THE CONGRESS
OF CAPITALIST

y RESTORATION AND
SOCIAL-IMPERIALISM

Tirana, 1971






The Congress of Capitalist Restoration
and Sccial-Imperialism

— Reproduced from the «Zéri i Popullit» daily
dat, April 17,

1571

The «Naim Frashéri» Publishing House






The 24th Congress of the revisionist Party of the
Soviet Union which opened in Moscow on March
30 wound up its proceedings on April 9. As expected,
it reaffirmed the Khrushchevite line of the present
Soviet leadership. The Report delivered by Brezhniev
and the discussions staged there were a tedious re-
petition of the wellknown revisionist theses, stale
self-praise and demagogical promises.

The general characteristic of this Congress was
its insistence on going down the road of the betrayal
of Marxism-Leninism, the revolution, and socialism
to the very end. Brezhniev declared officially that
the Kremlin chiefs do not intend to reject the 20th
Congress and the Party program approved by the
22nd Congress, when Nikita Khrushchev was in power
and Khrushchevite modern revisionism was codified.

If it can be said there was anything new brought
out by the present Congress it was precisely the fur-
ther deepening of Khrushchevism in all fields — inter-
nal and external, political, economic and ideological.

The primary concern and preoccupation of the
organizers of this big revisionist meeting was the
consolidation and perfection of ways and means for
the restoration of capitalism and the consolidation of
the revisionist bourgeois dictatorship. Through this
Congress, the Soviet revisionist leadership sought
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formal approval, allegedly, in the name of the party
and people, for continuing its pursuit of its social-im-
perialist policy against the revolution and the libera-
tion movement of the peoples, for the preservation of
the revisionist Soviet Empire, the extension of its
political and economic expansion and the broadening
of its collaboration with U.S. imperialism.

Anti-Marxism and anti-Communism — the
ideological basis of Khrushchevite Revisionism

The speeches delivered at the Congress for ten
days on end fill whole volumes and the figures cited
are innumerable. But who ever followed the proceed-
ings of the Congress attentively could not fail to
notice the great theoretical deficiency, poverty of
ideas and bureaucratic mediocrity. In the reports of
Brezhniev and Kosygin there was ample room to
speak of all the economic minutiae from flatirons to
the numbers of pamphlets issued, from sewing ma-
chines to the work of pensioners assisting the muni-
cipal services. But the Soviet chiefs maintained com-
plete silence on and passed over the acute problems
which preoccupy the Soviet people and Soviet so-
ciety. In the present day Soviet Union there is a
recognised conflict between the bureaucratic appa-
ratus of the Party and the State, on one hand, and the
broad masses of people, on the other, there are pro-
found contradictions between the bureaucratic cen-
tralism in power and the demands of the masses for
freedom and democracy. But not a word was said
about these things.

Today, it is hard to find another country in the




world where bureaucracy has taken in its hands such
great and uncontrolled power, as in the Soviet Union.
It holds not only the political power but also econo-
mic power and the ideological monopoly in its grip.
The working class and the laboring masses have
already been stripped of those rights which they won
during the October Revolution to exercise their own
control over the apparatus and to participate directly
in governing the country. And though there still re-
main such organisms as the Soviets, the trade unions,
the Comsomol, production meetings, and so on, they
have kept only their old names and forms but have
lost their substance, and have been turned into pro-
paganda organs for the decisions and directives of
the bureaucratic apparatus and instruments to carry
them out.

The democracy of which Brezhniev boasted at
the Congress is not democracy for the masses but for
the bureaucratic caste. It is a fact that not only the
masses but even the so-called elected organs take no
part in formulating the policy and attitudes in either
internal or external affairs. These things are decided
in the narrow circle of the clique in power and the
masses are always faced with accomplished facts.
Were the Soviet masses ever consulted when Stalin
was denigrated and the revolutionary work and strug-
gle of whole generations of the bolsheviks and the
Soviet people was negated, when Khrushchev was
ousted and his place was occupied by Brezhniev and
Kosygin, when China and Albania were attacked,
when Czechoslovakia was occupied, and so on and so
forth? The familiar saying of the Soviet people, «na-
chaltsvo znaets (= the leadership knows) about eve-
rything that happens in their country, is no mere tale.
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It expresses a bitter reality, the absolute domination
of the bureaucracy, the deep grap which exists be-
tween it and the people.

There has long emerged in the Soviet Union
another acute contradiction which has not been, nor
will ever be resolved, as long as the revisionists hold
sway there. This is the contradiction between the
hard work of the Soviet people in the field of pro-
duction of material and spiritual values and the low
level of its efficiency. The unwieldy bureaucratic
machinery has become an insuperable obstacle to the
development of the forces of production in their ra-
tional utilization of the resources of the country. of
manpower, of material and financial means, to the
introduction of advanced technique and technology,
and so on. It strangles the creative initiative and acti-
vity of the masses.

In his report Brezhniev himself was obliged to
admit that the Soviet economy today suffers from
such phenomena as retardation of capital construction,
inefficient utilization of productive capacities, slow-
ness in introducing new technique in production,
inadequate increase of labor productivity, production
of many poor quality articles, lack of erganization in
production, and so on and so forth.

In order to resolve these contradictions and dif-
ficulties the Khrushchevite revisionists, in line with
their politica]l and ideological concepts, undertook the
introduction of capitalist methods of organization and
management, production and distribution. This was
sanctioned in the most complete and all-round way
in the so-called economic reform. The objective of this
was to bring the Soviet economy into conformity with
the bourgeois revisionist superstructure.
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