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AN INTRODUCTORY ADDRESS

Comrades,

January 21 will mark half a century since the
death of Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, the great think-
er and revolutionary, the founder of the Com-
munist Party and the Soviet state, the leader
and teacher of the working people throughout
the world.

Lenin’s name has gone down in the history
of mankind as a symbol of the communist
transformation of the world. His teaching and
cause are immortal.

Over the past 50 years the Communist Party,
created by Lenin and steeled under his guid-
ance in the great class battles, in acute strug-
gle against bourgeois ideology and against all
manifestations of Right and Left opportunism,
carries high the banner of Leninism and under
it has won historic victories of world signi-
ficance. In his speech on the centenary of Le-
nin’s birth, Leonid Ilyich Brezhnev, General
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, said:
“Lenin’s ideas, his political steeling and his
science of victory are the inexhaustible source
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from which we draw confidence in our strength
and our courage, optimism and will for victo-
ry.!!

Leninism is the true compass of the interna-
tional communist movement, of the working
class and of working people in the struggle for
the bright future of mankind, for communism.

The entire course of social development, the
great revolutionary transformations which have
radically changed the social face of the world,
convincingly demonstrate the historical cor-
rectness of Leninism, and its invincible strength.

An advanced socialist society, the first in
history, has been built in the USSR. Its founda-
tions were laid under the leadership and with
the direct participation of Vladimir Ilyich. The
Soviet Union withstood unprecedented trials in
the years of the Second World War, and saved
mankind from the threat of fascist enslavement.
Today our socialist Motherland is in the prime
of its power. It possesses a mighty social, econo-
mic, technical and military potential. The So-
viet people, under the guidance of the Com-
munist Party, are firmly and confidently ad-
vancing in the forefront of mankind, towards
the radiant summits of communism.

The world socialist system, whose inevitable
birth was scientifically foreseen by Lenin, has
taken shape and is developing successfully. Po-
litical and economic cooperation among the
countries of the socialist community is becom-
ing ever stronger.

The colonial system of imperialism has disin-
t_egrated. The power of capital in the metropo-
litan countries and colonies has been under-
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mined. Capitalism as a system is going through
an acule crisis.

The path charted by the founders of scientific
communism and proven by the historical ex-
perience has become mankind’s high-road to
the future. Leninism, the most advanced scien-
tific ideology, reflecting the objective process of
the development of society, is winning today
in the extremely acute ideological struggle.
Under the banner of Leninism the peoples of
the socialist countries, the Communists of the
world, the world working class and national-li-
beration movements are closing their ranks in
the struggle against imperialism, for peace,
freedom and socialism.

Comrades,

This scientific and theoretical conference dev-
oted to the immortal teaching and cause of Vla-
dimir Ilyich Lenin is announced open.



Academician B. N. PONOMARYOY,
Alternate Member of the Politbureau,
Secrefary of the CPSU Central Committee

V. L LENIN AND THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMUNIST MOVYEMENT

Comrades,

Half a century has elapsed since Vladimi
Ilyich Lenin, the leader ofp the wor]d’;adg:-l(l)l:
letariat, the great thinker and revolutionary
ﬂ_le founder of the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union and the Soviet state, passed away.
Unsurpassed is Lenin’s tremendous influence on
peoplejs minds and deeds. He inscribed his
name in history by effecting, as nobody else,
!nstoncal changes in the interests of the work-
ing class and all working people.

L.1. Brezhnev said in the report dedicated to
the centenary of Lenin’s birth: “No matter to
what summits mankind ascends, it will always
remember that the gigantic figure of Lenin
thinker and.revolutionary, stood at the sources,
of communist civilization. Nothing is more
sacred to a Communist, to a Leninist, than to

6

devote all his strength, intelligence and will to
bring nearer the future for which Lenin
fought.”

Under Lenin’s leadership, the Communist
Party and the working class of Russia, after
successfully accomplishing the Great October
Revolution, laid the channel for the impetuous
socialist torrent.

Lenin raised Marx’s doctrine to a new stage
and produced a harmonious integral theory of
revolution, covering and generalizing the di-
verse forms of revolutionary development, both
on the scale of individual countries and on a
world scale. Lenin went down in the history of
the revolutionary movement as a great interna-
tionalist. The leaching of Lenin is internationa-
list because it incorporates the experience of
all countries and peoples and expresses the
demands of social progress. The practice of
Leninism is internationalist because it stems
from the general laws of revolutionary struggle.
The world communist movement commenced
by Lenin is also internationalist.

Vladimir Ilyich Lenin has forged a proleta-
rian party of a new type. The great process of
the formation of communist parties in all coun-
tries commenced on his initiative and under
his direction. They immediately showed them-
selves to be parties of revolutionary action. The
world saw the emergence of new, truly militant
revolutionary force, capable of leading masses
in the struggle for the radical transformation
of society.

The outgoing exploiter classes resorted to
every type of political, economic, and ideologi-
cal pressure and repression to destroy or sub-
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vert the communist movement. Unable to op-
pose the ideas of communism, the dark forces
of reaction have been intent on exterminating
Communists, on incarcerating them in con-
centration camps and prisons. Before and dur-
ing the Second World War millions of Com-
munists were killed by the class enemy. In the
postwar years Communists were subjected to
particularly cruel repression in such countries
as Indonesia and South Africa, Greece and
Spain, Portugal and Guatemala, Chile and Bra-
zil, Paraguay.

But despite all the persecution and terror
organized by the forces of reaction, the army
of Communists has been growing and strength-
ening its ranks both organizationally and po-
litically. In 1924 there were 49 Communist and
Workers’ Parties with a total membership of
1,300,000; today there are Communist Parties
;:1 89 countries and their membership is 50 mil-

on.

Attempts have been made to weaken the
communist movement ideologically, to encour-
age the growth within it of concepts of refor-
mism and conciliation, to push it onto the
path of harmless “evolutionism” and “econo.
mism”, and the Right and “Left” opportunism.
But these schemes of the bourgeoisie and its
accomplices have failed.

Over the last half century the communist
movement has had its reverses. And yet,
throughout the fifty years, the determining
factor in its development has been the steadily
growing influence of the world communist
movement on the course of events and the
Increasing results of its efforts to transform
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society. And we have every reason to say that
today Communists and their struggle exert a
decisive influence on all world developments.
In actual fact, the achievements of tl.lc world
communist movement embody the basic content
of mankind’s progress in the present epoch.
First of all, socialism was built in the Soviet
Union on the basis of Lenin’s idC?S and gccord—
ing to his brilliant plan. The CPSU ca'rned oult?
truly titanic work and achievefi the triumph o
the new social system in spite of the fierce
hostility of imperialists and the class enemy
within the country, and in spite_ of the resist-
ance put up by Trotskyists, the ylgh_t and other
anti-socialist groups. From a scle{xtlﬁc theory
socialism turned into a living reallt'y._ The .So-
viet people created an advanced soc1alls.t'soclety
and are now implementing the transition to
communism for the first time in the history of
mankind. .
aSecondly, the Soviet people an.d'thelr Army,
led by Lenin’s Party, made a decisive contribu-
tion to the rout of fascism during the Second
World War. The socio-political forces led by
Communists saved world civilization, ppheld
and strengthened the social prospects in all
kind’s progress.
m?l‘lilirdly, g n%w stage evolved in the world
socialist revolution a quarter of a century ago,
under the leadership of the Communist Parties.
The world socialist system, the bulwark and
the main motive force of the further develop-
ment of the world revolutionary process came
into being. Having repulsed all the attacks of the
old world, all its attempts to resto.re.the system
of exploitation and “roll back” socialism, the so-



({is_ilist community created a vast economic. p

htxqal and defence potential which (‘X(’.I‘Ciﬁ.‘(’(ll o
deqsive influence upon the correlation of : foa
ces in favour of the working class and all \vorl:-
ing people of the world. ;

. Foul_'thly, thanks to this, victorious national
liberation revolutions which precipitated t(h:
downfall of colonial empires, became posqiblo(
Dozens of nations took the road of indopm;denf
devel.opment. actively joined in world polities
(‘«:;Idlll’tl place. of former colonies a whole groul;
waz ?Oirsng:il.uch chose a socialist orientation
_Fifthly. Communists have played and con
tinue to play. a vanguard role in dealing with-
:hg t'ask, 'whlch,' without any exaggeration, is
oday an immediate and the most vital for,all
of m?.nkmd—the task of preserving peace and
averting world war. The conviction that Con
munists constitute the most reliable and mo]t-
active f9rce in preserving and strengtheninS
peace is becoming established in pedple'%
ml;l(;s with greater force than ever before.
e olt‘lglla)[;’iztali?nks to the Cqmmpm'sts’ activities,
ol ion and consqhdahon of the pro-
& h‘::v hlixllecapxtahst countries is growing stea-
" W pressure on the bou isi

capitalist system of exploitationrgismsillférggsi;hge

Finally, the ideas of Lenin;

! X eninism have today
:ﬁqz:::gn:ntsunpaecedented magnetic forcg (E)lr‘x
: nis and in all corners of the E
grﬁti:ns?ly as a result of the accomplishmzeill;tt}s1
chieved under its banner and thanks to the

Such are the great results which the Com-
munists may rightly be proud of. The past
fifty years has seen the rapid advance of socia-
lism, the steady growth of its influence on the
course of history, along with the decline of im-
perialism, the inexorable shrinking of its
spheres of power and the weakening of its po-
sitions in the world.

Living Socialism—a Decisive Factor
in World Development

Living socialism, the new society, free of ex-
ploitation and oppression, for the sake of which
Vladimir Ilyich lived and fought, is the supreme
achievement of the communist movement.
This society is a living embodiment of the
powerful, creative force of the working class.

Creation of a new, communist, civilization is
a crucial factor in the revolutionary transfor-
mation of the world and at the same time it
is a powerful stimulus and support for the li-
beration struggle of all peoples.

Since the beginning of the existence of the
Soviet Republic revolutionaries all over the
world have drawn inspiration from the fact
that a worker-peasant state exists where for the
first time the ideals of genuine social equality,
of genuine freedom, democracy and fraternity
of nations, were being put into practice.

At present socialism is throwing impressive
achievements in the implementation of tasks
which were unthinkable in the past, onto the
scales of the historic confrontation with capi-
talism. At the present stage, when we have ad-

11




vanced so far in fulfilling Lenin's behes
implementation of the gi’deals of i.)(():lll(;;:t;lilsl]e
rests on the mighty material-technical basiI;1
and on the high level of the social relations and
so::;;hst co(rilsciousness of the masses. i
vanced socialism does not only s
wo?ld the steady, harmonious and )fasthgr:)\\tr}t]lf
9f its economy and rising living standards. But
il creates a quality of life for the whole of S
ciety esseqtla!ly different from that which exis(t)s-
tunder c’apltahsm; this quality of life correspémds
0 man's personal and social interests and it
encourages .his moral and ethical developmen;
; The genuine government by the people is :
lphemnt and essential feature of socialist sét)n
gt;tl);c l!;lecl;’milll)g(l’llizlved tll)lle emergence of socialist
4 parably superior to b i
tc}:!mtacracy, to be one of the greatest g::rngse o(;;
e October Bevolution. Socialist democrac
ie:csllll::: tal;fo ‘régl;ltf (;fz the vl:orking people. Thesz
I » abov , the right to work, -
(t;:ns, sc;cnal securily, free medical ca:-z ed}:lgl?-
gegu}ne c. This is a democracy which ,shows
& bas::dcom:ern for man’s welfare, a democra-
i e tt;n mtl;ltual support and real equality.
ot e thees e pfaople’s effective participa-
-t B i ?'ount‘rys labour sector, political
o i 1f§, in the management of state
e a]}ro uction. Our democracy expres-
oo e and pqhtncal unity of the people
o e il e e
= I ective. g P
sol‘iidlt)lrleunpi(teggleTm thg socialist countries a;:'Z
ey o : bhe_ guidance of society by the
i S, Dby its Communist Party, ensures
Interests of every class and e\,rery sec-
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tion of society are taken into account. The con-
stant development and improvement of socialist
democracy is the unswerving policy of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union.

The strategic directions in the further de-
velopment of our country were determined by
the 24th CPSU Congress. The implementation
of the decisions of the Congress will mark
another big step forward along the road of con-
solidating the positions of world socialism and
strengthening the attractive force of its ideas.
As is known, the December (1973) Plenary
Meeting of the CPSU Central Committee tho-
roughly analyzed the key problems of the
USSR’s economic development. In his speech
at the Plenary Meeting of the CPSU Central
Committee, L.I. Brezhnev outlined measures to
bring about a rapid growth in the effectiveness
of social production, the fullest possible utiliza-
tion of the achievements of the scientific and
technological revolution and a further rise in
the people’s standards of living.

Even in the hardest first years of establish-
ing Soviet power Lenin foresaw the inevitable
victory of revolution in other countries. And he
did not merely foresee this victory but did
everything to bring it about. For more than
half a century now there have existed a number
of socialist states. The socialist community is
gaining in strength and is advancing on all
fronts. The economic integration of the socia-
list countries, their political and military co-
operation, the coordination of their activities
in the international arena have reached new
stage. Cooperation among the fraternal parties
in the ideological sphere is becoming closer.
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The force cementing the multifarious proce
which p}'oduces the cohesion of the hsl(;t'(i);l(isf
community is the unity of the ruling (Ionil‘nns
nist I.)arties. a unity based on the principles (:f
Mayxnsm—Leninism and proletarian intométio
nalism. .All-round contacts between these parti -
3;:2 their le;ders promote this unity. Thiq‘ w;:

e again dem Leeti i :
Crin1§a§last yea]?nstrated at the Meeting in the

A ighly significant trend of
rg‘.al.xty.is the steady growth of thgl;:);: lof ds%y
cna(ils(lln_s foreign policy. The political, economic
and eiepce potential of living socialism i
r_nakmg it possible to tackle ever groatel: te ks
i the field of foreign poicy. : s

ese tasks are no longer confined to the
2(:11(1:(1:.@, o}t; revolutionary gains against f(])(rcidg(;)
o e(::l .ntlent and to .eﬁ'e.ctively rebuffing the
'l‘hp' alis Pol{cy of dictation and aggression
‘hey involve increasingly effective count .
tions to check the danger of a war i o

. che e da insti
:.); t1m.per1ahs_m with its unchanging class gzcllt;f
cter; they involve a successful struggle for

trl(l)e‘rm dt;s(;al:)llilsliﬁlent -of . international relations
e e principles of peaceful co-exis-
Th i
- g ri(}):ru:]t] a}{){::}::, uz]md. t.ftl'e socialist commu-
PNy e initiative in the R
l(])]fufl'l(;r:lgn [?ollcy. S(_)cialism and the \vorldS pcl:)cnl;L
e sfom(:j\eplent_. ie. the forces whose ideolo-
i undation is Leninism, play a decisive
el fpxieventmg a world war and they wage a
Bees sPu struggle against local wars. ?I‘he
Congres;oia;mgme, a(;lvanced by the 24th CPSU
( ; one down in history
o as a -
ely popular programme, the ainzs of \\gfll:(:lh
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are clear to all peace champions, to all those
who seek to build international relations on
foundations of equality and democracy.

As is known, the idea of peaceful co-exist-
ence of states with differing social systems be-
longs to Lenin. The initial, essentially important
experience in putting this idea into practice
was accumulated under his direct leadership.

The successes scored in the field of foreign
policy in the past few years have been especial-
ly impressive. Major advances have been made
owing lo the efforts of our Party and state and
the united action of the fraternal socialist states.
A general shift has taken place in favour of deé-
tente, in favour of peace and socialism, and in
favour of all anti-imperialist forces.

While highly appraising these advances our
Party does not lose sight of the fact that the
most aggressive and militaristically ~minded
imperialist quarters are trying to counter-
attack, weaken and even undermine the process
of détente. Moreover, one cannot fail to see
that material preparations for war are being
carried on and, to a cerlain extent, being in-
tensified. The arms race which casis a sinister
shadow on the development of international
relations is continuing. Suffice it to say that in
the past three years, i.e. the years in which so
much was done to relax lension, the world’s
total military spending exceeded 600 thousand
million dollars. Each year the military budgets
of the NATO countries are increased by thou-

sands of millions of dollars. The perfection of
armaments has acquired an unprecedented

scale.
In a word, imperialism is not laying down its
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arms. This can be seen among other facts in the
intensification of propaganda campaigns di-
rected against the socialist states, and in plans
for creation of a military-political alliance of
West European countries, etc.

Ensuring peaceful conditions for the Soviet
people, and strengthening world peace have
always been among the most important aims of
our Party. The CPSU takes constant care to
strengthen the country’s defensive capability,
to augment the power of the glorious Soviet
Armed Forces.

The Soviet Union and all peaceloving forces
see their task in resolutely and consistently
countering the negative trends in the world
arena, in the persistent and active struggle
against all intrigues of reaction and against
imperialist aggression and in making irrever-
sible the process of détente.

In the last few years the communist move-
ment has encountered another hostile force—
the anti-Leninist policy of the leadership of the
People’s Republic of China. In all areas of the
world, the Maoist leadership is stubbornly ad-
h.eri_ng to a course spearheaded against the so-
cialist system, against the national-liberation
struggle and against Communist parties, ope-
rating under the banner of Marxism-Leninism,
and fighting in the grim conditions of the ca-
pitalist system.

By going out of its way to oppose the déten-
te , by calling for a strengthening of NATO and
othgr aggressive  groupings, by coming out
against all initiatives and negotiations concern-
ing the reduction of armed forces and the limi-
tation of the arms drive, the Peking leader-
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ship is in effect trying to resume the “cold war”
against the Soviet Union and the socialist com-
munity.

The Maoist leaders have done tremendous
harm to the Chinese people themselves, forcing
them to go through the chaos and torments of
the “cultural revolution”, having isolated them
from the socialist countries and subjected to
mass repression the tried and tested cadres of
the Party and the state.

Having embarked upon the path of divisive
activities in order to establish their great-power
hegemony, the Maoists stooped to direct co-
operation with imperialism. At the same time
Peking, having drummed up the non-existent
“threat from the north”, is whipping up anti-
Soviet hysteria among the population.

There is no doubt that the Maoist frontal
attack on the forces of socialism and the re-
volutionary movement has failed in its purpose.
The Peking leaders clearly overestimated their
power when they took their stand against the
world communist movement, and their fury
against this movement is defeated by the in-
destructible loyalty of Communists to Leninism.

All this does not, of course, mean that the
danger inherent in the course pursued by the
Chinese leadership has passed. Therefore a
consistent struggle against this harmful line is
the foremost duty of Marxist-Leninists. The
principled line in regard to China, charted by
the 24th Congress of the CPSU, is of immense
importance both from the point of view of the
state interests of the countries of the socialist
community, and of the entire world revolutio-
nary movement, S AR R VR T
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Lenin's Theory of Imperialism and the
Revolutionary Process

To be successful, the struggle for the revolu-
tionary transformation of the world requires a
profound knowledge of the economics and po-
licies of imperialism, of its contradictions, of its
strengths and weaknesses. In this regard Le-
nin’s theory of imperialism has always served
and continues to serve as an unshakable foun-
dation for a correct analysis of conditions and
prerequisites of the working class revolutionary
struggle in individual countries, and on a world
scale.

Naturally, the situation in which imperialism
now finds itself differs from the situation that
existed in Lenin’s time. But these differences
emerged precisely as a result of the develop-
ment of trends discovered by Lenin.

Life has amply borne out the correctness of
Lenin’s analysis of the essence of imperialism.
“Imperialism,” Lenin wrote, “is a specific his-
torical stage of capitalism. Its specific character
is three-fold: imperialism is (1) monopoly ca-
pitalism; (2) parasitic or decaying capitalism;
(3) moribund capitalism.” !

What can be said today about each of these
three facets of imperialism?

As regards the first of them, the most essen-
tial element is, of course, the emergence of a
full-fledged system of state-monopoly capita-
lism. Lenin repeatedly pointed to the tendency
of monopoly capitalism to grow into state-mo-
nopoly capitalism. Under the influence of crises

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 23, p. 105,
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and wars, the advancing scientific and techni-
cal revolution, the development of productive
forces and socialization of labour, under the
influence of the struggle against socialism, and,
finally, because of the pressure from the work-
ing class and other section of the working peo-
ple, state intervention has turned from the
emergency measure it used to be into a com-
ponent part of the mechanism of capitalist pro-
duction. The bourgeois state machine has
merged with the machine of the monopolies.

State intervention has ensured monopoly ca-
pitalism enormous super-profits, it has led to
the formation of monopolies immeasurably
more powerful than the capitalist world pro-
duced earlier.

Concentration of capital on a world scale has
reached an essentially new level, which is also
inseparably bound up with the development of
the state-monopoly system. There are already
hundreds of supra-national or international
corporations with their enterprises in dozens of
countries. These corporations, which mostly be-
long to US capital, are grabbing a growing pro-
portion of world capitalist production. How-
ever West European states and Japan are trying
not to fall behind.

State-monopoly capitalism is, to use Lenin’s
term, a rung on the historical ladder which
leads directly to a new system. As far as econo-
mic prerequisites are concerned, modern ca-
pitalism, if you take the most advanced capita-
list countries, is not merely, as Lenin said,
“ripe” but ‘“over-ripe” for a socialist transfor-
mation. In its heart there had developed a
ready-made machine, as Lenin put it, for “ac-
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counting and control”, which now has vastly
grown and operates not only within a national
framework but on an inter-state scale too. This
machine is used by the financial oligarchy for
the perpetuation and strengthening of the sys.
tem of capitalist exploitation. pe
T_he second facet of imperialism, noted by
Lenin—its parasitic character and decay—is
also dramatically pronounced. g
: The enemies of Leninism alleged that scien-
tific and technical progress and the industrial
growth in capitalist countries “invalidates” the
concl}lsion of the inevitability of a socialist re-
volution. However, economic growth does ndt
at a_ll mean that capitalism is cured of its ills
Lenin pointed out that decay and parasitisxﬁ
are not necessarily followed by economic stag-
nation. Lenin saw the meaning of capitalism’s
deterioration in the fact that the bourgeoisie
was‘]ess and less capable of utilizing the pro-l
ductive forces, that discrepancy in the develop-
ment of separate branches of economy and be-
twgen countries was growing and the manifes-
tations of Pparasitism and the constant uphea-
vals were increasing in the economy of capita-
3151:!m Alll these pl;lenomena result in chronic
oyment, a hi ivi i
securiI:y.ym igh cost of living and in-
f\pglogists for capitalism allege that the
principles of planning and organization have
overcome the principles of spontaneity in ca-
pitalist development and that the bourgeois
system has turned into a regulated one. But
facts utterly disprove these contentions. At-
tem.pts. to strengthen planning did not eliminate
capitalist anarchy in production and exchange
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with all its destructive consequences. For
example, the present state of chaos in the mo-
netary sphere in the capitalist world is without
precedent.

Is not the untenability of the bourgeois con-
ceptions of “planned capitalism” - shown by
runaway inflation, unexampled in peacetime,
and the spasmodic transitions from booms to
periods of stagnation? The combination of mu-
tually contradictory factors—monopoly and
competition, attempts at planning and market
spontaneity, capitalist organization and pro-
duction anarchy—are the rock-bottom founda-
tion, noted by Lenin, for the most acute eco-
nomic and social contradictions within con-
temporary capitalism.

The abnormous expansion of the military-in-
dustrial complex, the growth of militarism, re-
present the most blatant and at the same time
dangerous form of the decay of capitalism.
Monopolies connected with the armament busi-
ness prefer keeping the world on the brink of
war rather than agree to a limitation of the
arms drive, much less to disarmament.

The enormity of this state of things stands out
particularly now that the world can see the
peaceful policy of socialism and its numerous
initiatives to reduce military expenditure and
achieve disarmament.

In the USA, even people far from Marxists
admit that militarization seriously deforms the
economy, impedes all social development and
leads to the tremendous squandering of resour-
ces. Thus, Kenneth Boulding, ex-President of
the American Economic Association, declared
that the US Defence Department was inflicting
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great economic damage on the Uni
: nited St :
it caused a 15-per cent reduction in home ?::)(ils-’
sumption and was throwing the resources that
lcould ‘be used for development into the bottom-
v&s; ?111:1 c(;:'. thehcompeting weapon systems. The
ine, he said, was a malignant .
on the body of American society. The g]x;z:;ltih
cnfous mﬂuel'lce of militarism is felt in a numb :
o I(‘);iaer caplxitalist countries as well i
us take the problem of the'
2 I *  natural -
i‘ r:x;::;::tt.hz‘he }:urs?lthof profit by monopolei:s
I scale of the rapacious exploijta.
(t)lfor:h gfezfgggglmreiou’;ﬁes and the deteriolx)‘aot;:;l
v ent. This phenomenon i i
s:lg:g Wldespregd in the USA. But inls g?ﬁg-
ecpll list countries, too, preservation of thg
cological balance has become a very acut
cial problem. i
its’:‘llflef(g:chlne _of capitaﬁ§m increasingly makes
v abso in the political sphere. This is
reactiott:xe andy fthe. growing tendency towards
towards democ::gfmi l}(IOStglity S i
: akes the form of bl
:&lilges’ as in the case of Chile, and abuses ofogx?-r
S lll)ower. All-pervading corruption even in
- g (:r echelons of the state machine risin
Nt i bx‘;aé:;], moral degradation and frus’tratio;gl
7 % (;))lz:.:t a.nd' parcel of the imperia-
iy geois ideology is in a state of
The third char isti
: acteristic f i i
; r s eature of -
clasgiliaxlril:;thned by Lenin, is that it is ml::'})lfli‘xlﬁi
= 45 for,e (lif(; r:eflysl:emhithat has outlived itself
5 ok y history to be superseded
As a result of socialist revolutions and the
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breaking away from capitalism, first of the vast
country of Russia and later of a number of
other countries, the world domination of im-
perialism came to an end. As a result of the
disintegration of the colonialist system, the
power of imperialism to exploit and subjugate
the countries of the “third world” is being in-
creasingly restricted.

At present bourgeois society is facing such
an exacerbation of all its contradictions, which
provides grounds for speaking about a definite
qualitative shift in the general crisis of capita-
lism and an all-round deepening of this crisis.

— This is a crisis of the economic base of
imperialism which goes beyond the limits of
cyclic depressions and manifests itself, first and
foremost, in the feverish inflation, in com-
prehensive price rises in peace time.

— This is a monetary crisis which played
havoc with the currencies of a number of ca-
pitalist countries.

— This is a crisis of the entire system of re-
lations between imperialism and the countries
liberated from colonial oppression.

— This is a crisis in the relations between
the modern centres of forces of the imperialist
camp—the USA, the countries of West Europe
and Japan.

— This is an energy crisis which is now ac-
quiring the nature of a real calamity in capita-
list countries.

— This is an ecological crisis, a sharp con-
flict with the natural environment consequent
upon its rapacious exploitation by capitalism.

— This is a crisis of the entire foreign-policy
course of imperialism and of many military-po-
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litical doctrines designed for the armed sup-

pression of socialism.

— Finaily, this is a political and ideological
crisis expressed in an all-round aggravation of
the cla.ss struggle on capitalism’s  “‘internal
front”, inside its citadels, so to speak.

In re_cen} months, an “oil hunger” has had a
dramat.lc Impact on capitalist economies. Here
rolled into one are the consequences of rapaci-
ous monopoly mismanagement, and the deepen-
Ing contradictions between imperialism and the
ﬁ:)h;srdb wt;);ld”, variogs specule_ative machina-
rivalry.y ance capital, and inter-imperialist

The global = system of military- oliti i
perialist blocs is falling apart. Togal))', ;tc:g:i]st::;t
attempts are made to rectify the situation to
renovate this system of alliances. For exami)le
the idea of a new Atlantic Charter has been ad.
vanced, etc. However, if one examines the
pro&es§es ta_kmg place in the imperialist camp

;lngl yeu('i einzre: i .the prospects of an increa-
el i gs)e;-;e nter-imperialist struggle can
; .Hopes for a prolonged and lastin socio

ht-lcal stabilization within the capita?ist 00111)1(1)-
tries are clearly suffering a fiasco. Broad sec-
QOnf of the population are becoming increa-
issmg yl aware that the existing capitalist system
useless and unacceptable and that radical

changg Is necessary.,
le the general crisis of capitalism s
g:;?t:nﬁxsx:g, the social forces which l<))ppose the
o aopsamy sy;ftt_am are growing and gaining
lopment. Tllllc is the dialectics of social deve-
- the army of wage workers, which
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form the main body of the industrial proleta-
riat, is growing. In the non-socialist world it
exceeds 500 million. This is a tremendous so-
cial force! The working class holds a key posi-
tion in the principal, vital centres of the capita-
list system; its power and influence, its organi-
zation have grown significantly.

Pressure from the working class is intensify-
ing. The number of those who participated in
strikes and other forms of mass action within
the zone of advanced capitalism alone was 45
million in 1973. The struggle has become parti-
cularly sharp in the last few months. Each day
brings in new reports showing the selflessness
and staunchness of strikers defending their just
demands, the militant spirit of the workers, the
mounting wave of protest against policies aimed
at resolving the crisis at the expense of the work-
ing people, the growing solidarity of the prole-
tariat. Strikes often develop into demonstrations
and meetings, into the take-over of enterprises,
into sharp conflicts between national trade-
union centres and governments. Mass action
leads to serious clashes with the police.

The main thing is that a tangible qualitative
shift is taking place in the content of the work-
ing people’s class struggle. It is becoming more
and more directed against the very system of
state-monopoly domination.

The working class, on behalf of the entire
people calls to account the power of big capital.
With increasing force it asserts its right to solve
together with other sections of working people
the basic problems affecting national develop-
ment in the people’s interests, and not for the
benefit of a handful of monopolies. The develop-
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ment of the peasant struggle, mass action by
students and other youth groups, the interest in
radical ideas among the intelligentsia, and many
other factors speak of an upsurge in the revolu-
tionary movement.

Needless to say the proletarian struggle is cha-
racterized not only by successes. Certain sec-
tions of workers have passive attitudes or suc-
cumb to reformist illusions. In a number of
countries neither professional nor political orga-
nization has reached a level which meets the
demands of the present stage of the class strug-
gle. On the whole, however, the working class
struggle is developing successfully.

The national-liberation movement has fresh
achievements to its credit. Lenin’s prediction
that “in the impending decisive battles in the
world revolution, the movement of the majority
of the population of the globe, initially directed
towards national liberation, will turn against ca-
pitalism and imperialism. ..” has been fully cor-
roborated.

The example and assistance of socialism has
opened up real opportunities for the national
liberation of the peoples and for the develop-
ment of young states along a non-capitalist
road. Today a whole group of countries with
vast populations has taken this road.

The popularity of socialist ideas is growing
in all young countries; the positions of the so-
cial forces which do not wish to link their fu-
ture with imperialism, with the capitalist system,
are being consolidated; considerable progressive
changes are taking place in the domestic and
foreign policies of a number of countries. Now
this is typical not only of, say, India, Sri Lanka,
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Nigeria, which have long adhered to anti-impe-
rialist positions, but also of certain states which
until recently seemed to be bastions of neo-colo-
nialism (for example, Thailand and the Mala-
gasy Republic).

The deepening and aggravation of antago-
nisms between the imperialist powers and the
developing countries constitutes the basis for a
further rise in the anti-imperialist movement.
Here two different tendencies are in evidence.

On the one hand, there exist forms of neo-colo-
nialism associated with the development of sup-
ra-national corporations. The countries of the
“third world” attract these corporations with
their raw material resources and cheap labour.
International monopolies concentrate in these
countries production of the most labour-inten-
sive industrial items. In other words, they seek
to develop a new form of exploitation.

On the other hand, processes of a quite diffe-
rent nature are growing stronger: positions of
major corporations of the capitalist West are
being increasingly limited and even liquidated
in the developing countries. It is precisely. in this
context that one should examine the measures
taken by these countries, by the oil-exporting
countries above all, and the producers of other
raw materials as well, aimed at the formation
of a single front in order to oppose the preda-
tory policy of the imperialist monopolies.

This is not an isolated episode but a drastic
shift in the struggle of “third world” countries
for economic liberation from imperialism, their
economic independence, and the creation of con-
ditions for the elimination of their backwardness.

Obviously, it would be wrong to conclude from
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all that was said about the crisis of capitalism
that_ the capitalist system will disintegrate auto-
matically. The most important conclusion to be
drawn from Lenin’s theory of imperialism is
it_hat th;s c(;'isis raises the question of the need
or a fundamental revolutionary i

e olutionary change with

The Communist Movement, the Vanguard
of All Revolutionary Forces

The revolutionary character of Lenin’s ideas
and the transformation they have brought about
are expressed in the activities of the world com-
munist movement. The major factor in the deve-
lopment of this movement is to master the the-
ory of Leninism and be able to apply its con-
cepts and principles in practice. Only Leninism
can provide the working class parties with the
one correct line for revolutionary struggle which
lcj(l)lnfor;]l}s to_ concrete historical conditions, the
amei :(r) Hl:;l; u::;lm l.ead to the triumph of socialism

All of Lenin’s theses and conclusio e
splendidly stood the severe test of n;isltl::;
Among them is Lenin’s fundamental thesis on.
Ilhg role of the new type of revolutionary party.
t is well known how indefatigably Lenin work-
ﬁ(iin et;) xgla.llc'(te eilch Communist Party into a gen-

ilitan i
_ gary action'vzmguard, into a party of revo-
: Communists, he pointed out, both within na-
‘t‘lonal bou_nds and in the international arena
‘must act in sqch a way that all the other con-
tingents recognize and are obliged to admit that
we are marching in the vanguard.” !
' Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 5, p. 426,
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Most Communist Parties of the capitalist world
are now in the midst of the mass struggle against
the actions monopolies and governments are
taking to deal with the growing economic cri-
sis. They are in the frontline of class battles over
the issues of wages and employment; they are
fighting against inflation, skyrocketing prices,
against unemployment, the curtailment of the
working people’s social gains; they are striving
for the expansion of the activities of trade unions
and for the extension of their rights. Communists
are the most active and dedicated fighters for the
vital interests of the working class, of all work-
ing people. They are mobilizing the masses
against the danger from the Right, against the
fascist menace and dictatorial regimes. Commun-
nists are the mainstay and the most militant and
organized force protecting the democratic gains
of the people, and defending genuinely national
objectives. In the midst of the bitterest struggles
against bourgeois and reformist ideology and all
sorts of revisionists and “leftists” the Commun-
ists are working to ensure the development of
political consciousness of the working class, to
enable it to achieve its own unity and to rally
other sections of working people around it.

The exposure of anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism, the dissemination by Communists of
Lenin’s ideas and of the achievements of living
socialism, its defence against attacks by the
class enemy and slanderers of all sorts, all
these play an immense role in raising the milit-
ancy of the masses and their confidence.

The strength of Communists lies in the fact
that they combine the struggle for the every-
day necessities of life and the interests of the
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working people with the struggle against the
exploiter society as a whole, for the sake of a
socialist future.

Lenin persistently taught Communists to learn
the laws of class struggle. Summing up the
vast experience of class struggle, he stressed
that “. .. politics is a science and an art that does
not fall from the skies or come gratis, and that,
if it wants to overcome the bourgeoisie, the pro-
letariat must train its own proletarian ‘class po-
liticians’, of a kind in no way inferior to bour-
geois politicians.” !

The acuteness of class contradictions in the
capitalist system as a whole, the unstability, the
discontent of the masses in many bourgeois states
have today reached such a pitch that a situation
may arise at any moment in one or other link
of this system that would open the way to ra-
dical revolutionary transformations.

The role of the subjective factor, i.e. of the
correct and effective policy of the Marxist-Le-
ninist Party, grows immeasurably in this situ-
ation. The correctness of policy, resolution, re-
volutionary preparedness and activity of the van-
guard of the working class and loyalty to Le-
nin’s strategic and tactical principles, all this
constitutes the primary condition for the realiza-
tion of the opportunities at hand.

The forms and ways in which the Party se-
cures the necessary standard of political leader-
ship are variegated. This includes:

(1) the elaboration and perfection of a scienti-
fically substantiated class policy;

(2) the Party’s profound awareness of its res-
ponsibility to both the working class of the coun-

T Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p. 80.
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try and the international working class move-
ment, strengthening unity with the other Marx-
ist-Leninist Parties, the all-round study and mas-
tering of historical experience of revolutions and
socialist construction;

(3) the creative development of the Marxist-
Leninist teaching and the resolute struggle for
its purity and against all and every manifesta-
tion of Right and Left opportunism;

(4) consistent abidance by the norms of Party
life and democratic centralism, securing the
ideological and political unity of the Party ranks
and its militancy;

(5) lastly, the ability to draw conclusions not
only from successes and victories but also from
failures and defeats.

It can be said with confidence that the un-
swerving implementation by Communists of va-
rious countries of Lenin’s teaching on the lead-
ing and organizing role of the Party lies at the
basis of all the achievements of the communist
movement, of all its outstanding victories.

Whether applied to the revolutionary struggle
of individual fraternal parties or to the activities
of the communist movement as a whole, Leninist
policy is always the policy of broad-based allian-
ces between the proletarian and non-proletarian
sections of working people. Lenin resolutely re-
futed the doctrinaire schemes of Kautskyists and
the Mensheviks and worked out a theory on the
alliance between the working class and the pea-
santry. This alliance has opened the way to the
socialist revolution and the victory of socialism
in this country.

Lenin’s brilliant concept of the alliance bet-
ween the working class and the peasantry has
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not lost any of its signi
i S 3 gnificance today. At the
;ame time Communists take account of the pro-
:nmd changes t.hat have occurred in the soéial
f rllFture of capitalist society over the half cen.
oltl‘ri\}-mLe?ll'n posed the problem broadly: he spoko
> alliance of the working clas i :
. . th the
peasantry and with all the workj pasil
. A * working and exp-
qutelq masses. In the countries of agvanced cg-
plxta 1Ism, the working and exploited masses in-
(c)fude l'nte;llectuals and the middle urban sections
'SOC.lel),, yvho numerically exceed the peasan-
try. Following Lenin’s behest
these countries are fighting for
the working class with all
wt')Ix‘-kmg people.
oday the fraternal ies j
¢ \ parties justly call atten-
';‘lg: ct;\)-et:tes gi';mg;?l of the danger from the Right
: lle are a sharp and tragic re.
minder of the need for ¢ igi 5 e
onstant vigilance i
gard to the machinations of i i
Bt e Of reactionary forces.
“xple t ation marked by growin -
x(ii)alil instablltl.ty and crisis phenomeflagin thegesg
Y. Teactionary, as well ag neo-fasci ;
: % -fascist, -
C€s In many countries are {rying to b

Communists in
the alliance of
these sections of

tur
glllsgg;]tent of the masses, particularly :)lf gll:
€ section of the Population, against the

This is a long-

a wedge betweenrange policy designed to drive

the vanguard of the working

tire socialist community in order to fry to

change the entire political sj i
sit i
centre of political life to the ln'ug?:tl.o g o

It is known, that successes in the rallying of
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anti-monopoly forces are directly in proportion
to achievements in the struggle for the unity of
the working class. Unity within the working
class and formation of broad-based class allian-
ces under its leadership are two inter-related
pre-conditions of success in the class struggle.

In this connection the question of relations
between Communists and Social-Democrats is of
high relevance. The results of the two paths of
development in the international workers’ move-
ment over the fifty years since Lenin’s death
are obvious. They convincingly demonstrate the
triumph of Leninism in the historical argument
with social reformism. They confirm another
factor—that a division in the working class has
always served the forces of reaction and fas-
cism; that wherever various segments of the
workers’ movement managed to achieve mutual
understanding and cooperation, the interests
of working people and the cause of peace, de-
mocracy and socialism were advanced.

Today, in an atmosphere of détente, certain
changes are taking place in the ranks of social-
democracy. They are most strikingly expressed,
on the one hand, in the fact that the leaders of
most of the social-democratic parties in Europe
strive to develop contacts with the socialist
world, and on the other, by the practical and
important steps being taken to unite the action
of various detachments in the workers’ move-
ment of some countries, e.g. France. There is
no question, however, of any weakening in the
ideological opposition to the policy and theory
of social-democracy. The Marxist-Leninist line
of uniting the working class, of promoting rela-
tions with the social-democratic parties implies
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at the same time the principled struggle against
the erroneous positions and views of social-de-
mocracy, harmful to the workers’ movement.

Leninist ideas today provide a key to under-
standing the historical necessity for close co-
operation between Communists and Revolutio-
nary Democrats in developing countries. Such
cooperation may provide a political and orga-
nizational foundation for a united anti-imperia-
list front in many of the developing coun-
tries.

However, it would be wrong to forget the fact
that on this path we are confronted with prob-
lems associated first of all with anti-communist
views and prejudices. But these problems can
be overcome. This is shown by the expansion
and strengthening of relations between the go-
verning Communist parties and revolutionary-
democratic parties. This is shown by the expe-
rience gained in some countries, for instance in
Syria and Iraq, where national-patriotic fronts
including Communist parties have been orga-
nized and joint action programmes adopted.

Experience provided by the victories and de-
feats of the working class constantly remind one
of the need to correctly analyze the road lead-
ing to the victory of the revolution. As is
known, Marxist-Leninists consider possible
both armed and peaceful roads to revolution,
depending on the situation. Wherever there is
a possibility of the peaceful development of re-
volution, Communists adopt this course. But in
politics, as Lenin noted, one cannot definitely
know in advance “...which methods of struggle
will be applicable and to our advantage in cer-
tain future conditions. Unless we learn to ap-
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ply all the methods of struggle, we may suffer
grave and sometimes even decisive defeat, if
changes beyond our control in the position of
the other classes bring to the forefront a form
of activity in which we are especially weak. If,
however, we learn to use all the methods of
struggle, victory will be certain, because we re-
present the interests of the really foremost and
really revolutionary class...”!

For many years the anti-communist ideolo-
gist§ have been reiterating that Communists are
against democracy, that a peaceful revolution is
a stratagem. Now the Chilean experience has
demonstrated to the world who in fact is the
enemy of democracy, whe tramples upon laws,
who resorts to terror. This is done, in fact, by
bourgeois reaction.

The lessons of recent experience again bear

out the profound truth of Lenin’s conclusion
that the revolutionary class must always be
ready to defend its gains against attacks from
counter-revolution, to swiftly change its meth-
ods of struggle in order to counter violence of
the reactionary bourgeoisie with revolutionary
action.
) In present-day conditions ideological struggle
is becoming an increasingly important sphere in
the world class confrontation. Communists have
always regarded ideological struggle as not mere-
ly a collision of ideas and views and theore-
tical conceptions but as an important essential
element in the mass political work carried on
by the fraternal parties, as a means of political
education and mobilization of the masses.

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 81, p. 96.
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The great internationalist actions of the com-
munist movement have no parallel in any poli-
tical movement in history. Addressing the dele-
gates to the Fifth Congress of Comintern, the
first congress to meet after Lenin’s death, Mi-
khail Kalinin said: “What we call ‘Leninism’
stands for the most consistent, most comprehen-
sive, most effective internationalism.”

Our Party is proud of the fact that all through
its glorious history it has unswervingly acted
as a party of internationalists. The Soviet peo-
ple had resolutely sided with the Spanish Repub-
licans, with German, Italian, Hungarian anti-
fascists. The Soviet Union had given tremen-
dous support to the Chinese revolution, to
the struggle of the Chinese people against the
Japanese invaders; it had assisted in the forma-
tion of the People’s Republic of China. Marching
shoulder to shoulder with the peoples of the
other socialist states, we, together with them,
have been building and strengthening the so-
cialist community.

The Soviet Communists resolutely acted
against encroachments on revolutionary Cuba,
against the imperialist aggression in Vietnam
and other countries of Indochina. The Soviet
Union has been steadfastly supporting the peo-
ple of the Arab countries, all peoples fighting
for their freedom and independence. Thousands
of fighters against imperialism, reaction and fas-
cism have found and still find asylum in our
country. We have always considered the protec-
tion of foreign Communists and other democ-
rats, victims of police repression, to be our in-
ternationalist duty. The whole world hears to-
day the voice of the Soviet people who angrily
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condemn the crimes perpetrated by the milita-
ry-fascist clique in Chile.

At the same time, the CPSU, and the Soviet
people have been constantly aware of the fra-
ternal solidarity and support of the Communists
of other countries, at all stages of their deve-
lopment, during the struggle for the establish-
ment of Soviet government, during the building
of socialism, in the years of the “cold war” and
in the striving to promote the détente. During
World War II Communists of many countries
fought arms in hand against their common
enemy—fascism.

Internationalism is impossible without con-
stant care for such forms of relationship among
the fraternal parties which would correspond to
world developments and the needs of the com-
munist movement. The present system of co-
operation among the fraternal parties operating
within the framework of the world communist
movement embraces all spheres of their activi-
ties and as always is firmly based on the Leni-
nist principles of proletarian internationalism.
Through joint action, through broad and regu-
lar inter-party exchanges, through collective
theoretical work, during regional and world
meetings of the fraternal parties, the traditions
of proletarian solidarity are being enriched and
expanded, and the ideas of international unity
of Communists are finding practical embodi-
ment.

Recent years have demonstrated the great in-
ternationalist importance of the 1969 Interna-
tional Conference of the Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties. No one — neither social-reformists,
nor Maoists, to say nothing about the imperia-
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list bourgeoisie, were able to oppose the prog-
ramme advanced by the Communists with any-
thing constructive. The Programme of united
anti-imperialist action adopted by the Confer-
ence has been proved by the fact that it has
largely been carried out.

Nowadays the conditions of revolutionary
struggle are becoming ever more varied and the
range and importance of the internationalist
tasks of every Communist Party are increasing
sharply. There is growing need for an interna-
tionalist approach to the attachment of national
tasks. Life itself puts on the agenda new major
initiatives designed to achieve the further cohe-
sion and mobilization of the forces of the world
communist movement.

* ¥ 3

We can assuredly say that initiative in raising
vital questions connected with the destinies of
mankind belongs to Communists. Communists
are in the forefront of the major political bat-
tles of our time: in the struggle for socialism
and communism. for the peace and security of
all nations, for the national and social emanci-
pation of peoples, and in the struggle against
forces of reaction and imperialism.

The communist movement, loyal to Lenin’s
teaching, is full of historical optimism. It knows
that future battles will bring greater successes
to Leninism. The torch of socialism kindled by
the great Lenin is burning brighter and brighter
over the world. It illumines the path of the
working people of all countries to a better fu-
ture. The path of Leninism is the right way, it
is the path of victory!

P. N. FEDOSEYEY,
Vice-President of the USSR Academy of Sciences

CONSTRUCTION OF ADVANCED
SOCIALIST SOCIETY IN THE USSR:
TRIUMPH OF THE IDEAS OF LENINISM

The creative genius of Lenin was strikingly
shown in his leadership of the masses’ revolu-
tionary struggle to overthrow capitalist rule and
in his handling of the constructive challenges
that faced Russia’s working class after power
was established, in elaborating and implement-
ing a theory and the concrete programme for
socialist construction.

While seeking solutions to problems con-
cerning the proletarian revolutionary struggle
against the bourgeoisie one could draw on the
vast historical experience amassed in the course
of preceding revolutionary movements but when
it came to building socialism one had to advan-
ce along uncharted paths. .y

The permanent international significance  of
Lenin’s work as a great revolutionary reformer
of society consists not only in his hgving elabo-
rated the first plan for the practical implementa-
tion of Marxist ideals, but, above all, in the fact
that he was able, in the concrete Russian situa-
tion, to understand and formulate the general
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laws governing the advance to  socialism, to
create a truly international theory of socialist
cons!ruction and to map out the road to com-
munism for all nations.

Main Stages in the Establishment and
Development of the Communist Social
Structure

In explorm_g the prospects for socialist deve-
lopmgnt, Lenin began by analyzing the latest
experience and emerging trends, while, at the
same time, he paid close attention to giving a
concrete definition to the general concepts of
the aims of social transformations contained in
the theories on the two phases of communism
advanced by the founders of Marxism.

On t!xe.basis of Marx’s teaching Lenin drew a
clear _dlstmction between the main stages in the
e§tabhsl:1ment and development of the commu-
nist social structure, precisely defined the boun-
(!arxes of the transitional period from capita-
hsrp.to socialism, revealing the economic and
political foundations of socialism as a distinct
first phase of communism.

Armed Wiﬂ.l Lenin’s doctrine, the Bolshevik
Party, when it was gaining power, was fully
aware of two qualitatively different periods
that lay ahead—the period of revolutionary
tl.'agsfo.rmation of society from capitalist to so-
cialist in order to abolish the exploiting classes
and social antagonisms, and the period of victo-
rious socialism, with its steady advance and
gradual development into communist society.

A start was made in tackling problems of the
transitional period under Lenin’s direct supervi-
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sion. The Party later solved some of these prob-
lems and carried on the building of socialist so-
ciety according to Lenin’s farsighted plans.

Revisionists of the right and the “left” persua-
sions distort Marxist-Leninist teaching on the
main stages of the establishment of the commu-
nist system by either denying the need for a
transitional period or extending it up to the last
phase of communism.

In his well-known book, “The State and Re-
volution”, Lenin stressed that the opportunists,
who fear a socialist revolution, ignore the histo-
rically inevitable stage of transition from capi-
talism to socialism. Today Right-wing opportu-
nists still refuse to see the transitional period
as a period of profound revolutionary transfor-
mation, of sharp class struggle, a period of
proletarian dictatorship.

On the other side of the spectrum, the Maoists
and similar pseudo-revolutionaries spread their
theory on a perpetual transitional period until
full communism is reached thus rejecting socia-
lism as a distinct first phase of communism, and
including it in the transitional period. On the
strength of this the Maoists assert that there
exist hostile classes under socialism and that the
life-or-death class struggle will continue until
there is full-fledged communism.

What purpose is served by such an anti-Le-
ninist theory? In the first place it serves to jus-
tify the Maoist military-bureaucratic regime in
China, the constant reshuffling of the top eche-
lon of the Chinese Communist Party, and the
wide-spread repression against the cadres who
resist attempts to undermine the socialist gains
of the Chinese working class.
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This theory of the Maoists represents a repu-
diation of the principles of socialism and exp-
resses their long-term, virtually indefinite, com-
mitment to the preservation of capitalist ele-
ments who, incidentally, emerged unscathed
both from the “big leap forward” and the “cul-
tural revolution™.

The Maoists use their anti-Leninist interpre-
tation of the transitional period to cover up
their rejection of the socialist road and their at-
tempts to deform the socialist economic system.

It is characteristic that revisionists use the
confusion between the transitional period and
the socialist phase to justify their contention
that a great number of “models of socialism”
exist. Since the forms of transition to socialism
vary according to the differences in various
countries in the relationship between economic
patterns, class structure and political superst-
ructure, revisionists present these historically
substantiated differences as special “models of
socialism”.

The historical experience of the Soviet Union
and the other socialist countries has vindicated
the Marxist-Leninist doctrine on the main pha-
ses in the establishment and development of the
communist social structure.

The socialist phase of the communist system
emerges from the “upheaval” of the transitio-
nal period which is a period of revolutionary
transformation in all spheres of social life. In
the Soviet Union that period lasted approxima-
tely two decades, its completion was officially
established by the Constitution of 1936 and the
decisions of the 17th and 18th Congresses of the
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Communist Party of the S()viet'U.nion' which
appraised it as a ‘“victory of soc1a!lsr_n in the
USSR” and the “construction of socialism in the
main”. Countries of the socialist community re-
corded “the creation of the foundations of so-
cialism” in the early sixties. :

In developing further Lenin’s teachxng the
CPSU, together with the fraternal parties, has
reached the conclusion based on the experience
of the USSR and the other socialist countries
that socialism is not a brief, but a relatwgly
protracted phase of economic, social and pqlm—
cal development on the way (o communism,
consisting of two main periods. :

The first period begins with the.constrpctlon
of socialism in the main and culmmatgs in the
creation of a full-fledged socialist society.

The main goals and accomplishments of that
period are: ¢ g

— creation of an advanced industrial mate-
rial and technical base, the consolidapon and
promotion of socialist production .relatnons apd
the socialist principles of distribution according
to labour; i

— establishment of a new social structure
based on unity and friendship among spcxal
classes and strata, among nations and nationa-
lities, and the development of new types of so-
cial relations—collectivism, cooperation and
mutual aid; ‘

— enhancement of the leading role of the
working class and the guiding role of the (_J(?m-
munist Party, the strengthening of the political
system of socialism, the wide-scale develop-
ment of nationwide socialist den}ocracy;

— accomplishment of the main tasks of the
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cultural revolution, establishing complet i
nance (_)f the ideology of Marxigsm-LeIx)linfsmdoT;-
cialist internationalism and of the mouldin;; of
a new type of person—the socialist man.

That period is referred to in Lenin's works, in
the .documents of the CPSU and the frater'nal
parties as the period of “completion of socialist
construction”, “full construction of socialism”
ii;(ih“consoltilt‘iation of socialism.” All these imp-

e construction of -

ced socialist society. e R

.Th’? concept of an “advanced socialist so-
ciety” was introduced by Lenin to denote the
stage m.the development of the first phase of
communism when socialism “is finally consoli-
dated” and reaches “final victory™.! He first
used t!.ns concept in March 1918 when he was
%reparmg a rough draft of his article Immediate
.as_ks of t!le Soviet Government. Advanced so-
z::ll::;n is Jtuxtztiposed to the early steps of so-

construction i i i

ofIthat €2 .and is described as the aim
_ In February 1920 Lenin again took
idea -of full-fledged socialismgstressing t‘lllgt 3::
transntlgn period would take many years and
would include a number of stages, a number of
smgl_ler transitions and that “the entire art of
politics consists in taking account of the speci-
ﬁcotaslt{hs of every such transition” 2, £

n the eve of the sixties, the com

ﬁnal victory of socialism was announcgiftien egxl(g
Soviet Union which was followed by a more ad-
vanced stage of socialism that affected every

! See Lenin, Coll.
2 Ihid, Voll.1’30.opl. 31;{'07123, Vol. 27, p.147, Vol. 30, p.286.
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aspect of life—political, economic, social and in-
tellectual.

Lenin described advanced socialist society in
general as an embodiment of the theoretical
principles of socialism. The Communist Party
proceeding from the experience of genuine so-
cialism, gave a detailed description of advanced
socialist society. The documents of the 24th
CPSU Congress, the speeches by Leonid Brezh-
nev and other Soviet Party and Government
leaders provide a profound theoretical analysis
of the economic, socio-political achievements
and spiritual values of full-fledged socialism.

With the construction of advanced socialism
society enters the second period of the socia-
list phase. This is the period when the con-
struction of the material and technical base of
communist society is directly tackled and a
gradual transition takes place “from conclusi-
vely victorious and consolidated socialism to full
communism” !. This transition is a long process
which takes place within the framework of ad-
vanced socialism.

It would be wrong to assume that transition
to communism implies a narrowing of the
sphere of socialist principles which give way to
communist ones. Lenin has advanced the pro-
foundly dialectical idea of socialism growing
into communism, an idea which has been given
concrete form and is being implemented by the

CPSU. The crux of the matter is that the road
to communism lies through development and
improvement of socialism, which leads to the
emergence and growth of new forms of social

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 22, p. 144.
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relations, of communist fo

rms of consumption
:lrl]:rzg lt:;?alner_' m;)uld of man. This repreientq
ectic of sociali ing i i
= e cialism growing into com-
In emphasizing.the dynamic character of the
new system, L_enm firmly rejected the wide-
§prea§ bourgeqs notion of socialism as sometli-
mgrhf’f’aless, rigid, fixed once and for all. “In
lt;za.lty_. he wrote, .“only socialism will be the
8 frl(rimmg of a rapid, genuine, truly mass for-
s 04 l:zzw:}x\nentil elxnbr?cing first the majority

e whole of the population, i
spheres of public and private lipfe.”' tragon

B . ay x
olution of Socialism's Economic Problems

In Lenin’s teachin iali
[ t g about socialism a ke
g:aced 1s_occup.1ed by his analysis of its economiz
1(1in atnonsflts material and technical base
z? Mproductlon relations. In developing the ideas
- arx and_Engels, Lenin created a new divi-
emn of Marx1st.ec.onomic doctrine, the political
ﬁ(;i(::m:lmy gf socialism. He gave a detailed scien-
% escription of the historical advantages of
- ai .soc.lahst economy, revealing its vast poten-
- ulsxixnlgngleasmg lsocnal labour productivity and
e results of that i
allLI:embers g at increase to benefit
nin’s analysis of these advant i

- ] ages .
;Lattlilt);orel;v:a:nt today in the context gf ﬂllf': f:f)rr)r?
n between the two opposin i L

tems, when the Soviet o A

Pms, people are tacklin

hlsuﬂ?c' task set b)'7 the 24th CPSU Congregssﬂ(;?
combining the achievements of the scientific and

' Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol, 25, p. 472.
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technological revolution with the advantages of-
fered by the socialist system.

Lenin viewed socialist property as the basis of
socialism’s advantages. The emergence of socia-
list property is an objective consequence of so-
cial development.

Regarding social property as the basis for
centralization of production, which was necessa-
ry in order to run it according to a single plan,
Lenin waged a relentless struggle against any
reformist and revisionist distortions. It is known
that reformists seek to present the emergence of
integrative forms of capitalist property in the
shape of joint stock companies, trusts and state
monopolies as a process of “socialization™, an
alleged development of “socialist tendencies”
and the forming of socialist property in the
bosom of capitalist society. Lenin qualified as a
bourgeois-reformist invention the assertion
that monopoly or state-monopoly capitalism is
no longer capitalism, that it can be described as
“state socialism” and so on and so forth.!

The state takeover of the means of production
does not per se constitute a socialist process of
socialization. The key question is which class
organizes social production, in whose interests
and how. Lenin has shown that state ownership
is nationwide only when the working class is

in power and production is organized on socia-
list lines, since the state ensures that property
is used in the interests of all working people.

Lenin showed that the anarcho-syndicalist at-
titude towards social ownership is incompatible
with socialism. From the first days of Soviet

I See Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 25, p. 443.
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power he led the Party's battle against the so-
called “workers’ opposition” which advocated
the handover of state-owned enterprises to in-
dividual workers’ groups. Lenin proved this
would have undermined the foundations of the
socialist system.

Lenin’s ideas about the consistently socialist,
nationwide character of state ownership in a
new society provide us with guidance in our
struggle against present-day revisionists who try
to resurrect the old thesis to the effect that
group property is allegedly the highest form of
ownership under socialism. Lenin stressed more
than once that a cooperative enterprise only be-
comes a socialist one when public property is
dominant and performs the guiding and deter-
mining function relative to other forms of
ownership.

The Party proceeded from Lenin’s conception
of the relationship between state and coopera-
tive forms of property in carrying out the socia-
list transformation of agriculture, by setting up
a system of state-owned enterprises (sovkho-
zes) and collectivizing millions of peasant
farmsteads.

While explaining theoretically the great his-
torical significance of public ownership as the
cornerstone of the new society, Lenin made the
people aware of the necessity of complying
with such ethical rules as protecting public pro-
perty as one’s own, using material means eco-
nomically, resolutely combatting wastefulness
and pilfering of socialist property.

The establishment of public ownership of the
means of production enables the whole product
to be used in the interests of the working peo-

48

ple in order to improve their welfare or to ex-
pand production.

Of great significance in this connection are
Lenin’s notes on economic theory recently disco-
vered and deciphered at the Marxism-Leninism
Institute. These represent Lenin’s elaboration of
Marx’s formulas for expanded production. Of
particular relevance for the present purpose is
the fact that Lenin has developed Marx’s formu-
la to include socialist society.

His approach is based on the radical change
in production relations and in the aim of pro-
duction itself, which involves an entirely diffe-
rent distribution of the national product, notab-
ly, that part of the surplus product which is
parasitically consumed by exploiters under capi-
talism. Lenin thereby revealed the economic ba-
sis of the growth of public consumption fund
and the accelerated expansion of social produc-
tion under socialism.

Today, with socialism having reached an ad-
vanced stage, we are able to make another
major stride forward in utilizing the advantages
of the socialist system and, as pointed out by
the 24th CPSU Congress, orient the economy
even more towards raising the people’s living
standards. This involves reorganizing the econo-
my to rely largely on intensive growth factors.
Industries comprising group I of social produc-
tion have built up a powerful economic poten-
tial. Using this capacity “margin” and the ad-
vantages of socialist production relations we
can achieve a rapid and balanced growth of
both groups of public production, and effect a
closer link between production and consumpti-
on. This is an important feature of the economy
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of advanced socialism.

An immense advantage of socialism over
capitalism, as Lenin saw it, lies in the planned
running of socialist production, a principle
which Lenin sought vigorously to implement.

Lenin’s theses on the role of centralized plan-
ning assume a new urgency at the present
stage in the development of our economy.
Effective utilization of potential, the rapid tem-
po of the scientific and technological revolution,
and subordination of the entire social produc-
tion to its supreme goal can only be ensured by
consistently implementing Lenin’s ideas on ma-
naging the economy as a complex.

Lenin saw another great advantage of social-
ism in the socialist competition movement
which provides a means of boosting labour pro-
ductivity, sharing advanced experience, and
offers a new form of relationships among work-
ers and in their production collectives.

Our Party has developed Lenin’s ideas on the
socialist competition movement and its role in
communist construction. The Party is promot-
ing the movement, using it as a means for
speeding up economic development, and is do-
ing its utmost to make it more widespread and
better organized and to provide it with all the
conditions necessary to encourage creative ini-
tiative.

In this age of industrialized labour and wide-
scale use of machinery in every sphere of the
economy, the effectiveness of production and
its end results depend to a vital extent on the
utilization of production assets. The cost of the
production assets in the USSR (machinery,
equipment and industrial premises) has reached
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by the beginning of 1973 the gigantic figure of
623 thousand million roubles, an increase of al-
most three times over 1960.

The number of hours per day, month and
year each machine works, the degree of the ra-
tional use of each equipment unit and the care
and skill with which they are handled directly
determine the growth of output and the tech-
nological level of the product. In other words
today the effectiveness of human labour pri-
marily depends on how effectively it makes use
of materialized labour, the labour represented
by machines and equipment.

Experience shows that we possess enormous
untapped potential in the field of labour produc-
tivity. That is why the Central Committee in its
appeal to the Communist Party and the Soviet
people stressed that in order to make produc-
tion more efficient it is necessary to get the
maximum use out of plants and machinery, to
cut down sharply on the amount of time wast-
ed, to introduce new technology energetically
and on a universal basis, to assimilate advanced
technological processes, to cut down the time of
launching new projects and running them at
full capacity and to improve labour discipline.

It becomes increasingly apparent to us today
why Lenin attached such great importance to a
new labour discipline based on a conscious atti-
tude towards labour and the understanding that
in our new social system we are working for
ourselves. Lenin called such an attitude labour
self-discipline.

Referring to the signs of a new conscious at-
titude towards labour, that had been revealed
during the first Communist subbotniks, Lenin
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believed them to mark *“‘the beginning of a re-
volution that is more difficult, more tangible,
more radical and more decisive than the over-
throw of the bourgeoisie, for it is a victory over
our own conservatism, indiscipline, petty-bour-
geois egoism.” !

_Among the most important means of increa-
sing effectiveness of production Lenin mentio-
r!ed widescale use of material and moral incen-
tives to encourage individuals and collectives
v_vho have shown the best performance in socia-
h.st competition campaigns and material penal-
ties and social censure for slackers who do not
fulfil their obligations towards the community,
nor take full advantage of the opportunities
granted them by society.

In an advanced socialist society, moral incen-
tives become increasingly important. However,
.they must be closely combined with material
incentives if they are to develop and grow
stronger. Lenin regarded the distribution of
consumer goods under socialism as “... a me-
thod, an instrument, and a means of increasing
output.” 2
: In the course of the economic reform Lenin’s
ideas on this subject have provided a theoreti-
cal basis for improving production incentives
and have been developed further.

Improvement of production relations at the
advanced stage of socialism opens up great op-
portunities for effecting profound qualitative
changes in society’s material and technical
base._ To sum them up, they are the creation of
conditions for restructuring the economy to in-

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 29, p. 411.
2 Ibid., Vol. 32, p. 448. 2
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tensive-type expanded production based on ex-
tensive use of the advances of the scientific and
technological revolution.

Today the main trend in the development of
production relations is the rise in the level of
the socialization, concentration and centraliza-
tion of production, with the public property
playing an increasingly leading role. The pro-
cess of improvement of production relations and
forms of economic management is characterized
by the setting up of production amalgamations,
inter-sector cooperation, large economic com-
plexes, inter-kolkhoz, inter-sovkhoz and kolk-
hoz-sovkhoz associations. All these open up
new opportunities for a more advanced organi-
zation of production and rapid assimilation of
scientific and technological achievements in the
national economy.

Lenin’s thesis to the effect that socialism de-
mands “engineering based on the latest disco-
veries of modern science”! is today more rele-
vant than ever before. The harnessing of sci-
ence and technology to mass production and
the emergence of scientific-production comple-
xes are a characteristic feature of advanced so-
cialism. Scientific and technological progress is
setting the pace in every aspect of economic
life.

Lenin did not only reveal the interdependence
of production relations and scientific and tech-
nological progress, but pointed out a practical
way to put science and technology to effective
use in a planned economy. The GOELRO plan,
“an integrated economic plan on scientific

1 Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 27, p. 839.
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lines”“,_ was the first experiment and model for
cqmbmgng the historic advantages of socialism
with scientific and technological progress. Lenin
repeatedly stressed that the nationwide plan
had not only an economic but also an ideological
and political mission to perform.

Proceeding from these Leninist principles and
based on the decisions of the 24th CPSU Cong-
ress, a l(?ng-term economic development plan up
to 1?90 is being worked out. When this plan is
carneq out the Soviet Union will have reached
a quajltgtively new stage in the building of
commuplsm’s material and technical base.

Leonid Brezhnev stressed that we must ap-
proach the Soviet long-term economic develop-
ment Plan as Lenin approached the GOELRO
plgn, ie. as a second Party Programme. He
pointed out: “Our long-term plan will, further-
more, provide for the widest utilization of the
!atest achievements of science and technology
in all spheres of the national economy for the
benefit of the whole people and for a further
very gonsiderable rise in labour productivity.”

Lenin had formulated the main principles of
a comprehensive policy on technology, a policy
which does not look at the achievements of sci-
ence and technology in isolation, but as a part
of a w!mle complex within the framework of
the national plan, harnessing science and tech-
nplogy to the building of a new society. In plan-
ning the decisive step forward in the creation of
the material and technical basis of communism
the .Party proceeds from the Leninist idea on’
the interconnectedness of scientific-technical and

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 32, p. 140.
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socio-economic tasks. Within this frame of re-
ference, the building of the material and tech-
nical basis envisages:

— socializing production to a level that en-
sures consolidation of the common national pro-
perty, bridging the existing gap between town
and country, between manual and mental la-
bour, eliminating class differences and achiev-
ing an increasingly homogeneous society;

— creating material conditions for a gradual
switch-over from distribution according to work
to distribution according to needs;

— transforming labour into a vital need by
enhancing its creative character, eliminating
unskilled manual labour and raising the people’s
educational standard;

— raising production effectiveness to a level
unattainable under capitalism and securing on
that basis the final economic triumph of the
new social system in its competition with the
capitalist system.

The most important factor in the technolo-
gical reconstruction of the economy is the ra-
pid development of a modern machine-building
capable of providing the economy with sophis-
ticated tools and equipment.

The electric power industry and electrification
set the pace in the development of machine-
building and of the entire national economy.
The GOELRO plan was the first step towards
comprehensive electrification of the country.
Today the amount of power generated in one
year is several times greater than the targets of
the GOELRO plan, which were originally to be
achieved in 10-15 years. In the future the pro-
duction of power will increase several times
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over, with atomic power stations producing a
considerable part.

A qualitative shift is to take place in agricul-
ture: industrialization of agricultural produc-
tion will be largely completed, and power avail-
able to it will increase several times. Agricultur-
al machinery is to be produced which will ful-
ly mechanize all the labour processes involved
in plant growing, animal husbandry and land-
reclamation. This will help solve one of the
country’s main long-term development objec-
tives: to provide all the population with enough
food for a well-balanced diet according to scien-
tific standards.

One form of scientific and technological prog-
ress to which the Party and the Government
give high priority is improvement of economic
management techniques by use of computers in
management and control to bring them up to
the present level of communist construction. In
the coming years thousands of various types
of computers are to be produced, modern com-
munications systems and methods of informa-
tion processing and its utilization are to be de-
veloped which would improve the efficiency
and flexibility of management and planning,
freeing millions of people from monotonous of-
fice work.

Our ultimate goal is communism, and the
Party views all scientific and technical prob-
lem_s in terms of this goal. We do not look at
engineering as purely and simply engineering,
nor at scientific breakthroughs as an end in
themselves, we see them as playing their part in
building communism, the embodiment of man-
kind’s best aspirations. That is why the main
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criteria for scientific and technical progress are
social criteria, for this is the only approach
which corresponds to Leninist principles.

Development of Socio-Political
Relations

Progress in the building of communism invol-
ves not only production growth but a transfor-
mation in the social structure of society. The
process of this transformation is a long one,
starting with the liberation of the working
people from bourgeois exploitation and ending
with the complete elimination of all classes. A
careful study of Lenin’s works will reveal that
he divided this process into two stages. What is
achieved in the first stage, embracing the pe-
riod of transition to socialism, is not a classless
society, but the elimination of class antagonisms
by getting rid of the exploiting classes. In other
words, Lenin had in mind the abolition under
socialism of’ a class division characteristic of all
antagonistic societies. Lenin considered that
complete disappearance of classes and the eli-
mination of the substantial distinctions between
various social groups, were bound up with the
transition from socialism to communism. He
pointed out that “Marx and Engels used to ri-
dicule the idea that classes could disappear be-
fore communism, and said that communism
alone meant their abolition.” ! And, went on to
explain, on the basis of an exact scientific ana-
lysis, that to bring about the complete abolition

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 82, p. 250.
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of classes it was necessary not only to over-
throw the exploiting classes, the capitalists
and land-owners, not only to abolish their pro-
perty, but also to abolish any private ownership
of the means of production, the differences bet-
ween town and country, and between manual
workers and mental workers.

Lenin considered the working class to be the
main agent in solving these social tasks, stres-
sing that this class alone “... can help the
working masses unite, rally their ranks and
conclusively defend, conclusively consolidate
and conclusively build up a communist so-
ciety.” !

The working class, being a proponent of con-
sistent collectivism and proletarian internationa-
lism, is called upon to create a cohesive socie-
ty united both socially and internationally. Le-
nin said that the division among different strata
of the population, which is a feature of capita-
list society, “... must disappear once and for
all, and the whole of society must become a sin-
gle workers’ co-operative.” > At the same time,
he insisted that socialism would establish such
forms of community life under which *...the
legitimate needs and progressive aspirations of
the working masses of each nationality will, for
the first time, be met through international
unity.” 3

Past experience has shown that the new
forms of social relations created by socialism
were precisely defined and foreseen by Lenin.

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p. 292.
2 Ibid., Vol. 28, p. 333.
3 Ibid., Vol. 21, p. 39.
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The early Soviet decades saw the abolition of
the exploiting classes, a transformation of the
class of petty proprietors into a socialist class
of collective farmers and the creation of a new
socialist intelligentsia, which is a genuine peop-
le’s intelligentsia. The society that emerged
was of friendly and closely united classes and
social groups of working people led by the
working class. The unity of the interests of ev-
ery section of society achieved in the course of
these radical social transformations provided
the basis for an unbreakable fraternity of more
than a hundred nationalities and national
groups, which formed the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics in Lenin’s lifetime. The emer-
gence of a new historical community, the Soviet
people, represents a victory for Lenin’s ideas of
the social and international unity of working
people under socialism.

This new pattern of social relationships con-
tinues to bring closer together the working class,
collective farmers, and the intelligentsia, a pro-
cess in which the leading role is played by the
working class, the largest class of our society,
which now holds key positions not only in in-
dustry but in other branches of production and
sets an example of political maturity, organiza-
tion and discipline.

As Lenin foresaw, socialist society moves to-
wards complete social homogeneity by overcom-
ing the essential differences that exist not only
between classes, but between town and country,
and between manual and mental labour.

Under socialism that trend is manifested in
various forms. New cities spring up which draw
an increasing proportion of the population (ur-
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ban dwellers accounted for 18 per cent of the
population in 1913 and for 59 per cent in
1973). Simultaneously, there is a greater tenden-
cy towards the industrialization of agriculture.
This provides the basis for the gradual merging
of the cooperative-collective farm property
with the property of the whole people, which
can be clearly seen in the setting up of agrarian-
industrial complexes.

The changing character of labour gives rise
to another social process, viz., the disappearan-
ce of the principal distinctions between work-
ers engaged primarily in manual labour and
those who are mainly involved in brain work.
As scientific and technological progress is in-
creasingly introduced in production, work be-
comes more and more intellectual and creative.
The new section of worker-intellectuals, whose
jobs demand more mental than manual effort,
is playing an increasing role in the structure of
Soviet society.

This has been made possible, of course, by
the fact that the gap, both in general and spe-
cialized education, among various groups is
being overcome. In mapping out a programme
for a cultural revolution, Lenin dreamt of a time
when all workers would be educated and capab-
le of assimilating modern scientific and techni-
cal achievements. The fact that introduction of
universal secondary education is being complet-
ed in the Soviet Union is indicative of the great
strides our country has taken towards solving
that problem.

Lenin pointed out that socialism is impossi-
ble without scientifically trained experts. Our
counfry’s success in moulding a socialist intelli-
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gentsia has been spectacular. The number of
specialists with higher and secondary education
engaged in the economy increased from 2.4 mil-
lion in 1940 to 17.9 million in 1971. The num-
ber of research workers has been growing at a
considerable rate, having increased by six times
in the last two decades.

The successes achieved in education and
training of specialists can be attributed to the
cultural revolution which Lenin regarded as an
indispensable factor in social transformations
which will take place during the building of so-
cialism. It must be stressed that Lenin did not
think that the cultural revolution should con-
fine itself to merely raising the educational lev-
el of working people. He vigorously opposed
those who tried to separate culture from ide-
ology, and educational work from political
training. Addressing the Third Congress of the
Young Communist League, Lenin pointed out
that mastering communism means not only as-
similating the knowledge accumulated by man-
kind but acquiring the new moral qualities bas-
ed on the principles of communist ideology and
ethics.

The Party has been guided by these princi-
ples at every stage of socialist construction,
linking the development of education with the
task of changing people’s outlook, of educating
the masses politically, of inculcating communist
convictions, and a public-minded spirit based
on the principles of proletarian collectivism, in-
ternationalism and active revolutionary human-
ism. These qualities characteristic of the new
socialist mould of man have been demonstrated
by the Soviet people’s enthusiasm in the years
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of peaceful construction and the mass heroism
of the millions who defended their country in
the Second World War. Developing these quali-
ties in all members of society and bringing up
the new generations of Soviet people in the spi-
rit of the ideological and moral traditions forg-
ed by the working class is the main aim of the
tremendous job ahead of us. The Party attaches
no less importance to the task of moulding the
character of the builder of communism than to
the creation of the material prerequisites for
communism.

The social changes which take place during
the advanced stage of socialism and the ideolo-
gical challenges involved in educating the new
man, are inseparable from the task of improv-
ing the Soviet socialist way of life and streng-
thening its communist foundations. The socia-
list way of life, with its new form of social and
personal relationships, reveals more and more
its advantages over the bourgeois way of life.
Its humanistic nature provides a powerful at-
traction for all progressive mankind. It is re-
flected in daily activities, in production, in so-
cial and domestic life, in behaviour based on
the principle of collectivism, mutual cooperation
and in the accepted standards of a genuinely
comradely community life. A feature of the so-
cialist way of life is man’s social involvement
and direct participation in determining the des-
tiny of his country.

Socialist democracy has given broad scope to
nationwide participation in labour and social
life, in running production and social processes,
and in political life. The system of mass public
organizations which are links in the political
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organization of socialist society embracing mil-
lions of people is a powerful instrument drawing
man into a way of life which does not allow
him to retreat into a superficial existence but
encourages him to be a conscious citizen, a so-
cial activist and a participant in the making of
history.

Lenin repeatedly stressed that an essential
and most important factor in promoting the so-
cial activity of the masses and their historical
role would be the transfer of political power
into their hands, which is the basis of genuine
democracy.

Lenin’s concept of democracy is radically dif-
ferent from that of the bourgeois ideologists and
revisionists who regard it as “pure democracy”
devoid of class content. Past experience shows
that working-class rule alone can establish de-
mocracy for the masses, for the majority, which
gradually grows into universal democracy. Pre-
sent-day realities make it increasingly apparent
that bourgeois democracy is a limited and for-
mal democracy, a democracy for the rich mi-
nority. In the age of the scientific and technolo-
gical revolution, with the increasing trends to-
wards technocracy in bourgeois ideology, the
conception of democracy tends to assume a
technocratic, essentially elitist, anti-popular
character. At this juncture it is particularly re-
levant to recall how indignantly Lenin wrote
about the false bourgeois democracy and its
inherent limitations which exclude the masses
from politics, who are ignored by ‘“one who
has never known want himself and has never
been in close contact with the oppressed clas-
ses in their mass life (and nine out of ten, if
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not ninety-nine out of a hundred, bourgeois
publicists and politicians come under this cate-
gory)”.! Such blindness is highly characteristic
of the present-day champions of “pure” democ-
racy among whom are both professional anti-
Communists and renegades who betrayed so-
cialism.

Socialist democracy presupposes guidance of
the masses by the Communist Party, which is
their political vanguard.

The Communist Party is the highest supreme
form of democratic organization for the work-
ing people. Thus its guidance ensures the genui-
nely democratic character of the whole politi-
cal organization of advanced socialist society.

The Party is constantly concerned to improve
this system, to promote nationwide participation
in the management of social affairs and the
creative activities of the people by allotting a
greater role to the Soviets of People’s Deputies,
the Trade Unions, the YCL, the People’s Con-
trol bodies and other organizations of socia-
list democracy.

The powerful torrent of creative energy of the
millions of working people led by the Party of
Lenin is an invincible force which transforms
society to correspond to the interests of man’s
all-round development, to the ideals of justice
and happiness of people—the ideals of com-
munism.

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 25, p. 461.

G. MARKOY,
First Secretary,
Board of Soviet Writers’ Union

LENIN AND THE SOCIALIST CULTURE

Vladimir Ilyich Lenin was the great architect
of a new, socialist culture. Having elaborated
the main principles on the culture of a future
society before the revolution, Lenin did his
utmost to put his most important theories into
practice while he was head of state.

From the first days of the existence of the
young Soviet Republic, Lenin wasted no time
in tackling the subject of culture along with
such problems as consolidating the political
power of the victorious proletariat, the defence
of the country in face of the onslaught of the
world bourgeoisie, the building up of a social-
ist economy and creating government and par-
ty systems. Lenin thought of culture as one of
the cornerstones on which the new state of the
working people would be built. In the years
since Lenin’s death, the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union has displayed unswerving
commitment to Lenin’s ideas on building a so-
cialist culture and has implemented them with
characteristic drive and enthusiasm.

The profound socio-political and economic
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transformations in the USSR, and the Party-led
cultural revolution have transfigured the sogia]
and intellectual world of the peoples \\'hlc}l
built the first socialist state. Once an economi-
cally and culturally backward country, where
the masses had been materially and spiritually
robbed by tsarism and the exploiting classes
and most of the population could neither read
por write, Russia became a land of advanced
socialist culture. The new system of education
set before it the goal of bringing up a new citi-
zen, a conscious fighter for socialism, and of
training specialists for the developing economy
from working-class and peasant youth. Secon-
dary specialized and higher education surged
ahead on an unprecedented scale. Millions of
people have been able to benefit from know-
ledge of the cultural values accumulated by
mankind over the centuries. Literature and the
arts, by reflecting socialist reality, understand-
ing the laws of development of a new society
and encouraging this development, have be-
come part of the proletarian cause. In the pro-
cess of our economic, social and cultural deve-
lopment a new intelligentsia has emerged,
which is one with the people. Socialism and the
advance of science and technology are provid-
ing the basis for implementing one of Lenin’s
main behests, ie., the gradual overcoming of
the essential differences between brain and
manual labour and closing the gap between
town and country.

As we look back on the path our people has
traversed from the depths of poverty, darkness
and lack of rights to our advanced socialist
society today, we feel legitimate pride. We
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owe all our achievements first and fore-
most to Lenin, and his great teaching, and to
the Communist Party which has carried the
victorious banner of Lenin through incredible
trials and hardships and has demonstrated
what miracles can be accomplished when the
creative energy of the masses is released from
the oppressive system of private property and
exploitation and organized in the name of great
ideals.

Today, as we honour Lenin as a leader and
as a man, it seems appropriate to recall some
of his ideas on culture and art, some of the
events and decisions which marked his varied
activities and set us an example of how the
most complex questions involved in building a
new culture should be handled.

In developing the theories of Marx and En-
gels, Lenin tirelessly exposed the hostility of
the bourgeoisie towards culture, and the irre-
concilable antagonism between art and the
bourgeois system, which prevents intellectual
growth and thwarts the creative spirit of the
people. Lenin spoke with biting sarcasm about
the alleged freedom of the artist in bourgeois
society, which in fact boils down to disguised
(or hypocritically masked) dependence on the
moneybag, on being bribed and kept by the
bourgeoisie !.

Socialism and Soviet power have produced
a fundamentally new type of relationship be-
tween culture and society, and between the ar-
tist and the people. With brilliant insight Lenin
defined and envisioned these relationships. He

! See Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p. 48,
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wrote during the First Russian Revolution in
an article Party Organization and Party Li-
terature: “It will be a free literature, because
the idea of socialism and sympathy with the
working people, and not greed or careerism,
will bring ever new forces to its ranks.”!' To-
day we are in a position to say with satisfaction
that this literature exists and is flourishing in
75 languages of Soviet national groups and na-
tionalities, serving, as Lenin envisaged “mil-
lions and tens of millions of working people—
the flower of the country, its strength and its
future.” ?

The development of questions dealing with
socialist culture is a highly important and
enormously relevant part of Lenin’s priceless
theoretical legacy. Lenin approached the crea-
tion of a socialist culture as a great thinker and
theoretician and as a practical organizer and
leader of the world’s first state of workers and
peasants.

One can never cease to admire Lenin’s self-
denying dedication to his work and his ability,
in spite of the heavy demands on his time as
leader of state, to consider key problems of the
development of culture in a new society, to
lay down its guidelines and at the same time to
examine details affecting the work and living
conditions of cultural workers.

In the grim years of the Civil War and fo-
reign intervention Lenin signed a number of
government decrees on improving the material
conditions of scientists, writers and artists. At

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p. 48.
2 Ibid., pp. 48-49.
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an extremely critical time for the country, Le-
nin found time to talk with Clara Zetkin on im-
portant problems concerning art, to discuss
urgent questions with the geologist Ivan Gub-
kin, the architect Ivan Zholtovsky, the mathe-
matician Vladimir Steklov and to meet foreign
writers such as H. G. Wells, John Reed and
Albert Rhys Williams. The history of Lenin’s
meetings and correspondence with Maxim Gor-
ky is widely known. While he always remained
an understanding and sympathetic friend of
the great writer, Lenin stood on his principles
in regard to some of Gorky’s conceptions of the
complex revolutionary development of society.
Lenin had an abiding interest in classical music
and works of art, in Russian and world literary
classics and in the work of contemporary
writers. He was deeply aware of the fact that a
new society was inconceivable without a genu-
ine culture.

Today, turning to Lenin’s invaluable works
in search of answers to urgent contemporary
problems, we marvel at his far-sightedness and
the correctness of his predictions. In solving
major problems of cultural development we in-
variably draw on Lenin’s teaching and his
counsel.

Our literary scholars, philosophers and his-
torians have done a good deal of research on
the impact of Lenin’s ideas on culture. In stu-
dies expounding Lenin’s ideas on the role of
the Party and the masses in literature and art,
Lenin’s attitude to the cultural heritage and his
enormous contribution to the development of
Marxist aesthetics, a question that merits spe-
cial attention is the effect of Lenin’s ideas on
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Soviet literature as a whole and on the work of
Soviet and some foreign writers. Every social-
ist realist writer or artist experiences this crea-
tive and constant influence throughout his life
and work. Leninism arms writers and all cul-
tural workers with a genuinely scientific ad-
vanced world outlook which gives them a pro-
found and correct understanding of social pro-
cesses. The Leninist principle of a social, class-
oriented approach to the past and present lies
at the basis of the creative quest of Soviet wri-
ters and artists, of our colleagues from the fra-
ternal socialist countries and progressive Wes-
tern artists.

One could quote the comments of dozens of
eminent Soviet and foreign writers and artists
on how much they learned from Lenin’s theore-
tical heritage and what valuable experience and
knowledge of life Leninism gave them.

Lenin’s ideas and his teaching are an inex-
haustible source of inspiration for the whole
Sovi_et intelligentsia. Naturally, they find of
particular interest the part of Lenin's great
body of work which provides developed and
well-grounded theories on culture, a genuinely
populgr, socialist culture called upon to serve
th_e millions of working people, to equip them
with knowledge, to praise their work and raise
ll'lem up to a level in which they become cons-
cious l?uilders of communism.

_Lemn passionately believed that the human
mind would always continue to produce some-
thmg of value. He conceived of Marxism as a
continuation and brilliant culmination of three
major ideological trends of the 19th century .
! See Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 21, p. 50.
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Lenin's own work was a brilliant development
of the major Marxist tenets. He constantly
stressed that neither a communist world outlook
nor a socialist culture could be built without
the firm foundation created by preceding gene-
rations. A genuine culture cannot be invented
or made overnight, being always a result of the
development of nations, a consequence of so-
cial movements and the fruit of colossal effort.
“ It would mean falling into a grave error
for you to try to draw the conclusion that one
can become a Communist without assimilating
the wealth of knowledge amassed by mankind.
It would be mistaken to think it sufficient to
learn communist slogans and the conclusions
of communist science, without acquiring the
sum of knowledge of which communism itself
is a result.” !

But Lenin did not think of the heritage of the
past as something fixed and divorced from the
problems and concerns of the moment. He
himself set the best example of what a modern
approach to our classical heritage should be by
his comments on Russian and world literature
and his practical activity to preserve the cul-
tural values of the past.

It is a deeply symbolic fact that in the first
year of the Revolution, the Council of People’s
Commissars passed a number of decrees Ppro-
claiming old monuments the state property of
the young Soviet Republic. “The beautiful must
be preserved,” Lenin said, “‘taken as an exam-
ple, as the point of departure even if it is ‘old’.
Why turn our backs on what is truly beautiful,

U Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 81, p. 286.
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abandon it as the point of departure for further
development solely because it is ‘old’?"!

.But. Lenin warned, preserving the heritage
did not mean confining oneself to that heritage
Lenin regarded our classical heritage as the
foqndation on which socialist culture was to be
built. It is important to stress that Lenin’s ap-
proach to this heritage was also dialectical. He
found equally alien both the nihilism of the
adherepts of “proletarian culture”, who vaunt-
ed their rejection of tradition, as well as sweep-
ing u.ncritical acceptance of the whole of our
artistic heritage. The Leninist theory about two
cul?ures within each nation in an antagonistic
society remains to this day a tested methodo-
logcﬂ weapon of Soviet theoretical thinking
v\;hicl:lh provides a correct approach to evaluation
2ult uﬁe sc.omplex phenomena of past and present
. Each historical monument, literary and ar-
tistic masterpiece has an interesting story be-
hind it, just as do many of Lenin’s ideas and
plans. Take for instance the government de-
crees on cultural questions. One of these, adopt-
f:d at the Council of People’s Commissars meet-
ing on Janu.ary 17, 1920, presided over by Le-
nin, deals with the perpetuation of the memory
ot: Alexander Hertzen, a writer whom Lenin ad-
mu'gd and frequently wrote about. The decree
envisaged, among other things, the publication
of Hertzen’s complete works, the erection of a
monument to him in front of the Moscow
University building and renaming Bolshaya

5 ? i
. 66{8 ’Ll:nin u:xnan. Literature and Art, Moscow, 1969
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Nikitskaya Street—Hertzen Street. One article
of the decree reads: “To nationalize the Nai-
dyonova mansion (25, Tverskoi Boulevard) with
all its premises and outbuildings, which is the
birthplace of Hertzen, and to hand it over to
the All-Russia Trade Union of Writers (Mos-
cow)...” It seems to me symbolic that today
Hertzen House is the home of the Gorky Lite-
rary Institute. The brainchild of the great pro-
letarian writer Maxim Gorky, the Institute has,
in its forty years of existence, produced many
outstanding literary masters who are now in
the forefront of our multi-national literature.
Each year boys and girls from all parts of our
country and from the fraternal socialist coun-
tries flock to the Institute, and its ancient walls
reverberate with the young voices! This is what
happened to one of Lenin’s decrees, of his
many plans and initiatives in creating and de-
veloping socialist culture.

Lenin saw two sides to the building of social-
ist culture. On the one hand, the people are
liberated intellectually, the masses are intro-
duced to art and culture and become educated,
and on the other hand, literature and art seek
to associate themselves as closely as possible
with the life of the people, their exploits and
~aspirations. Lenin saw the task of both revolu-
tionary propaganda and literary and artistic
works as consisting in “...raising the workers
to the level of revolutionaries.” !

The inculcation of a socialist world outlook
was, in Lenin’s view, a long and arduous pro-
cess demanding painstaking work.

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 5, p. 470.
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On the questions of the people’s aesthetic
cd_uca.tion Lenin remained loyal lo the same
principle: not to reach down to the ‘“average”
cultural level of the masses, but elevate them
and bring in contact with the great aestlleti(;
values. “...Our workers and peasants deserve
if;llrlgtt:ing b;:tter than spectacles. They are en-
itled to real great art,” h id in ¢ i
et vy lg e said in a talk with

Socialism has made feasible Lenin's pro-
gramme of building a new, genuine culture for
the _people. Sweeping socio-economic transfor-
mations have brought a radical change in man’s
spiritual attitudes, increasing his striving for
knowledge, culture and spiritual enrichment.
Under no other social system has man such op-
portunities for discovering his intellectual ca-
pacities and satisfying his cultural needs as he
can under socialism.

Qur reputation for being the most reading
nation in the world is well-earned. The mass
and constantly increasing editions of our ma-

gazines and books have aroused the amazement
and envy of our colleagues abroad. If it is true
that thg level of literature is to a large ext;ent
detgrmmefl by the level of the reader, then we
Soviet writers should speak with deep grati-
tude .about our thoughtful, highly educated and.
exacting readers whose interest in our work.
we are constantly aware of and whose expecta-
tions we try to live up to. This interest is most
vividly manifested during our meetings with
people who are doing constructive work in fac-
tories and fields, for the good of our country.
Each year the number and scope of these
' U.1. Lenin on Literature and Art, pp. 665-6.
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meetings increase. I am referring particular-
ly to the practice in recent years of large
groups of writers visiting major construction
projects in the country’s remotest areas. Here
we have the clearest example of Lenin’s two-
sided approach to the building of a new culture.
It is enough to imagine an audience of a thou-
sand of people listening with keen interest to
the writers addressing them—whether in the
grim Tyumen oil-fields or in the sweltering
cotton-growing plantations of Uzbekistan—to
be able to say proudly: Lenin was right when
he said that under socialism the roots of art
“should be deeply implanted in the very thick
of the labouring masses.” !

We writers, too, benefit from such trips, for
each trip brings us in closer contact with what
the working people are achieving, and gives us
a feeling of the intense, powerful rhythm of
creative work. It also makes us more fully
aware of another important Leninist concept:
art must draw on the life of the people, and the
spiritual experience of the masses.

One cannot fail to notice that what irritates
and provokes our ideological adversaries more
than anything is precisely our closeness to the
life of the people, our involvement in the coun-
try’s labour achievements and boundless loyalty
to the Communist Party. Soviet writers do not
see the lofty mission of their work as remaining
independent from the interests of the Party,
state and the people, but in conscious and open
service to their interests and in harnessing li-

1 0. I. Lenin on Literature and Art, p. 251.
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terature to the task of the people’s struggle to
build communism.

The correctness of Lenin’s cultural policy has
been brilliantly vindicated by the whole deve-
lopment of socialist art. Soviet literature and
art today command higher prestige than ever
before, as attested by numerous writers and
artists of the socialist states and progressive
men-of-letters in other countries. But it must be
said in all fairness that there still exists some
lack of understanding, even on the part of peo-
ple .fri.endly to us, of the real meaning of .the
Leninist views on the Party principle in litera-
ture and its popular character. Some are inclin-
ed to regard them as restriction of “creative
freedom™, while others tend to reduce the
whole thing to the question of Communist Par-
ty membership. Other misconceptions exist as
\Yell. Yet the realities of our day lead progres-
sive men-of-letters throughout the world to re-
gard Soviet culture more and more as an exam-
ple of the constructive relationship that can
exist between the artist and society.

The elaboration of the Party principle in li-
terature, and hence in all art, a principle which
not only embraces the essence and the spirit of
artistic work, but also implies direct involve-
ment of the artist with the life of the Party and
of the masses, and their struggle for the high
ideals of communism, is one of Leninism’s
great achievements.

In the situation today Party guidance of li-
teratuf'e and art can be seen above all in the
great interest and care that is shown in deve-
loping Soviet multi-national art. While uphold-
ing the Party and class character of culture.
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Lenin was perfectly well aware of the specific
nature of the artistic process and its comple-
xity. “...In this field,” he stressed, ‘greater
scope must undoubtedly be allowed for per-
sonal initiative, individual inclination, thought
and fantasy, form and content.” !

An unsurpassed example of deep philosophi-
cal analysis combined with an appreciation of
literary quality is provided by Lenin’s articles
about the great Russian writer Leo Tolstoy. A
dialectical approach to the great classic’s lite-
rary heritage has enabled Lenin not only to re-
veal the ‘“glaring contradictions” in his outlook
and link his work with the social processes of
the epoch, but to show the great aesthetic
power of his art which represented *...a step
forward in the artistic development of human-
ity as a whole.” ?

In carrying out Lenin’s national policy social-
ism has scored one of its major victories. Dur-
ing the years of socialist and communist con-
struction in the USSR a new historical commu-
nity has emerged—the Soviet people, with a
single multi-national culture, socialist in the
content and the main trend of its development,
varied in its national forms, and international-
ist in spirit and character. The Leninist prin-
ciples on making culture internationalist in
spirit, without which it would be impossible to
understand the Party principle in arts and pop-
ular character of culture, fully retain their
relevance and are, if anything, even more im-
portant today in the ideological struggle with

! Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p. 46.
2 Ibid., Vol. 16, p. 823.
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various categories of revisionists and falsifiers
of Lenin’s teaching.

The idea of internationalism is making an
increasing impact on the atmosphere in the
life and struggle of people in all countries. Peo-
ple of good will all over the world are becoming
increasingly aware of the fact that in the pres-
ent epoch of unprecedented scientific and
technological development, and of social up-
heavals, it is impossible to take decisions on the
fate of big and small nations without consider-
ing their interests. This is a feature of our time
that was impressively demonstrated at the re-
cent World Congress of Peace Forces in Mos-
cow.

Lenin, understanding the specific nature and
demands of literature and art and forms of ex-
pression, showed brilliant foresight in predict-
ing the emergence and flourishing of literatures
among peoples who had no writien language
before the Revolution and who were predomi-
nantly illiterate.

Our ideological opponents never miss an op-
portunity to distort and criticize the process
of “internationalizing” Soviet culture, repre-
senting it as a mechanical process of “raising”
less advanced cultures to the level of more ad-
vanced cultures thereby losing national charac-
teristics and traditions. This is a flagrant distor-
tion of Leninism and a complete misrepresenta-
tion of our society. Lenin emphasized that the
creation of a socialist culture does not by any
means imply levelling, but on the contrary, en-
riching the common socialist culture with all
that is vivid, original, talented and progressive
in the eulture and history of any people, no
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matter how small in comparison with other
peoples. The whole world can see that Soviet
multi-national culture is made up of the crea-
tive achievements in literature and art of all
national groups and nationalities of our coun-
fry.

What is the secret of this great advance in
cultural development among many national
groups and nationalities which only acquired
their own alphabet and became literate a few
decades ago? The secret is this: socialism has
released the creative energy of the people
which was formerly thwarted and suppressed.
Even the most gifted artists among them in old
Russia had no way of communicating with the
masses, their reputation being confined to their
native village or nomadic camp. Revealing the
great reserves of talent in our country is one of
the most important achievements of the Revolu-
tion. Thanks to the cross-pollination of frater-
nal cultures, the unprecedented scope in the
field of translation, especially translations into
Russian, books written in every language of the
fraternal peoples are available to readers
throughout the Soviet Union. Many books by
Soviet writers, including those written by auth-
ors representing people who had no written
language before the Great October Revolution,
have become widely known in this country
and abroad. Our multi-national literature,
which is over fifty years old, with its active in-
volvement in the building of a new life and the
many artistic revelations Soviet writers have to
their credit, has firmly established itself in
world art.

Leninist ideas which colour and affect the
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whole fabric of our society continue to help us
today in developing further our Soviet multi-
national culture and in providing an inexhaus-
tible source of inspiration to Soviet writers and
artists.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
its Leninist Central Committee and the General
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Leo-
nid Brezhnev pay tremendous attention to cul-
tural matters and the development of every
sphere of intellectual life in Soviet society. The
resolutions of the 24th CPSU Congress and the
Central Committee documents of recent years
show a responsive, creative, truly Leninist ap-
proach towards culture. Whether it is a ques-
tion of improving secondary and higher educa-
tion, or vocational training, or literary and art
criticism, or the situation and problems of the
Soviet cinema, we are constantly aware of the
force and vitality of Lenin’s ideas which the
Party and the people are developing and carry:
ing out in a new historical situation.

We are committed to the Leninist course, we
are marching along the trail blazed by Lenin
and no force can stop us.
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