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Printed in the People’s Republic of China

HE question of Stalin is one of world-wide impor-
tance which has had repercussions among all
classes in every country and which is still a subject of
much discussion today, with different classes and their
political parties and groups taking different views. Itis -
likely that no final verdict can be reached on this ques-
tion in the present century. But there is virtual agree-
ment among the majority of the international working
class and of revolutionary people, who disapprove of the
complete negation of Stalin and more and more cherish
his memory. This is also true of the Soviet Union. Our
controversy with the leaders of the CPSU is with a sec-
tion of people. We hope to persuade them in order to
advance the revolutionary cause. This is our purpose in
writing the present article. :
The Communist Party of China has always held that
when Comrade Khrushchov completely negated Stalin on
the pretext of “combating the personality cult”, he was
quite wrong and had ulterior motives.

The Central Committee of the CPC pointed out in its
letter of June 14 that the “combat against the personality
cult” violates Lenin’s integral teachings on the interrela-
tionship of leaders, party, class and masses, and undermines
the Communist principle of democratic centralism.

The Open Letter of the Central Committee of the
CPSU avoids making any reply to our principled argu-
ments, but merely labels the Chinese Communists as
“defenders of the personality cult and peddlers of Stalin’s
erroneous ideas”,



When he was fighting the Mensheviks, Lenin said,
“Not to reply to the principled argument of the opponent
and to ascribe to him only ‘excitement’ — this means not
to debate but to abuse.” The attitude shown by the
Central Committee of the CPSU in its Open Letfer is
exactly like that of the Mensheviks.

Even though the Open Letter resorts to abuse in place
of debate, we on our part prefer to reply to it with
principled arguments and a great many facts.

The great Soviet Union was the first state of the die~
tatorship of the proletariat. In the beginning, the fore-
most leader of the Party and the Government in this
state was Lenin. After Lenin’s death, it was Stalin.

After Lenin’s death, Stalin became not only the leader
of the Party and Government of the Soviet Union but
the acknowledged leader of the international communist
movement as well. _

It is only forty-six years since the first socialist state
was inaugurated by the October Revolution. For nearly
thirty of these years Stalin was the foremost leader of
this state. Whether in the history of the dictatorship
of the proletariat or in that of the international com-
¥nunist movement, Stalin’s activities occupy an extremely
important place.

The Chinese Communist Party has consistently main-~
tained that the question of how to evaluate Stalin and
what attitude fo take towards him is not just one of
appraising Stalin himself; more important, it is a ques=
tion of how to sum up the historical experience of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and of the international
communist movement since Lenin’s death.

Comrade Khrushchov completely negated Stalin at the
20th Congress of the CPSU. He failed to consult the
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fraternal Parties in advance on this question of principle
which involves the whole international communist move-
ment, and afterwards tried fo impose a fait accompli on
them. Whoever makes an appraisal of Stalin different
from that of the leadership of the CPSU is charged with
“defence of the personality cult” as well as “inter-
ference” in the internal affairs of the CPSU. But no
one can deny the international significance of the his-
torical experience of the first state of the dictatorship of
the proletariat, or the historical fact that Stalin was the
leader of the international communist movement; conse-
quently, no one can deny that the appraisal of Stalin is
an important question of principle involving the whole
international communist movement. On what ground,
then, do the leaders of the CPSU forbid other fraternal
Parties to make a realistic analysis and appraisal of
Stalin?

The Communist Party of China has invariably insisted
on an overall, objective and scientific analysis of Stalin’s
merits and’ demerits by the method of historical ma-
terialism and the presentation of history as it actually
occurred, and has opposed the subjective, crude and com-
plete negation of Stalin by the method of historical ideal-
ism and the wilful distortion and alteration of history.

The Communist Party of China has consistently ‘held
that Stalin did commit errors, which had their ideological
as well as social and historical roots. It is necessary to
criticize the errors Stalin actually committed, not those
groundlessly attributed to him, and to do so from a cor-
rect stand and with correct methods. But we have
consistently opposed improper criticism of Stalin, made
from a wrong stand and with wrong methods.

3




Stalin fought tsarism and propagated Marxism during
Lenin’s lifetime; after he became a member of the Cen-
tral Committee of the Bolshevik Party headed by Lenin
he took part in the struggle to pave the way for the
1917 Revolution; after the October Revolution he fought
to defend the fruits of the proletarian revolution.

Stalin led the CPSU and the Soviet people, after
Lenin’s death, in resolutely fighting both internal and
external foes, and in safeguarding and consolidating the
first socialist state in the world.

Stalin led the CPSU and the Soviet people in uphold-
ing the line of socialist industrialization and agricultural
collectivization and in achieving great successes in so-
cialist transformation and socialist construction,

Stalin led the CPSU, the Soviet people and the Soviet
Army in an arduous and bitter struggle to the great
victory of the anti-Fascist war.,

Stalin defended and developed Marxism-Leninism in
the fight against various kinds of opportunism, against
* the enemies of Leninism, the Trotskyites, Zinovievites,
Bukharinites and other bourgeois agents. ‘
Stalin made an indelible contribution to the interna-
tional communist movement in a number of theoretical

writings which are immortal Marxist-Leninist works.

Stalin led the Soviet Party and Government in pursu-
ing a foreign policy which on the whole was in keeping
with proletarian internationalism and in greatly assisting
the revolutionary struggles of all peoples, including the
Chinese people. ,

Stalin stood in the forefront of the tide of history
guiding the struggle, and was an irreconcilable enemy of
the imperialists and all reactionaries.
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Stalin’s activities were intimately bound up with the
struggles of the great CPSU and the great Soviet people
and inseparable from the revolutionary struggles of the
people of the whole world.

Stalin’s life was that of a great Marxist-Leninist, a
great proletarian revolutionary.

It is true that while he performed meritorious deeds
for the Soviet people and the international communist
movement, Stalin, a great Marxist-Leninist and prole-
tarian revolutionary, also made certain mistakes. Some
were errors of principle and some were errors made in
the course of practical work; some could have been
avoided and some were scarcely avoidable at a time

~ when the dictatorship of the proletariat had no prece-

dent to go by.

In his way of thinking, Stalin departed from dialectical
materialism and fell into metaphysics and subjectivism
on certain questions and consequently he was sometimes
divorced from reality and from the masses. In strug-
gles inside as well as outside the Party, on certain oc-
casions and on certain questions he confused two types
of contradictions which are different in nature, contra-
dictions between ourselves and the enemy and contra-
dictions among the people, and also confused the differ-
ent methods needed in handling them. In the work led
by Stalin of suppressing the counter-revolution, many
counter-revolutionaries deserving punishment were duly
punished, but at the same time there were innocent peo-
ple who were wrongly convicted; and in 1937 and 1938
there occurred the error of enlarging the scope of the
suppression of counter-revolutionaries. In the matter of
Party and government organization, he did not fully
apply proletarian democratic centralism and, to some ex-
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tent, violated it. In handling relations with fraternal
Parties and countries, he made some mistakes. He also
gave some bad counsel in the international communist
movement. These mistakes caused some losses to the
Soviet Union and the international communist movement.

Stalin’s merits and mistakes are matters of historical,
objective reality. A comparison of the two shows that
his merits outweighed his faults. He was primarily cor-
rect, and his faults were secondary. In summing up
Stalin’s thinking and his work in their totality, surely
every honest Communist with a respect for history will
first observe what was primary in Stalin. Therefore,
when Stalin’s errors are being correctly appraised, crit-
icized and overcome, it is necessary to safeguard what
was primary in Stalin’s life, to safeguard Marxism-
Leninism which he defended and developed.

It would be beneficial if the errors of Stalin, which
were only secondary, are taken as historical lessons so
that the Communists of the Soviet Union and other coun=
tries might take warning and avoid repeating - those
errors or commit fewer errors. Both positive and nega-
tive historical lessons are beneficial to all Communists,
provided they are drawn correctly and conform with and
do not distort historical facts.

Lenin pointed out more than once that Marxists were
totally different from the revisionists of the Second In-
ternational in their attitude towards people like Bebel
and Rosa Luxemburg, who, for all their mistakes, were
great proletarian revolutionaries. Marxists did not con-
ceal these people’s mistakes but through such examples
learned “how to avoid them and live up to the more
rigorous requirements of revolutionary Marxism”. By
contrast, the revisionists “crowed” and “cackled” over

the mistakes of Bebel and Rosa Luxemburg. Ridiculing
the revisionists, Lenin quoted a Russian fable in this
connection. “Sometimes eagles may fly lower than
hens, but hens can never rise to the height of eagles”.
Bebel and Rosa Luxemburg were “great Communists™
and, in spite of their mistakes, remained “eagles”, while
the revisionists were a flock of “hens” “in the backyard
of the working-class movement, among the dung heaps”.

The historical role of Bebel and Rosa Luxemburg is
by no means comparable to that of Stalin. Stalin was
the great leader of the dictatorship of the proletariat and
the international communist movement over a whole his-
torical era, and greater care should be exercised in
evaluating him.

The leaders of the CPSU have accused the Chinese
Communist Party of “defending” Stalin. Yes, we do de-
fend Stalin. When Khrushchov distorts history and
completely negates Stalin, naturally we have the ines-
capable duty to come forward and defend him in the
interests of the international communist movement.

In defending Stalin, the Chinese Communist Party
defends his correct side, defends the glorious history of
struggle of the first state of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, which was created by the October Revolution;
it defends the glorious history of struggle of the CPsSU;
it defends the prestige of the international communist
movement among working people throughout the world.
In brief, it defends the theory and practice of Marxism-
Leninism, It is not only the Chinese Communists who
are doing this; all Communists devoted to Marxism-
Leninism, all staunch revolutionaries and all fair-minded
people have been doing the same thing.
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While defending Stalin, we do not defend his mistakes.
Long ago the Chinese Communists had first-hand expe-
rience of some of his mistakes. Of the erroneous “Left”
and Right opportunist lines which emerged in the Chi-
nese Communist Party at one time or another, some
arose under the influence of certain mistakes of Stalin’s,
in so far as their international sources were concerned.
In the late Twenties, the Thirties and the early and mid-
dle Forties, the Chinese Marxist-Leninists represented
by Comrades Mao Tse-tung and Liu Shao-chi resisted
the influence of Stalin’s mistakes; they gradually over-
came the erroneous lines of “Left” and Right opportun-
ism and finally led the Chinese revolution to victory.
But since some of the wrong ideas put forward by
Stalin were accepted and applied by certain Chinese
comrades, we Chinese should bear the responsibility. In
its struggle against “Left” and Right opportunism, there-
fore, our Party criticized only its own erring comrades
and never put the blame on Stalin. The purpose of our
criticism was to distinguish between right and wrong,
learn the appropriate lessons and advance the revolu-
tionary cause. We merely asked the erring comrades
that they should correct their mistakes. If they failed
to do so, we waited until they were gradually awakened
by their own practical experience, provided they did not
organize secret groups for clandesline and disruptive
activities. Our method was the proper method of inner-
Party criticism and self-criticism; we started from the
desire for unity and arrived at a new unity on a new
basis through criticism and struggle, and thus good re-
sults were achieved. We held that these were contra-
dictions among the people and not between the enemy

‘and ourselves, and that therefore we should use the

above method.

What attitude have Comrade Khrushchov and other
leaders of the CPSU taken towards Stalin since the 20th
Congress of the CPSU?

They have not made an overall historical and scien-
tific analysis of his life and work but have completely
negated him without any distinction between right and
wrong.

They have treated Stalin not as a comrade but as an
enemy.

They have not adopted the method of criticism and
self-criticism to sum up experience but have blamed
Stalin for all errors, or ascribed to him the “mistakes”
they have arbitrarily invented.

They have not presented the facts and reasoned things
out but have made demagogic personal attacks on Stalin
in order to poison people’s minds,

Khrushchov has abused Stalin as a “murderer”, a
“criminal”, a “bandit”, a “gambler”, a “despot of the
type of Ivan the Terrible”, “the greatest dictator in Rus-
sian history”’, a “fool”, an “idiot”, etc. When we are com-
pelled to cite all this filthy, vulgar and malicious lan-
guage, we are afraid it may soil our pen and paper.

Khrushchov has maligned Stalin as “the greatest dicta-
tor in Russian history”. Does not this mean that the
Soviet people lived for thirty long years under the
“tyranny” of “the greatest dictator in Russian history”
and not under the socialist system? The great Soviet
people and the revolutionary people of the whole world
completely disagree with this slander!

Khrushchov has maligned Stalin as a “despot of the
type of Ivan the Terrible”; Does not this mean that the




experieﬁce the great.CPSU and the great Soviet people

provided over thirty years for people the world over was .

not the experience of the dictatorship of the proletariat
but that of life under the rule of a feudal “despot”? The
great Soviet people, the Soviet Communists and Marxist-
Leninists of the whole world completely disagree with
this slander!

Khrushchov has maligned Stalin as a “bandit”. Does
not this mean that the first socialist state in the world
was for a long period headed by a “bandit”? The great
Soviet people and the revolutionary people of the whole
world completely disagree with this slander!

Khrushchov has maligned Stalin as a “fool”. Does
not this mean that the CPSU which waged heroic revolu-
tionary struggles over the past decades had a “fool™
as its leader? The Soviet Communists and Marxist-
Leninists of the whole world completely disagree with
this slander! ‘

Khrushchov has maligned Stalin as an “idiot”. Does
not this mean that the great Soviet Army which triumph-
ed in the anti-Fascist war had an “idiot” as its supreme
commander? The glorious Soviet commanders and fight-
ers and all anti-Fascist fighters of the world completely
tiisagree with this slander! '

Khrushchov has- maligned Stalin as a “murderer”. .

Does not this mean that the international communist
movement had a “murderer” as its teacher for decades?
Communists of the whole world, including the Soviet
Coemmunists, cempletely disagree with this slander!
Khrushchov has maligned Stalin as a “gambler”. Does:
not this mean that the revolutionary peoples had a
“gambler” as their standard-bearer in the struggles
against imperialism and reaction? All revolutionary peo-
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ple of the world, including the Soviet people, completely
disagree with this slander! :
Such abuse of Stalin by Khrushchov is a gross insult

to the great Soviet people, a gross insult to the CPSU,

to the Soviet Army, to the dictatorship of the proletariat
and fo the socialist system, to the international commu-
nist movement, to the revolutionary people the world
over and to Marxism-Leninism.

In what position does Khrushchov, who participated
in the leadership of the Party and the state during
Stalin’s period, place himself when he beats his breast,
pounds the table and shouts abuse of Stalin at the top of
his voice? In the position of an accomplice to a “mur-.
derer” or a “bandit”? Or in the same position as a
“fool” or an “idiot”?

What difference is there between such abuse of Stalin
by Khrushchov and the abuse by the imperialists, the
reactionaries in various countries, and the renegades to
communism? Why such inveterate hatred of Stalin?
Why attack him more ferociously than you do the enemy?

In abusing Stalin, Khrushchov is in fact wildly dfe-
nouncing the Soviet system and state. His language in
this connection is by no means weaker but is actually
stronger than that of such renegades as Kautsky, Trotsky,
Tito and Djilas.

People should quote the following passage from the
Open Letter of the Central Committee of the CPSU and
ask Khrushchov: “How can they say such a thing about
the Party of the great Lenin, about the motherland of
socialism, about the people who, the first in the woz:ld,
accomplished a socialist revolution, upheld its great_ gglns
in the bitterest battles against international imperialism
and domestic counter-revolution, and display miracles
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of heroism and dedication in the struggle for the build-
ing of communism, honestly fulfilling its internationalist
duty to the working people of the world”!

In his article, The Political Significance of Abuse,
Lenin said, “Abuse in politics often covers up the utter
lack of ideological content, the helplessness and the im-
potence, the annoying impotence of the abuser.” Does
this not apply to the leaders of the CPSU who, feeling
constantly haunted by the specire of Stalin, try to cover
up their total lack of principle, their helplessness and
annoying impotence by abusing Stalin?

The great majority of the Soviet people disapprove of
such abuse of Stalin. They increasingly cherish the

memory of Stalin. The leaders of the CPSU have seri-

ously isolated themselves from the masses. ~They al-
ways feel they are being threatened by the haunting
spectre of Stalin, which is in fact the broad masses’ great
dissatisfaction with the complete negation of Stalin. So
far Khrushchov has not dared to let the Soviet people
.and the other people in the socialist camp see the secret
report completely negating Stalin which he made to the
20th Congress of the CPSU, because it is a report which
cannot bear the light of day, a report which would se-
riously alienate the masses. ‘

Especially noteworthy is the fact that while they
abuse Stalin in every possible way, the leaders of the
CPSU regard Eisenhower, Kennedy and the like “with
respect and trust”. They abuse Stalin as a “despot of
the type of Ivan the Terrible” and “the greatest dictator
in Russian history”, but compliment both Eisenhower
and Kennedy as “having the support of the absolute
majority of the American people”! They abuse Stalin as
an “idiot” but praise Eisenhower and Kennedy as “sen-
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sible”! On the one hand, they viciously lash at a great
Marxist-Leninist, a great proletarian revolutionary and
a great leader of the international communist movement,
and on the other, they laud the chieftains of imperialism
to the skies. Is there any possibility that the connection
between these phenomena is merely accidental and that
it does not follow with inexorable logic from the betrayal
of Marxism-Leninism?

If his memory is not too short, Khrushchov ought to
remember that at a mass rally held in Moscow in January
1937 he himself rightly condemned those who had at-
tacked Stalin, saying, “In lifting their hand against
Comrade Stalin, they lifted it against all of us, against
the working class and the working people! In lifting their
hand against Comrade Stalin, they lifted it against the
teachings of Marx, Engels and Lenin!” Khrushchov
himself repeatedly extolled Stalin as an “intimate friend
and comrade-in-arms of the great Lenin”, as “the greatest’
genius, teacher and leader of mankind” and “the greaf,
ever-victorious marshal”, as ‘“the sincere friend of the
people” and as his “own father”,

If one compares the remarks made by Khrushchov
when Stalin was alive with those made after his death,
one will not fail to see that Khrushchov has made a 180-
degree turn in his evaluation of Stalin.

If his memory is not too short, Khrushchov should of
course remember that during the period of Stalin’s leader-
ship he himself was particularly active in supporting
and carrying out the then prevailing policy for suppress-
ing counter-revolutionaries.

On June 6, 1937, at the Fifth Party Conference of
Moscow Province, Khrushchov declared:
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" Our Party will mercilessly crush the band of traitors
and betrayers, and wipe out all the Trotskyist-Right
dregs. : . . The guarantee of this is the unshakable
leadership of our Central Committee, the unshakablg
leadership of our leader Comrade Stalin. . . . We shall
totally annihilate the enemies — to the last man — and
scatter their ashes to the winds.

On June 8, 1938, at the Fourth Party Conference of
Kiev Province, Khrushchov declared:

The Yakyirs, Balyitskys, Lyubchenkys, Zatonskys
and other scum wanted to bring Polish landowners to
the Ukraine, wanted to bring here the German fascists,
landlords and capitalists. . . . We have annihilated a
considerable number of enemies, but still not all
Therefore, it is necessary to keep our eyes open. We
should bear firmly in mind the words of Comrade
Stalin, that as long as capitalist encirclement exists,
spies and saboteurs will be smuggled into our country.

Why does Khrushchov, who was in the leadership of
the Party and the state in Stalin’s period and who actively
supported and firmly executed the policy for suppress-
ing counter-revolutionaries, repudiate everything done
during this period and shift the blame for all errors on
to Stalin alone, while altogether whitewashing himself?

When Stalin did something wrong, he was capable of
criticizing himself. For instance, he had given some bad
counsel with regard to the Chinese revolution. After the
victory of the Chinese revoluticn, he admitted his mis-
take. Stalin also admitted some of his mistakes in the
work of purifying the Party ranks in his report to the
18th Congress of the CPSU (B) in 1939. But what about
Khrushchov? He simply does not know what self-criticism
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‘ l'is; all he does is to shift the entire blame on to others
" .and claim the entire credit for himself.

It is not surprising that these ugly actions of Khru-
shchov’s should have taken place when modern revision-
ism is on the rampage. As Lenin said in 1915 when he
criticized the revisionists of the Second International for
their betrayal of Marxism, “In our time when words
previously spoken are forgotten, principles are aban-
doned, world outlook is discarded and resolutions and
solemn promises are thrown away, it is not at all surpris-
ing that such a thing should happen.”

As the train of events since the 20th Congress of the
CPSU has fully shown, the complete negation of Stalin
by the leadership of the CPSU has had extremely serious
consequences.

It has provided the imperialists and the reactionaries
of all countries with exceedingly welcome anti-Soviet
and anti-Communist ammunition. Shortly after the 20th
Congress of the CPSU, the imperialists exploited Khru-
shchov’s secret anti-Stalin report to stir up a world-wide
tidal wave égainst the Soviet Union and against com-~
munism. The imperialists, the reactionaries of all coun-
tries, the Tito clique and opportunists of various descrip-
tions all leapt at the chance to attack the Soviet Union,
the socialist camp and various Communist Parties; thus
many fraternal Parties and countries were placed in seri-
ous difficulties.

The frantic campaign against Stalin by the leadership
of the CPSU enabled the Trotskyites, who had long been
political corpses, to come to life again and clamour for
the “rehabilitation” of Troisky. In November 1961, at
the conclusion of the 22nd Congress of the CPSU, the
International Secretariat of the so-called Fourth Interna-
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tional stated in a “Letter to the 22nd Congress of the
CPSU and Its New Central Committee” that in 1937
. Trotsky said a monument would be erected to the honour
of the victims of Stalin. “Today,” it continued, “this
prediction has come true. Before your Congress the
First Secretary of your Party has promised the erection
of this monument.” In this letter the specific demand
was made that the name of Trotsky be “engraved in
letters of gold on the monument erected in honour of the
victims of Stalin.” The Trotskyites made no secret of
their joy, declaring that the anti-Stalin campaign started
by the leadership of the CPSU had “opened the door for
Trotskyism” and would “greatly help the advance of
Trotskyism and its organization — the Fourth Interna-
tional”,

In completely negating Stalin, the leaders of the CPSU
have motives that cannot bear the light of day.

Stalin died in 1953; three years later the leaders of the
CPSU violently attacked him at the 20th Congress, and
eight years after his death they again did so at the 22nd
Congress, removing and burning his remains. In repeat-
ing their violent attacks on Stalin, the leaders of the
CPSU aimed at erasing the indelible influence of this
great proletarian revolutionary among the people of the
Soviet Union and throughout the world, and at paving
the way for negating Marxism-Leninism, which Stalin
had defended and developed, and for the all-out applica=~

tion of a revisionist line. Their revisionist line began-

exactly with the 20th Congress and became fully system-
atized at the 22nd Congress. The facts have shown
ever more clearly that their revision of the Marxist-
Leninist theories on imperialism, war and peace, prole-
tarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat,
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" revolution in the colonies and semi-colonies, the prole-

tarian party, etc, is inseparably connected with their
complete negation of Stalin,

It is under the cover of “combating the personality
cult” that the leadership of the CPSU tries to negate
Stalin completely. .

In launching “the combat against the personality cult”,
the leaders of the CPSU are not out to restore what they
call “the Leninist standards of Party life and principles
of leadership”, On the contrary, they are violating
Lenin’s teachings on the interrelationship of leaders,
party, class and masses and contravening the principle
of democratic centralism in the Party.

Marxist-Leninists maintain that if the revolutionary
party of the proletariat is genuinely to serve as the head-
quarters of the proletariat in struggle, it must correctly
handle the interrelationship of leaders, party, class and
masses and must be organized on the principle of
democratic centralism. Such a Party must have a fairly
stable nucleus of leadership, which should consist of a
group of long-tested leaders who are good at integrating
the wuniversal truth of Marxism-Leninism with the
concrete practice of revolution.

" The leaders of the proletarian party, whether members
of the Central or local committees, emerge from the masses
in the course of class struggles and mass revolutionary

‘movements. They are infinitely loyal to the masses,

have close ties with them and are good at correctly con-
centrating the ideas of the masses and then carrying them
through. Such leaders are genuine representatives of
the proletariat and are acknowledged by the masses. It
is a sign of the political maturity of a proletarian party
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for it to have such leaders, and herein lies the hope of

victory for the cause of the proletariat.

Lenin was absolutely right in saying that “not a
single class in history has achieved power without pro-
ducing its political leaders, its prominent representatives
able to organize a movement and lead it”. He also said,
“The training of experienced and most influential party
leaders is a long-term and difficult task. But without
this, the dictatorship of the proletariat, its ‘unity of will’,
will remain a phrase.”

The Communist Party of China has always adhered to
the Marxist-Leninist teachings on the role of the masses

and the individual in history and on the interrelationship

of leaders, party, class and masses, and upheld democratic
centralism in the Party. We have always maintained
collective leadership; at the same time, we are against
belittling the role of leaders. While we attach impor-
tance to this role, we are against dishonest and excessive
eulogy of individuals and exaggeration of their role, As
far back as 1949 the Central Committee of the Chinese
Communist Party, on Comrade Mao Tse-tung’s suggestion,
took a decision forbidding public celebrations of any kind
on the birthdays of Party leaders and the naming of cities;
streets or enterprises after them.

This consistent and correct approach of ours is funda-
mentally different from the “combat against the per-
sonality cult” advocated by the leadership of the CPSU.

It has become increasingly clear that in advocating the
“combat against the personality cult” the leaders of the
CPSU do not intend, as they themselves claim, to pro-
mote democracy, practise collective leadership and oppose
exaggeration of the role of the individual but have
ulterior motives.
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What exactly is the gist of their “combat against the
personality cult”? :

To put it bluntly, it is nothing but the following:

1. On the pretext of “combating the personality cult”;
to counterpose Stalin, the leader of the Party, to the
Party organization, the proletariat and the masses of the
people; ,

2. On the pretext of “combating the personality cult”,
to besmirch the proletarian party, the dictatorship of the
proletariat, and the socialist system; .

3. On the pretext of “combating the personality cult”;
to build themselves up and to attack revolutionaries loyal
to Marxism-Leninism so as to pave the way for revi-
sionist schemers to usurp the Party and state leadership;

4. On the pretext of “combating the personality cult”,
to interfere in the internal affairs of fraternal Parties and
countries and strive to subvert their leadership to suit
themselves; ' ,

5. On the pretext of “combating the personality cult”,
to attack fraternal Parties which adhere to Marxism-
Leninism and to split the international communist move--
ment. :

The “combat against the personality cult” launcl}ed
by Khrushchov is a despicable political intrigue. Like .
someone described by Marx, “He is in his element as an
intriguer, while a nonentity as a theorist.”

The Open Letter of the Central Committee of the
CPSU states that “while debunking the personality c.ult
and fighting against its consequences” they ‘“put high
the leaders who . .. enjoy deserved prestige”. Wh.at
does this mean? It means that, while trampling Stalin
underfoot, the leaders of the CPSU laud Khrushchov to
the skies,
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They describe Khrushchov, who was not yet a Com-
munist at the time of the October Revolution and who
was a low-ranking political worker during the Civil War,
as the “active builder of the Red Army”.

They ascribe the great victory of the decisive battle in
the Soviet Patriotic War entirely to Khrushchov, saying
that in the Battle of Stalingrad “Khrushchov’s voice was
very frequently heard” and that he was “the soul of the
Stalingraders”.

They attribute the great achievements in nuclear weap-
ons and rocketry wholly to Khrushchov, calling him
“cosmic father”. But as everybody knows, the success
of the Soviet Union in manufacturing the atom and
hydrogen bombs was a great achievement of the Soviet
scientists and technicians and the Soviet people under
Stalin’s leadership. The foundations of rocketry were
also laid in Stalin’s time. How can these important his-
torical facts be obliterated? How can all credit be given
to Khrushchov?

They laud Khrushchov who has revised the funda-
mental theories of Marxism-Leninismh and who holds that
Leninism is outmoded as the “brilliant model who crea-
tively developed and enriched Marxist-Leninist theory”.

What the leaders of the CPSU are doing under the
cover of “combating the personality cult” is exactly as
Lenin said: “In place of the old leaders, who hold
ordinary human views on ordinary matters, new leaders
are put forth . .. who talk supernatural nonsense and
confusion”,

The Open Letter of the Central Committee of the
CPSU slanders our stand in adhering to Marxism-
Leninism, asserting that we “are trying to impose upon
other Parties the practices, the ideology and morals, the
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forms and methods of leadership which flourished in the
period of the personality cult”. This remark again ex-
poses the absurdity of the “combat against the personality
cult”,

According to the leaders of the CPSU, after the
October Revolution put an end to capitalism in Russia
there followed a “period of the personality cult”. It
would seem that the “social system” and “the ideology
and morals” of that period were not socialist. In that
period the Soviet working people suffered “heavy op-
pression”, there prevailed an “atmosphere of fear, suspi-
cion and uncertainty which poisoned the life of the
people”, and Soviet society was impeded in its -develop-
ment.

In his speech at the Soviet-Hungarian friendship rally
on July 19, 1963, Khrushchov dwelt on what he called
Stalin’s rule of “terror”, saying that Stalin “maintained
his power with an axe”. He described the social order
of the time in the following terms: *. . ; in that period
a man leaving for work often did not know whether he
would return home, whether he would see his wife and
children again.”

“The period of the personality cult” as described by
the leadership of the CPSU was one when society was
more “hateful” and “barbarous” than in the period of
feudalism or capitalism.

According to the leadership of the CPSU, the dicta-
torship of the proletariat and the socialist system of
society which were established as a result of the October
Revolution failed to remove the oppression of the work-
ing people or accelerate the development of Soviet
society for several decades; only after the 20th Congress
of the CPSU carried out the “combat against the per-
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sonality cult” was the “heavy oppression” removed from
the working people and “the development of Soviet so-
ciety” suddenly “speeded up”.

Khrushchov said, “Ah! If only Stalin had died ten
years earlier!” As everybody knows,*Stalin died in 1953;
ten years earlier would have been 1943, the very year
when the Soviet Union began its counter-offensive in
the Great Patriotic War. At that time, who wanted
Stalin to die? " Hitler!

It is not a new thing in the history of the international

. communist movement for the enemies of Marxism-

Leninism to vilify the leaders of the proletariat and try
to undermine the proletarian cause by using some such
slogan as “combating the personality cult”, It is a dirty
trick which people saw through long ago.

In the period, of the First International the schemer
Bakunin used similar language to rail at Marx. At first,
to worm himself into Marx’s confidence, he wrote him,
“I am your disciple and I am proud of it.” Later, when
he failed in his plot to usurp the leadership of the First
International, he abused Marx and said, “Being a German
and a Jew, he is authoritarian from head to heels” and a
“dictator”. A , '

In the period of the Second International the renegade
Kautsky used similar language to rail at Lenin. He
slandered Lenin, likening him to “the God of the
Monotheists” who had “reduced Marxism to the status
not only of a state religion but of a medieval or oriental
faith”.

In the period of the Third International the renegade
Trotsky: similarly used such language to rail at Stalin.
He said that Stalin was a “despot” and that “the
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. bureaucrat Stalin spread the base cult of the leader, at-

taching holiness to the leader.”

The modern revisionist Tito clique also use similar
words to rail at Stalin, saying that Stalin was the “dic-
tator” “in a system of absolute personal power”.:

Thus it is clear that the issue of “combating the per-
sonality cult” raised by the leadership of the CPSU has
come down through Bakunin, Kautsky, Trotsky and Tito,
all of whom used it to attack the leaders of the prole-
tariat and undermine the proletarian revolutionary move-
ment, '

The opportunists in the history of the international
communist movement were unable to negate Marx, Engels
or Lenin by vilification, nor is Khrushchov able to negate
Stalin by vilification. :

As Lenin pointed out, a privileged position cannot
ensure the success of vilification.

Khrushchov was able to utilize his privileged position
to remove the body of Stalin from the Lenin Mausoleum,
but try as he may, he can never succeed in removing
the great image of Stalin from the minds of the Soviet
people and of the people throughout the world.

Khrushchov can utilize his privileged position to revise
Marxism-Leninism one way or another, but try as he
may, he can never succeed in overthrowing Marxism-=
Leninism which Stalin defended and which is defended
by Marxist-Leninists throughout the world. .

We would like to offer a word of sincere advice fo
Comrade Khrushchov. We hope you will become aware
of your errors and return from your wrong path to the
path of Marxism-Leninism.

Long live the great revolutionary teachings of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Stalin!
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