries like France,

Chekoslavakia, Britain, America and china during:the second
orld war -and latter on te build an Anti-fascist United
Front together with the imperialist states,

To correctly identify the changes every now and then
occuring in the midst of the political forces of the world,

is,to guide the world proletarian movement, to defend
itself from the onslaughts of the enemy, to gain time to
strengthen itself in the face of enemy attacks, either to

conclude pacts or to build united front by utilising the :
contradictions in the enemy camp, to identify the principal
enemy at every stage in order to launch attacks on Mim by
mobilising maximum possible forces by all means. Neither
imperialist war nor revolutionary war is removed by the
pacts or the united front formed in this way; on the contrary
they widen the chances for hastening the growth of

f’\'evoluuonary wars and the ‘destruction of imperialism,

1. LCW 27 P, 333
2, LCw 27 P, 379
3, LCW 26 P, 448
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preparations to be victorious in the ultimate struggle with
imperialism. But the communist party of China, in the name
of three world theory (through an article published on_1st
November 1977, on behalf of the editorial board with the

title *Chairman Mao’s three world theory is a great contri- -

bution to Marxism-Leninism) has projected revisionism,

The most significant change which occured on the
face of earth after the second world war is the winning
of political independence by shaking off the colonial
yoke, by abotit 80 countries with a total population of
more than 300 crores and the establishment of states under
the leadership of the proletariat in countries with  one
third of the total wayld population. This has transformed
the entire face of the world.

The Khrushchov revisionist gang projected revisionism
in all fields on pretext of the transformaiion of the
socialist countries into a decisive force. But the chinese
party projected revisionism in the political pith of the
inter-national proletarian moverhent on pretext of the great
changes which have occured in the national liberation
movements in the inter-national arena.

Great changes should seive great revolutionary changes.
It should serve communists only in that way. But the

-

great changes (imthe sixties by the Communist party of

Russia and in th2 Yseventies by the Communist party of
China) were made ‘use of by the revisionists only to project
revisionism. '

Today colonia;’countries inhablted by a population of
about 300 crores have won ‘political independence’™ by
shaking off their colonial yoke. Can these newly independent
Afro-Asian and Latin American countries continue to remain
as a principal force against imperialism for a long period?”,
The people's daily after ralsing tgis question replies *Yes"
in affirmative. It says ‘a great majority of world population
of about 300 crores of enslaved paople have shaken' off ‘the
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yoke of colonial domination. In the balance of world class
forces a radical change of historical importange has occured.
To-day several countries of the third world apart from having
their own army, possess more arenas than the past and
various ways and means to continue the struggles of the
independent third world countries by making use of the
state power in their hands.

There is no doubt that it is a great change when
compared with the conditions which existed in 1920's
during Lenin‘s times. It is a great change indeed that, the
countries with 709% of the woild population which were
colonies and semn - colonjes ‘are to- dév changed into countries
in which the "power is in. the hands of native classes.
But th's truth is linked with the truth that, the political
‘power and army have generally changed hands from the
imperialists to the reactionary classes in these countries.

It .means that, the political power . and ke raprassive
machinery in the hands of the .ruling : classes are need: to
oppress the broad masses.and the revolutionary; movemants
which are the genuine anti - imperialist = forces i®.these
countries, It is not strengthening but only weakenlng ‘the
anti-imperialist struggle.

During the 1920'3 Lenin warned about the baurjeoisie
and thelr, polmcal parties in these countries. He said that,
it should be: opposed when it joins hands with. the
imperialists against the demacratic . movements of the
working people inspite of its anti-imperialist ce and
when it is not revolutionary - when itis not in favour of
revolutionary’ alignment_ of the workers and peasants. He
also warned about the existence of the reformist move-

.ments created by the imperialists; by making use of these

classes in its favour. He emphasised that the party of .
the proletariat in the developed countries and the revolu-
tionary party of the proletaviat in these countries should
carry forward the national fiberation resolution under its
independent leadership, depending upon the broad sections:
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of the peasants, and even in those countries where p-e-
cepitatist relations exists, attempts to propagate and to
establish peasant soviets should be under-taken, and the
world revolution is possible only through close integration
of the proletariat of the deve'vped countries with national
liberation revolution of the backward countries.}

In 1925, Stalin warned that, '-..certain strata of the
national bourgeoisig, . the richest and most powerful strata,
which, feanng revo'ution in their countries more than they
fear imperia'ism.. will prefer a deal with, |mpena||sm to the
liberation of their countrjss from m]panahsm and will there
by betray their own natve Iands ,(india, Egypt etc). In view
of all this, those couptries can be iiberated from imperialism
only if a struggle is waged against the compromising
national bourgeoisie’'2

_ In this way, only those reformist bourgeoisie and their
‘political parties who struck a deal with the irmperialists
during the years 1920-25 has cpme to power in the thajority
of cbuntries after the second world war, through the sb
called ‘’political independence’. There is no radical
change in their striking a deal with the imperialists (even
with the reactionary states) against the people’s revolution-

_ary democratic movéments. On the contrary, now, they have
got even the political power and the™*army in their hands.
Hence, the bourgezisie has become morg reactionary than
it was in 1920 and consequently has. turned into an enemy
of the revolutionary movements. In these circumstances, how
could be the politigal power and the army in the hands of
the bourgsoisia anfadded advaitage to the anti-imperialist
movement? B ~

.'

1. Ses:'LCW 30 (Address to the Second All-Russia Congréss of Commu-
nist Org of the ! of the East, Nov. 22, 1919) and
LCW 31 (Report of the Commission on the National and the colonia
Questions July 26, 1920). "

2. SCW 7 P. 109
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Hence, a great majority of tha third world ‘countries and

their allies. and the alliances they are having with the second
world countries can never be a means to deal a decisive blow

¢ -against the imperialists and the hegemonic super powers.

\‘ )
» When Lenin considered national liberation movements
in colonies and dependent countries as a principal force
o in the anti-impefialist struggle, it was about the -revolution-
ary liberation movements under the leadership of the pro-
letariat of those countries, with the alliance of workers and
.peasants as its basis; it was about the revolutionary demo-

° cratic movements for establishing the soviet power.

GOn the cantrary, to alter, .in the name of Lenin his
theory that. tha national liberation movements . are the
‘principal force of world revolution, as the alliance of feac-
tionary classes of the colonial and dependent countries to
be the principal force. is against the Leninist principles

.. about the natlonal liberation movements in the colonial and
R dependent countnes. It is to advance the policy of counter
revolutionary class compromise, as a revolutlonary policy of
class struggle

“«Jt is bacoming quite clear that the socmllst revolution
which is impending for the whole world will not be’ merely
the victory of the prolstariat of each country over its own
baurgaoisie’”? said Lenin.. ‘that a coalition between the
proletarian revplution’in.-Europe and the colonial revolution in
the East in a united world front of ravolution against the
world front of imperialism is inevitable”? said St)gﬁ'n‘.
This is ttue even to-day. The oporession of the demo-
cratic movemsnts of the toiling masses with the help of
political power and the afmy by the ruling classes and
the states of third world countries, considered to have
achiaved political indeperidence and their dependence on

,

“1.. LCW 30 P. 169
‘2. SSW'1 P. 64 -
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enable the
powers to

imperialists in political and economic spheres,
imperialists particularly the hegemonic super
sustain them as its pillars of domination.

Hence. there is no doubt that, the working class an
the toiling masses of the third and the second world coun- &
tries, by capturing power after overthrowing their respec-
tive ruling classes and thgir state, not onlv overthrow their
reactionary ruling classes which are the supportmg pillars
of imperialism in their countries, but also the very imparia-
lists from !hg:{ soil; Therefore, Lenin's saying that, in-this
era of Irnpe'uallsm the revolutionary struggles of the pro-
Istariat of each country wil succeed not merely by its
struggle against its own bourgeoisie and its political power,
but mainly through “its struggle against world |mpenalisn\ :
is true even to-day.

When it is said that the national liberation movement

is a principal ally of the world proletariat in its strugglek
N

agamst imperialism and the hegemomc super pow'a‘r"s
means the revolutionary movefnent in third world ¢ountr
whicn fights for political power of the revolutionary classés
including the workers and peasants but not the alliance of
the states of the reactionary Yuling classes of those countries.
To say so, is to sacrify Leninism to the bourgeois ideology.

The three world theory is nothiftg but a theory which’
apart from pointifig out the principal enemy and the con-
tradictions betwedn the enemies, guides the international
proletariat to weaken the enemy by utilising the contradictions
between the enemfles against the principal enemy; to post-
pone such confrbntation till the ¢ inter-national proletariat
acquires sufficient strength to conduct a decisive war” and
to rally the marximum forces against the enemies. But the
‘people’s daily’ article by stating that, ‘this theory not oily
fulfills the present day strategic needs of the international
proletariat, the oppressed people of the world and the
nations, but also the strategic needs of the struggle for

58

|
-

"v

i

UL?LIU&SL'D

the victory of socialism and communism’, undoubtedly puts
forward the united front built with the states of the second
and third world countries against the hegemonic super
powers, as a strategic device to destroy imperialism and
egemonism. It is nothing but to project reactionary
compromising policy which is against class struggle and
revolution by abandoning the unity of the proletariat and
the toiling masses of the world, their struggle and their
revolution against imperialism.

Lenin condemned the opportunists of the second inter-

" national when they abandoned civil war under the slogan

of ‘defence of Father land” by compromising with their
respective imperialist bourgeoisie. The opportunists of the
second international who justified their slogan ‘defence of
father land” by citing Marxs support to the revolutionary
wars waged by the bourgeoisie against the feudal domination
during the pre-imperialist perod, failed to see the epochal
changes due to the growth of capitalism “‘from the liberator
of nations, which it was in the struggle against feudalism,
capitalism in its imperia'ist stage has turned into the
greatest oppressor of nations”! Lenin, who pointed out
this condemned the opportunists who viewed all wars
alike forgetting the historical conditions. It is nothing short
of asking them to compromise with the imperialist
bourgeoisie of the second world countries and to abandon
revolution. The contradictions between hegemonic super
powers and the second world countries are the contradictions

between two different imperialists, the contradictions
between two oppressors, and not thes contradictions
between national uprising and impetialism. It is nothing

but the theory of class colaboration of the opportunists of
the second international to demand abandonment of the
civil war against one of them, instead of utilising the
contradictions between them.

In this way, the "Chinese revisionists are coming out
bare faced as rank revisionists who betray revolution by

1. LCW 21 P, 301
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grosslyl distorting Marxism-Leninism, by putting forward
the alll?nce between the states of the third world countiies
as.a principal force and abandoning revolutionary peopie
an‘d t‘he revolutionary struggles, ‘in place of the Leninist N
pr!nc‘lpie that, the. national liberation movements are the'®’ ' )‘
principal force in the anti-imperialist struggle, and by '
preaching once again the same disgraced ‘defence of father o
land’ proposition of the ‘Second iater-nattonal with the L4
same arguments to the proletariat of the second world
imperialist couptries. ®
C -~ e |©
) 8. Socialism and the
| Dictatorship of the proletariat:
Revisionism of the Communist
e % Party of Russia
I .
—
The 20th Congress of the Communist party of- Russia,
J through its anti-Leninist policies of ‘three peaceful
. o o principles’ in international relations, ‘national democratic
i . state’, ‘pailiamentary path’ and ‘war and peace’ guided
3,‘ ) * the parties of the world proletariat into class collaboration
et with the world reactionary forces by abandoning class
e s struggle, to get engrossed in tegalism and to abandon the
i | vevolutionary activitiesy the dictatorship of the proletariat
and the civil war. Going a step further the 22nd congress
perfected revisionism in all its dimensions, by guiding the
t Russian communist party to abandon the dictatorship of the
LnggiLIss1D
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proletariat, class struggle and revolutionary activities and “There is a revolutionary stage between capitalist society
to indulge in class compromise. and the communist society in which one is transformed
into the other. Parallel to this there is a political inter-
The party programme adopted by the 22nd congress of R ‘mediate stage. During this inter-mediatory period the state
that party accomplished this by proclaiming that the state -( " £cannot be anything other than the revolutionary dictatorship
of that country is no longer a proletarian dictatorship but y of the proletariat.””! Marx. “development towards commu-
has changed into a state of all people and the communist nism, 'proceeds through the dictatorship of the proletariat2
party of that country is no longer a Party of the prolstariat 4 Lenin. For thase who questioned them citing the above
but has changed into a party of all people. two quotations, they explained that, what Marx and Engles
P - ! referred to as communism is only socialism (lower stages
The reasons adduced by them are: the' socnalllst tr-ans- ) of sacialism). But their explanation is merely an unadultered
formation of property has been completed in Soviet Union. > revisionist explanation.
It has entered into a higher stage of socialist society. Now
there are no antoginietic classes thefe:. Hence there is no The proletarian dictatorship is inseparably connected
class struggle. There are only different sections of people with the classes and class struggle. Lenin said, "“They .are
like workers, peasants and intallactuals. ‘Since it represents afraid to admit that the dictatorship of the proletariat is
he aspirations of all sections of the people and the entire also a period of class struggle, which is inevitable as long
people have accepled Marxism-Lenifsm and- the principles as classes have not been abolished, and which changes in
_ of Communism, the dictatorship of the proletariat and the .{. ~fuform being particularly fierce and particularly pecutiar in
proletarian party have become reaningless in the changed, “the period immediately following the overthrow of capital.
developed, objective social conditions. It has transformed The proletariat does not cease the class struggle after it has
into a state of all people and the party of all people. With captured political power, but continues it until classes are
the fullfledged success of fhe socialist transformation of abolished - of course, under different circumstances in
property, the necessity for the dictatorship of the proletariat different form and by different means’.3 .
and the proletarian party has disappeared. It means, it has _ _
become superfluoys in its highest stage. : Here, while talking about the abolition of classes Lenin
b has not refered about the abolition of the antoganistic
To those who! cited the teachers of Marxism for the classes only. He says further, “"what. does the abolition
_necessity of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the socia'ist of classes mean? All those who call themselvés sogialists
society they offergd revisionist explanation that, ‘it is recognise this as the ultimate goal of socialism, but by no
exclusively for thezperiod of transitjon from capitalism to means all give thought to its significance.”
socialism, the proletarian dictatorship and the proletatian ole - .
party are necessary and not for the period of transition : “In order to abolish classes completely, it is not enough
from socialism ‘to communism’. In their 22nd congress . to overthrow exploiters, the tand owners and capitalists;
programme they have announced that, in their country the ¥ % not enough to abolish their rights of ownership; it is neces-
period of transition from capitalism to socialism has come ol s : -
to an end and itis in the stage of transition from the ) 1. Marx-Engels Selected Works (MESW ) 3 P. 26
highest stage of socialism to communism and in another 2. LCW 25 P. 466 -
quarter century fullfledged Communist society will be built. 3, LCW 29 P, 420.421%
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