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V.:I. LENIN ON THE LAWS GOVERNING THE METAMORPHOSIS
OF SOCIALISM INTO COMMUNISM

- USSR .-

[Foliowing 1s a translation of an article by K. P.

Abrosenko in the Russizn-language pericdical Voprosy lstexril
KPSS (Problems of the History of the CPSU), Moscow, Vol. &4,
No. 1, 1960, pages 16-33.]

Tn the period of the all-out construction of a Communist society,
questions of Marxist-Leninist theory which relate to the transiticn
from sociaiism to Communism become exceptionally topical. In order to
build Communism surely and successfully, one must know and be eble to
utilize the laws governing its development. That is why the 21st
Party Congress, outlining the grandiose program of the construction of
a Coumunist society in our country, set forth and worked out a number
of theoretical problems of Communism. On the basis of ar analysis and
generalization of the practice of the construction of socialism and
Cormmmism in the USSR and of the experience of socialist ccountries,
the Congress gave concrete form to and creatively developed the theory
of the metamorphosis of socialism into Commnism, thus maxing an
importart contribution to the science of Marxism-ILeninic.

Working out *“he problems of the transition to Communism, the
Commanist Party again turned to the rich Leninist heritage on ques-
ticns of scientific Communism and was guided by the immortal ideas of
the great Lenin. Developing the Marxist teaching on the two phases of
Cormunist society, Lenin marked out the basic paths for the metamor-
phosis of socialism into Communism end pointed out tiie basic objective
and. subjective factors which would guasrantee an undeviating and iapid
development of this process. ‘

: The study of Leninist ideas on Communism, taking into account
those new factors which the practice of the setting up of our new sys-
temn has introduced into the theory, is presently one of the most
inrportant tasks of the ideological work of the Party and of the task
of propagandizing the historic decisions of the 2lst Party Congress.

‘ S * * *

K. Marx laid down the basis of .the science of the two phases of
a Communist society. In the "Critique of the Gotha Programme" and in
other wocrks, Marx laid the scientific Basis for the proposition that
Communism inevitably passes through two main phases, or states, in its
development. This is because the. Communist structure, by virtue of
the ineluctable progressive march of the historical process, rises on
the base of the preceding structure--capitalism. Therefore, in the




first stage of its development, which the founders of Marxism called
socialism, the Communist society "in all its aspects-~-economic, moral,
and intellectual--still retains the birthmarks of the old society,
from whose bowels it arose” (X. Marx and F. Engels, Soch. [Works],
Vol. XV, p 274). 1In this stage society gradually frees itself from
the legacy of the past and creates the distinctive material and spirit-
ual foundation of Communism, on which the formation of the new social
order is then completed. Explaining this thesis, Lenin said: "...
socialism is that society which grows directly out of capitalism; it is
the first phase cf the new society. Communism, on the other hand, is a
higher form of society, and it can develop only when socialism is com-
pletely consolidated.” (V. I. Lenin, Soch., [Worksl, Vol. 30, p. 260).
Lenin developed Marx' teachings into a coherent science on the
two phases of Communist society. He showed that socialism and Commu-

nism are two levels in one and the same social formation, distinguished .

from one another only by the degree of their economic, political, and
‘cultural maturity. Both phases must of necessity have features in
commen, features which are inherent in the Communist structure as a
wvhole. : .

Characterizing the common features of the two phases of
Communism, Lenin emphasized that socialism and Communism are that type
of social organization which unites industry zrd agriculture on the
principles of the soclal production and public ownership of the means
of production. "To the extent that the means of.production become
common propexrty," wrote Lenin, characterizing the essence of socialism,
"to that extent the word 'communism'! is applicable here too, so long
as we do not forget that this is not full communlsm" (V. . Lenin,
Soch., Vol 25, p. Lk2} .

One and the same economic foundation-—a unified soc1al method
of producticn and public ownership of the means of production: a
planned and balanced development of all branches of the national
economy; the subordination of production to the fullest satisfaction
of the material and cultural needs of all mefbers of society; work
according to ability as the foremost duty before society; the mono-
lithic unity of all society, achieved as a result of the liquidation
of class and national antagonisms; the dominance of the Marxist-Leninist
world outlook in the ideological Iield--these are what ccanstitutes the
common characteristics of socialism and Communism and what differenti-
ates the new structure as a whole from all preceding societies.:.

Socialism 1s the first phase, the lower level of the development
of Communist socieby. Therefore it has a number of features which are
characteristic only for this phase and which mark its relative immatu-~
rity in comparison with full Communism.

In the stage of socialism, public ownership of the means of pro-
duction assumes two forms: +the form of state ownership, belonging to
the whole people, which developed as a result of the victory of the
sccialist revolution and the expropriation of the capitalists and
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landowners; and the form of cooperative-holkhoz ownership, which arose
as a result of the cooperativization of individual peasant farms. The .
economic foundation of Commmism will consist. of a single Communist
cwnershiy which will develop as a result of the gradual merging of the
two forms of ownership characteristic of socialism. ‘

During the transition to socialism the exploiting classes are
liquidated, and therefore class antagonism in soclety 1s eliminated.
But in the conditions of socialism the class structure of society is
still retained. It is characterized by the presence of two classes--
the working class and the kolkhoz peasantry, and also by a social
stratum, the intelligentsia. Both these classes and the intelligentsia
make up a single friendly family of partners in the struggle for Commu-
nism, welded together by an identity of interests and aims by the
unified leadership of the Communist Party. But among then differences
sti11l exist, differences which are determined by the fact that under
socialism, in addition to the existence of two forms of putlic owner-
ship, the essential differences, inherited from the whole previous
history of mankind, between town and country and between mental and
physical labor, still persist.

Under Communism, on the basis of a single Communist cwnership,
the development of the productive forces and the cultural-technical
training of all members of society will reach & level under which the
essential differences between town and country and between physical '
and mental laebor will disappear. Together with this, the essential
differences between the working class, peasantry, and intelligentsia
wiil disappear, and society will be transformed into a classlzes union
of free toilers who will possess and work on common means of produc-
tion according to a common plan and under working conditions similar
 in nature in industry as well as in agriculture. "The future society,

towards which we are striving,” said Lenin, "is a society in which
there should be only workers, a society in which there must not be
any differences...” (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 29, p. 297)

An indicator of the insufficient economic maturity of the first
phase of Communism by cowparison with the higher phase is the social-
ist principle of distribution according to work. Lenin taught that
until an sbundance of goods is created, until the essential difference
between mental and physical work is overcome and people are accustomed
to work volunbarily for the common good, without control by socilety
ané without consideration for compensation--until that time soclety
must regulate the work and the amount of goods everyone recelves, using
as a method of such ccntrol the socialist principle of distribution '
according to work. Under Communisnm, the above-mentioned conditilons
will be created, and society will be able to go over to the higher and
more perfected principle of distribution--from each according to his
ability, to each according to his needs. '




Lenin wrote: "Politically, the difference between the first,
or lower, and the higher phase of Communism will in time be tremendous,
most likely..." (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 25, p. 442). In the first
vhase of Communism the organization of society has a political char-
acter-~the state and law are in evidence and act as the: 1) means for
socialist transformations and for the construction of Communism (while
the organizational functions for the administration of the economy,
of things, are carried out through the administration of people);

2) tools for the security and support of the social order (while not
all the people are used to carrying out their social obligations and
Thne rules of humsn social life without a special apparatus of coercion);
3) means for the security of public property and for control over the
rate of work and consumption (while the socialist principle of distri-
bution is in force, and the principle of the sanctlty and inviolability
of public property has not become all-embracing); 4} instruments for
the defense of the country against attack from without (while cepital-
ist encirclement or the threat of aggression by the remaining capital-
ist states exists).

The trensition to full Communism will meen the gradual disap-
pearance of political organizations and political organs of administra-
tion. The state, and together with it, the law, will die out. Com-
munist society will be a self-administering society of highly conscious
and free people voluntarily carrying out the principles of Communism
and the norms of human social living which will have become consolidated
in the social consciousness as natural and normal rules of behavior.

, And so, those features of socialism which distinguish it as the
lower phase of the Communist structure are objectively conditioned by
the nature of the rise of socialism and also by the level of the
development of the production forces and the cultural state of society
reached in this stage. DBut these features are transitory. Lenin
noted that socialism is not something dead, frozen, settled once and
for all, but a living socisl orgenism, steadily growing into a higher
social type. Socialism already bears those characteristics, and in
its bosom are growing and ripening those shoots of the new [see Notel

"on the basis of which the foundation is created for the replacement

of the lower phase of Communism by the higher. At the same time, this
foundation is created by the all-round development of those transi-
tional features of socialism which distinguish it from the higher
phase of the Communist society. There is no contradiction here; for
only by the all-round development of the specific characteristics of
socialism, by the complete exhaustion of those potentialities which
they provide for the growth of the productivity of social labor and
the development of a Communist consciousness among the masses, can the
material and spiritual prerequisites be created which are necessary
for the dying out of those characteristics and for the transition to
the higher phase, to Communism. In this instance, we are referring to
those characteristics which are inherent in socialism by its very




nature. As for the so-called "oirthmarks," the survivals of capitalism
inherited from the past, which are alien to the nature of the socialist
system and restrain 1ts Gevelopment, the process of the building of
socialism and Communism is, from its very inception, the process of
struggle egainst and overcoming these survivals.

([Note:] The shoots of Communist relations begin their growth
from the first days of the building of socialism. As the transition
to the higher phase of Communist society progresses, they grow quan=
titetively and teke cn a tremendous social importance as visible
features of Communism. This is sharply manifested at the present time,
when new forms of Communist labor and the orgenization of production
and different social forms for the satisfaction of the needs of the
citizens are developing (boarding schools, kindergartens, creches,
pudblic dining rooms, communal services, et al.)

- (Lenin often pointed out the necessity for an attentive attitude
and constant concern for the development of everything new that arises,
everything communist. Model production, commmist Saturdays, a fastidli-
ous and conscientious attitude toward work, model dining halls and clean
workers' houses and quarters--all this he considered shoots of Commu~
nism, and he locked upon concern for these things as a foremost obliga-
tion of society. While proletarian state power is being maintained,
Lenin wrote, "the shoots of communism will not wither, but will grow

~ace and unfold into communism” (Soch., Vol. 29, P- 397.)

Ané so, Marxist-Leninist teacning on the two phases of Communist
society reveals the following picture of the dialectic process of the
growth of the lower phase of Communism into the higher. The wetamor-
phosis of victorious socialism into full Communism will progress by
means of the strengthening of further all-round development of the
shoots of the future society which rise up in the conditions of social-
ism, and of those characteristics which are common to both phases, and
also by means of overcoming the survivals of capitalism and the all-
round development, the fullest utilization, and the subsequent wither-
ing away of those features which distinguish soclalism as a lower phase
from Communism as a higher and most pexrfected level of social develop-
nent. :

% ¥ ¥ ¥ .

Revealing the genersl character of the movement of society from
socialism to Communism, Lenin pointed out thet this movement is the
natural law of the process of the steady and uninterrupted transforms-
tion of the lower phase of Communist society into the higher phase.
"From capitalism,” Lenin teught, "mapkind can directly pass over only
to socialism, that is, to the common ownership of the means of produc-
tion and to the distribution of goods according to the amount of work
each one performs. Our party looks farther shead: socialism must
inevitably pass over gradually into communism, the banner of which
reads -- "to each according to his ability, to each according to his
need" (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 24, p. 62). Lenin never set down a
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definite time schedule or the concrete forms for the transition to
Communism. "No form," he said, "will be conclusive until fvll commu-
pism is attained. We have not pretended to know the preclse road.

But we are going towards communism inevitably and unswervingly" (v. 1.
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 28, p. 195). But one thing is clear, Lenin emphagizeg,
and that is that the transition to Communism 1is a process of
accelerated development; for the socialist revolution creates accel-
erators of the social process unprecedented in their force, such as
common cwnership of the means of production and the active participa~
+ion of the multi-million popuiar masses in the construction of the new
system. Lenin wrote that "only socialism will mark the beginning of a
rapid, real, truly mass--with the participation of the majority and
then of the entire people--vital movement forward in all areas of pub-
lic and private life" (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 25, p. L43).

On the basis of these Leninist instructions, and analyzing the
conditions for the large-scale building of Communism, N. S. Xhrushchev
drew three important conclusions in his report to the 2lst Party
Congress: 1) The transition from the socialist stage of developuent
to the higher phase is an historical law of development which can be
neither deliberately violated nor evaded. The Communist Party, study-
ing the developmental laws of this process and skilfully employing
them, organizes the creation of the material and spiritual prerequisites
for a planned transition to Communism. 2) Communism grows out of
socialism as its direct continuation. There is no wall between these
phases, and the entry into Commmunism is not determined by any date on
the calendar. The transition fvom the lower to the higher phase of
Communism is an uninterrupted prccess. Therefore we are now already
opening the door to a Communist society; the building of this society
is the topic of today. 3) The gradualness of the transition to Commu-
nism does not mean it is a slow movement. On the contrary, this is a
period of the stormy development of the entire economy and culture with
the active and conscious participation of millions of builders of the
new soclety. "The process of the natural laws of the metamorphosis of
socialism into Communism can be accelerated on the basis of a highly
developed material production, which, indeed, 1is attained in the period
of socialism" ("Extraordinary 2lst Party Congress. Stenographic
Report," Part I, Moscow, 1859, pp. 94-95)

Now that the Soviet people under the leadership of the Party
have arrived at the practical fulfillment of the planned and accelerated
transition to Communism, those principles of Lenin are especially timely
in which the general, most vital natural laws of Communist construction
are revealed.

Lenin taught that the transition to Communism is economically
impossible where the state lacks a very powerfully developed heavy
industry and a highly developed, large-scale agricultural production
(see V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 32, p. 210). These Leninist instructions
vividly express one of the most important natural lews of the building
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of Communism. It consists in this: the transition to Communism pre-
supposes the creation of such a material-technical base as wculd ensure
the attainment of a high labor productivity,: 1mmeasurably surpassing
the level attained by present-day society.

Lenin repeatedly emphasized the importance of labor productlv—
ity, considering it the main material factor determining, in the final
analysis, the victory of the new social order. In "A Great Initiative"
he wrote: "Capitalism can be and will be decisively vanguished by the
fact that socialism creates a new, much higher productivity of labor"
{v. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 29, p. 394). Ienin is here posing with the
fullest clarity the question of the economic competition of the two
systems. He points out that in this competition the new Communist sys-
tem, even in the first phase of its development, will inevitably win,
having guaranteed a higher lagbor productivity.

History confirms Lenin's prediction. The Soviet Union--the
country of victorious and consolidated soclalism--has already surpassed
such major capitalist countries as England and France in the level of
labor productivity. In this respect it still lags behind the USA, for
which exceptionally favorable historical and natural conditions created
the opportunity to go far ahead of all countries in the world in level
of productivity of social labor. Suffice it to say that even the world
wars, which broke on mankind as a terrible catastrophe causing tremen-
dous damage to the national economy of almost all countries, turned out
to be a source of new enrichment for the USA. In his report to the
Second Comintern Congress (1920), Lenin noted that only America gained
from the First World War and from having been a debtor to many coun-
tries , it became a world creditor to the sum of 19 billion gold rubles
(see V. I. Lenin, Sochs., Vol. 31, pp. 193-195). The USA gained even
more from the Second World War, having concentrated in its hands more
than half of the gold reserve of the capitalist world. At the same
time, 18 years of the U2-year-old history of the Soviet state were
spent on wars unleashed against us and on subsequent economic recon-
struction. The invasion of Hitlerite Germany alone wreaked damage on
the Soviet Union which, together with military expenditures and tempo-
rary losses of income from industry and agriculture in the occupied
territories, amounted to 2 trillion, 569 billion rubles. "If these
colossal suns,” said N. S. Khrushchev, '"had been spent on peaceful con-
struction..., we would long ago have had an abundance of material
goods"” ("Jubilee Session of the Supreme Soviet USSR, dedicated to the
Loth Anniversary of the Great October Socialist Revolution (6 Nov 1957).
Stenographic Report," Moscow, 1957, p. 19) -

In spite of the difficulties of socialist construction and the
tremendous losses incurred as a result of wars, the Soviet Union has
long ago surpassed the most highly developed capitalist countries,
including the USA, in labor productivity growth rates. From 1929-1958,
the productivity of social labor in the national economy of the USSR
grew 4 times more rapidly than in the USA. Calculations show that in
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the course of the next 15 years the Soviet Union will catch up with
and then surpass the USA in the level of labor productivity.

Therefore, even in the socialist stage the Communist formation
will create a higher iabor productivity in comparison with the capital-
ist system, and by that very fact will win a world historic victory in
competition with capitalism. The material-technical achievements of
this stage will surpass everything which capitalism is capable of
rendering in the sphere of material production. And these achievements
will make up that foundation on which the meterieli-technical base of
Communism will be formed as its direct continuation and development.
In other words, the proper material basis of Communism matures under
the conditions of socialism. The fulfillment of the Seven-Year Plan
will be a decisive stage in this process.

In his works Lenin profoundly worked out the question of the
characteristic features of the materisl-technical base of Communism,
of the paths towards its creation. He taught that the lower phase of
Communist society, soclalism, is bulli on the material-technical base
~created by capitelism. Lenin emphasized that it is impossible to build
socialism without the rule of the proletariat in the state and without
using the mejor capitalist technical resources built in accordance with
the lagest findings of modern  science (see V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 32,
p. 313

Exp*01t1ng the technical achievements of capitalism, the state
of the proletarian dictatorship organizes the creation of the economic
foundation of the new social system. Lenin worked out the plan for
this construction. Its main elements were the socialist industrializa-
tion of the country, the collectivization of agriculture, and a cul-

- tural revolution. Together with this, Lenin proposed the idea of the
thoroughgoing electrification of the country. He considered the elec-
trification of all spheres of production, of all branches of the
national ecounomy, as the basis for the material-techhical base of
Coimunism. This is precisely expressed in the well-known formula:
"Communism is Soviet power plus the electrification of the whole coun-
try" (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 31, p. 392). Working out the plan for
GOELRO [State Commission for the Electrification of Russia], Lenin
pointed out: '"We must have a new technological base for the new
economic construction. This new technological base is electricity”
Q{?id., Vol. 30, p. 310). t is not accidental that Lenin speaks here
of electricity as the technical and not the energetics base -of the
economy of Communism, because he understood by electricity the creation
of a modern large-scale machine industry and a highly mechanized agri-
culture, based on advanced technology . ‘

Lenin's instructions on the creation of the material-technical
base of Communism are consistently being implemented by our Party. It
is on their foundation that the entire economic policy of the CPSU was
and is being built. As a result of the fulfiliment of the industriali-
zation plan, there has been created in the USSR a modern industry sup-
pilied with the most modern technology, which yielded in 1959 a
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sroduction output 35 times greater than industry in Russia produced in
1013, At the same time, the production output of machine building and
metal processing increased 2h0 times, while the electric power output
increased 100 times. In the USSR today as much electric power is
produced every 3 deys as was produced in a whole year in Tsarist Russia.
Tndustry has supplied socialist agriculture with modern machinery.
Agriculture now has at its disposal 700,000 tractors (in 15-horsepower
units), shout 700,000 trucks, 500,000 grain combines, 120,000 reaper
and binder combines, and millions of other agricultural machines and
implerents ("Plenum of the CPSU Central Committee, 15-19 December 1958,
Stenographic Report,” Moscow, 1958, p. 56). As a result of the cultural
revolution, the cultural-technical level of the main production force,
the toilers, has risen immeasursbly; science and technology have
registered unprecedentzd growth. This is convincingly evidenced by the
fact that the higher educational institutions of the USSR graduated -
105,000 engineers in 1959, that 1s, 3 times more than in the USA {"7o
Live in Peace and Friendship;"” Visit of M. S.. Khrushchev, Ciuairman of
tke USSR Council of Ministers to the USA, Moscow, 1959, p. 82). A
triumpn of Soviet science and technology are the world-shaking suc-
cecses of our country in the fields of atomic energy, rocket coastruc-
tion, and space conguest. '

Thus, as a result of the successful implementation of Lenin's
outline for economic revival and socialist construction in Russia, we
have at our disposal at the present time all the necessary technical-
economic and culturasl prerequisites to set about on the practical
realization of the tasks of the creation of the material-technical
base of Communism. ’

The 21st Party Congress marked out the paths for the resolution
of these tasks. It noted that the material-technical base of Commu~
nism will be formed by the fullest development in all areas of the
national economy of those scientific-technological elements which were
created under socialism. A thoroughgoing development of modern industry
on the base of the preferentisl growth of heavy Industry, the completicn
of the fullest eliectrification of the ccuntry, the fullest use of chemi-
cels, the extensive utilization of new kinds of power and raw materleis,
couplex mechanizatlon and auvtomatization of all procduction processes--
these are the routes of that gigantic technological progress which will
lead to the creation of the naterial-technical base of Communism. It
will be a tremendous qualitative jump in the cCevelopment of the rroduc-
tion forces, in the increase in labor productivity.

Full automatization of the entire social production on the tass
of the latest achievements of science and technology will make up that
new guality which will characterize the content of the material-techni-
cel base of Communism and its radical difference from the technical
foundation of capitalist society. This is why the main direction of
the struggle for the construction of the material-technical base of
Communism 1s the complex mechanization and automatization of production
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processes in all branches of the national economy--in industry, agri-
culture, transport. Tne June (1959) Plenum of the Centrel Committee
CPSU, examining the question of speeding up technological progress,
paid special attention to tasks in the field of the complex mechaniza-
tion and automatization of production. It says in the decree of the
lenum: '"The Communist Party considers the complex mechanization and
automatization of production processes as the principal means of
technological progress, without which high rates of the further growth
of labor productivity are impossible" ("Plenum of the Central Committee
CPSU, 2L4-29 June 1959, Stenographic Report," Moscow, 1959, p. 505).

Scientific-technical progress in the conditions of the transfor-
mation of socialism into Communism assumes a number of new specific
Teatures. It is characterized sbove all by an intensive acceleration
of the develcpment of technological and scientific thought, by the
advanced development of production processes. In this connection, the
time period of the depreciation of machinery and equipment will be
steadily reduced in proportion to the creation of theimatérial-techni-
cal base of Communism. "If we were to speculate on how we shall
utilize machinery under Communism," said N. S. Khrushchev, "it is clear
that equipment will serve effectively for not more than 5 years, and
then it will be obsolete. In order to ensure that we shall always be
ahead and never lag behind in developing new machinery and equipment,
we must have a very good experimentation base, a base for making im-
provements in order to put new mechinery to work quickly. Only under
these conditions will we truly Te able to move ahead and ensure a high
labor produvctivity. For this, we nust think once more about design
bureaus, leboratcries, and scientific institutions" (ibid., p. 465).

The advanced development of science is the motive force of
technical progress. The role of science, of the work of designing new
and perfected machinery, will steadlly grow in the course of the fur-
ther development of technological progress, and, in keeping with this,
the number of specialists designing new machines in production collec-
tives will also grow, progressively surpassing the number of workers
. servicing machines and automatized lines.

{This tendency has already begun to make its appearance in the
activity of many enterprises and sovnarkoms. Thus, for example, the
Leningrad Sovnarkom decided in the course of 1959-1960 to bring the
proportion of engineering-technical workers engaged in the technical
work of the enterprises up to 40% of the total number of engineering-
technical workers in plants and factories. See Partiinaya Zhizn'
[Party Lifel, No. 16, 1959, p. 12.)

In his speech at the June Plenum, N. S. Khrushchev said on
this subject: "Under Communism there will be considerably more scien-
tific institutions and designers and other gpecialists; workers
mastering difficult skills will also control complex machines which
yield a high productivity" ("Plenum of the CPSU Central Committee, 2l-
25 June 1959, Stenographic Report,"” iMoscow, 1959, p. 457).
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These phenomena, which characterize the process of creating
+the material-technical base of Communism, point up another law of the
transformation of socialism into Communism, a law consisting in thea
fact that the transition to Communism presupposes the all-round
development of the individual, leading, on the basis of the thorough~
going automatization of material production, to the elimiration of the
essential difference between mental and physical labor.

Lenin pointed out that the transformation of socialism into
Cormunism will be crowned by the transition "to the abolition of the
Aivision of labor among people, to the education, training, and nrepara-
tion of fully developed and fully trained people, people who know how
to do everything. Communism comes, must come, and will come to this,
but o?ly after a long period of time" (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 3i,

». 32).

The abolition of the division of labor and the essential dif-
ference between mental and physical labor cannot be understood to mean
that under Communism physical labor, the differences between various
kinds of precduction, aund specialization by the producer will disappeear.
Under Communism only that subjection to the division of labor which
enslaved a man and about which Marx wrote, will disappear. This means
that a person will not be tied to one activity for his whole life, his
all-sided development and training will permit him to engage in vari-
ous kinds of activity in industry as well as in agriculture, rationally
corbining one with the other. The specislization of the producer will
be progressively broadened, but it will not disappear entirely. The
meckanization and automatization of ell forms of production will lead
to a reduction of the proportion of manual labor and to a considerable
alleviation of physical as well as mental work. But man's labor with
its duel sides--physical end mental--will as before constitute the
basis of the life of society. It will be free, voluntary labor, con-
verted into habit, into man's first vital necessity.

The training of people for such labor, their education in the
spirit of Communist principles, constitute a vital task for a society
carrying out the transition from socialism to Communism. "In order
to arrive at Communism, at the most just and perfect society where all
the best moral qualities of a free man will be completely revealed,"
said N. S. Ehrushchev, 'we must already educate the man of the future.
We must develop among the Soviet pecple a Communist morality, in the
foundation of which are devotion to Communism and implacability to- -
wards its enemies; awareness of social obligation; active participa-
tion in work for the good of society; voluntary observance of the
basic rules of human communal living, comradely mutual help, honesty,
end righteousuness; intolerance towards violators of the social order"
("Extracrdinary 2lst Party Congress, Stenographic Report," Part I,
Moscow, 1959, . 55). In this connection, the reorganization which
has taken place in our country in the system of education is of tremen-
dous importance. The basic direccvion of thelreorganization consists in
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developing schools closely tied to life, to social production--schools
which will ensure a harmonious combination among the young generation
of a high order cf general education, polytechnical and specialized
training, and also of a profound Communist consciousness and morality.
It is precisely this kind of training and education for the youth
which characterize the process of the formation of the all-round
development of the individual, of the member of a Communist society.

The educetion of the man of the future is one of the most 4iffi-
cult tasks of Communist construction. Its solution will demand a
longer period of time than the creation of the conditions for the full
satisfaction of people’s needs. It is not fortuitous that Lenin cone-
sidered the fulfillment of this task the subsequent result of a com~
pletely developed, completely consolidated and established, a completely
unﬁolded and matured Communism. (see V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vel. 31, p.
32). '

One of the most important laws of the transfcrmation of social-
ism into Communism is the creation of a single Communist ownership of
the means of production. Lenin pointed out that in any country a
socialist revolution must deal with two kinds of production--large
and small. Its first step in the economic field is the nationalization
of large-scale production and the creation, in this way, of state
property belonging to the entire people. But small-scale production,
consisting of millions of small and petty businesses, cannot be na-

- tionalized: it can end must be transformed ard joined to socialism.
The cnly method for such a transformation is the cooperativization of
small production. Lenin frequently emphasized that cooperativization
under conditions of the dictatorship of the proletariat conforms corm
pletely to socialism. "Under our existing system,"” wrote V. I. Lenin,
'cocperative enterprises are distinguished from private capitalist
enterprises because they are cooperative enterprises, but they are

pot different from socialist enterprises if they are based on land, on
means of production, which belongs to the state, that is, to the work-
ing class" (V. I. ILenin, Soch., Vol. 33, p. 433).

Thus Lenin looked upon the socialist economic system as a com-
bination of two kinds of property--state property, which belongs to
the whole people and is the dominant and leading type, and cooperative
rroperty. DBoth kinds conform to the character of the production forces
under sociallism and give scope for their accelerated development.

In the course of socialist construction in the USSR these prin-
" ciples of Lenin have been fully confirmed. 1In our country two forms
of socialist property have been built up: state (belonging to the
whole people) and kolkhoz-cooperative. The practical experience of
Xclkhoz construction shows that the kolkhoz-cooperative form of prop-
erty, especially after the MIS [machine-tractor station] reorganiza~
tion and the transfer of the machinery to the kolkhozes, promoted and
will for a long time continue to promote the development of the produc~
tion in agriculture.
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But in the process of the transformation of sociallsm into
Communism, and together with the progress of the further development
of the production forces, kolkhoz-cooperative property will inevitably
be brouzht closer to property belonging to the entire people, and
there will inevitably take place a gradual elimination of the distinc~
tions between them and the elimination, on this basis, of the differ-
ence: between town ané country. . .

In his report to the 2lst Party Congress, N. S. Khrushchev
noted that this is already today being demonstrated by such character-
istic processes as the growth of the undivided kolkhoz funds, the
greater and greater responsibility for agricultural activities by
socialized agricultural production, the development of inter-kolkhoz
production relations, the use of electrification, mechanization, and
autometion in -agricultural production. As a result of this, thare
will take place a2 unique merger of kolkhoz means of production with
state production mezns, and agricultural labor will gradually be
transformed into a kind of industrial labor. Analyzing these proc-
esses, N. S. Khrushchev drew the following conclusions and character-
ized the developmental law of the creation of a single Ccnmunist
prcperty in this way: - "The historically inevitable merger of the
kolkhoz-cooperative property form and property belonging to the
entire people will take place in the future not as a result of sup-
oressing kolkhoz-cooperative property, but by raising the level of
its social nature with the help and support of the socialist state”
{"Extraordinary 2lst CPSU Congress, Stenographic Report, " Part I,
Moscow, 1959, p. 102). _ ‘

: Tn Lenin's workis can be found a profound analysis of the ques-
+tion of the distribution of material and spirituel wealth in the
first and in the higher stages of Communist society. Lenin showed
that under the transition to socialism and under conditions of social-
isn, ‘distritution inevitably takes place on the basis not of need but
of work. Society can at this stage guarantee equelity only in rela-
tion to the means of production, by converting them into pudlic
property and eliminating, in this way, the possibility of the exploi-
tation of man by man. But socialist society cannot yet provide
equality in the field of distribution, which is here based on the
principle of "from each according to his ability, to each according
tc his werk." -Regulating the distribution of goods according to the
cuantity and quality of the labor expended on them, society thus
tacitly recognizes the inevitable essential inequality of people.

Lenin considered that there were two basic reasons why the
lower phase of Communism could not eliminate this shortcoming in the
distribution of the objects of consumption: ‘ _

1) Under socialism the level of the development of the produc-
tion forces and of labor productivity does not attain a height suffi-
cient to allow the creation of an sbundance of consumption goods.

And, as long as there is no such sbundance, society is compelled to
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control the distribution of goods, and the only form of this control
is precisely the socialist principle of distribution according to work.

2) Under socialicm labor becomes a profoundly conscious obliga-
tion for an overwhelming majority of toilers, but it has not yet been
converted into a habit for all mewbers of society. In this connection,
society 1s compelled in the stege of socilalism, first of all, to stimu-
iate an increase in labor productivity with the help of the principle
of material interest and, secondly, to exercise control over the
amourt of work and consumption also in order to eliminate thieving
tendencies among that part of the population which has not yet freed
itself from the egoistic psychology and individualistic habits inherited
from capitalism. Lenin wrote that the coming of the higher phase of
Communism presupposes "neither todey's labor productivity nor todsy's
littie man who, somewhat like the seminarians in Pomyalovskiy's work,
are capable 'for the fun of it' of damaging warehouses of public goods
Eﬂd)Of demanding the impossible" (V. I. Lenim, Soch., Vol. 25, p.

1

In the higher stage of Communist society the attained level of
develcopment of the production forces and labor productivity will permit
the creation of an asbundance of the material and spiritual wealth
necessary to satisfy within rational limits all of the needs of a
person, At the same time, work will become the first vital need of
people; the habit of working without calculating the remuneration,
under the influence of a profound understanding of the public interest
--this will characterize all mewmbers of society. And all thils will
make possible and necessary the tramsition to the Communist principle
of distribution wnich guarantees full equality and the highest justice
~--from each according 1o his sbility, to each according to his need.

However, the socialist principle of distribution already
represents a gigantic step forward in comparison with distribution
under capitelism. In spite of the fact that the regulstor of distribu-
tion under capitalism as well as under socialism is the law, and for
this reason Marx and Lenin with a certain justification spoke of the
preservation of "bourgeois law" under the conditions of sociallsm, the
essence of social relations expressed in juridical form is completely
different under socialism. The radical difference in the distribution
of produced gocds under capltalism and under socialism consists in the
fzot that in the capitalist society, where private ownership of the
neans of production prevails, distribution takes place not according
to labor, but according to capital; it is regulated by the laws of
cost, profit, and land rent. Thus bourgeois law legalizes the social
inequality of people, that greatest of injustices which socialism
destroys by establishing an equal relationship of people towards the
means of production and by declaring labor, the amount and quality of
lebor, as the principal measure of the share of each in the distribu-
tion of the products. ‘
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But under the conditions of socialism, together with the complete
development of the principle of distribution according to labor, there
also arise elements of Communist distribution. This 1s so because in |
socialist szociety a certein amount of material and spiritual wealth is
distributed emong members of society independent of the quantity and
quality of their labor, that is, gratis (free education and medical
care for citizens; pensions; aids to large families; different kinds
of free cultural service; etc.). As society moves forward to Communism
and as social wealth accumulates, the number and kinds of these meas-
ures will continually increase. This developmental law is already well
sketched out in the current stage of Communist construction. Thae size
of the welfare payments recelved by the population of the USSR out of
the state budget and from the resources of enterprises, will increase
in 1960 by almost 14% compared with 1058 and will come to 2hk billion
rubles {Pravda, No. 301, 28 October 1959) For the Seven-Year Flan
period as a 5 a whole these expenditures will grow from 215 billion rubles
in 1958 to 360 billion in 1965; that is, by more than one and one-half
times, while the real income of workers and employees, and also kilkhoz
workers, will increase approximately 40% during this period. These
statistics substantiate the conclusion that in the period cof the transi-
tion from socialism to Communisw the growth rates of the public funds
for consumption will progressively outdistance the growth rates of the |
money incomes of the toilers, and in this way society will approach the
full transition from distribution according to labor to distribution
according to need.

On the other hand, under the conditions of socialism, peonle
develop a Communist attitude toward labor. Even in the first Communist
Saturdays, Lenin discerned the features of a genuinely Communist labor.
In our times many toilers in socialist society find as their motivation
for work not material interest but, above all, ideological devotion to
+he socialist system, concern for the common good, a high Communist
awareness. This was manifested with special clarity in the remarkable
initiative of Valentina Gagancva, who voluntarily transferred out of a
leading brigade with a higher work payment into a brigade that was
lagging behind, in order to help it overcome its delinquency. Describ-
ing the exemple set by Gaganova, N. S. Khrushchev said: "The value
end nobility of this person's deed lie in the fact that she was
impelled tovard such a step not out of material interest, but by an
idea, an ideological devotion to the Communist system" ("Plenum of the
Central Committee CPSU, 2L4-29 June 1959, Stenographlic Report," Moscow,
1959, p. 451). Geganova's initiative was gquickly transformed into a
mass movement, embracing all branches of the national economy. Now,
not only individual workers, kolkhoz workers, engineering-technical
workers, but even whole collectives are transferring to lagging sectors
of production in order to bring these sectors into the ranks of the
leading ones. The broad scope of the new movement clearly confirms the
conclusion of the 2lst Party Congress that with the development of a
socialist society and the growth of the consciousness of the masses, the
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labor emthusiasm of the Soviet people increases move amd moxe, their
concern for social weifare grows, the profit instinct is shaken off,

and moral incertives for work in the interests of society take on
progressively greater importance (see "Extraordinary 21lst Party Congress,
Stenographic Report," Part II, Moscow, 1959, p. Wik),

Thus, already under the conditions of socialism, on the basis of
the growth of social wealth, perfection of the distribution of material
and spiritual goods, and an increase in the Communist awareness cof the
people, conditions ripen which are necessary for the transition from
the sccialist to the Communist principle of distribution. When these
condivions will have been fully established and consolidated in social
life, society will write on its bhanner: "From each according to his
abillivy, to each according to his need.”

Lenin devoted much attention to the question of the political
organization of society, the fate of the socialist state in the transi-
tion to Comminism. In Lenin's works the basic paths and tendencies of
the development of the socialist state in the process of the construc-
tion of socialism and the transition to Communism are found.

The Marxist principle of the withering away of the state under
Communism was glven by Lenin a concrete and precise form in the follow-
ing questions. First of all, Lenin clearly determined that the wither-
ing away of the state is an objective process, gradual and prolonged in
character. Lenin considered the expressicn used by Marx, "the state
withers away," a very happy one because "it pcints out both the gradual-
ness of the process and its nabural quallty" (V. I. Lenin, qn(h., Vol.
25, p. k34), (The term used here, "natural quality,” should e unGer-
stood in thz sense thot this process will develop objectively, that is,
inGependentliy of the people's will and desires. The policy of the
Party and the activity of the masses which it directs can help to has-
ten it, but only in the framework of the given developmental law, only
by utilizing it correctly.)

Lenin cautioned against vulgarian attemnts to establish a pre-
cise time schedule for the withering away of the state. He pointed out
that "there can be no question of setting the moment for the future
‘withering away,' all the more because it is obviously by nature a pro-
longed process,” (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 25, p. 429) and that "we are
within cur rights to speak on’v of an inevitable withering away of the
state, emphasizing the prolonged nature of the process, its dependence
on the rapidity of the development of the higher phase of communism"
(ivid., p. 4bO).

Lenin here makes ancther important point, that the process of
the withering away of the state cannot be culminated before the higher
phase of Communist society has matured. This conclusion directly fol-
lows from an anelysis of the objective historical conditions of an
internal and external order which determine the necessity for a state
in the course of its entire period in transition from capitalism to
Communism. Lenin noted three such conditions.
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First of all, he frequently emphasized that a psrmenent feature
of the socialist revolution and the condition of its victories is the
organization of the toiling masses. Therefore a socialist state from
the first days of its existence tekes on a function natural to it alone,
the function of economic-organizational and cultural-educational work.
Peculiar to it also is the function of safeguarding socialist property
and the socialist legal order. The sociallst state fulfills ail these
functions primarily by means of persuasion, with the help of social
pressure. However, the necessity for the use of measures of state
coercion stili exists, and for this reason state organs which carry out
this coercion are retained. Of course such functions as the organiza-
tion of economic ard cultural construction and the Communist upbringing
of the younger generation never disappear from the life of soclety; vut
‘in the higher phase of Communism, when a high Communist consciousness,
excluding the need for state discipline, will characterize all memoers
of society, these functions will be carried out by the proper socia
organs, while the need for the state as a tool for orgemization and
education will pass away.

In the second place, under the ccnditions of socizlism, when the
socialist princinle of distribution according to work is In effect, the
necessity continues for society to account strictly for anc control the
emount of labor and consumption. The only means of carrying out this
accounting snd control is scclalist law, which plays "the role of the
regulator (the determinator) of the distribution of products and the
distribution of labor among merbers of society (ibid., p. 439;. But
as long as lew remains under sozialism and down to the transition to
the Comrwmist principle of distribution according to need, "so long
does the necessity for a state remain which, safeguarding pubdlic owner-
ship of the means of production, safeguards the equality of labor and
the equality of the division of the products" (ibid). Thus in this case
the witherirg away of the state was assoclated by Lenin with the transi-
tion to the Communist principle of distribution according to need, when
the necessity for society to regulate the emount of products recelved by
each will pass away.

In the third place, the Communist formetion begins to develop in
the conditions of a sharp class struggle, called forth by the resistance
of the overthruwn exploiting classes and of a petty-bourgeois anarchistic
eisment. Ia order to suppress this resistance and to bring about a
decisive liquidation of the antagonistic classes, orgenized force is
necessary, and this force can only be the proletarian dictatorship, the
socilalist state. »

In connection with the liquidation of the exploiting classes, as
the first phase of Communism is being built up, the need for suppress-
ing class enemies within the country disappears, and therefore the need
for the state passes away. However, the class struggle continues on a
world scale. It follows from Lenin's principle of the impossibility of
the simultaneous victory of socialism in all countries that, even after
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the full and conclusive victory of socilalism in several countries and
after they begin carrying out the transition to Communism, a nurber of .
courtries still may rewain in the- capitalist stage of development.
Tnereforp the class struggle will continue in the international arens
as a struggle in the economic, political, and ideological fields between
the socialist system, which is develcplng along the road to Communism,
and the capitalist system, which is dying but is still in existence.
While this struggle continues, the necessity for a state continues,
the necessity for its functions of safeguarding the country (or the
whole system) from the threat of aggression by the imperiaiist powers
end struggling against attempts to undermine from without the might of
the socialist camp. o
- Lenin's principles, which were later developed in the decisions
of our Party, are confirmed by the historicel development of the con-
temporary perlod. Todasy there is no capitelist encirclement of our
country. There are two world systems--the socialist and the capital-
ist. In the competition of these systems the correlation of forces
are changing more and more to the advantage of socialism, and nothing
in the world can any longer restore capitalism in the USSR or destroy
the socialist camp. But while the aggressive imperialist camp exists, -
there is no guarantee against the possibility cf aggression by the
powers in that camp, and the subversive activity of the reactionary
forces against the countries of socialism continues as well. In these
conditlons, as the 2lst Party Congress emphasized, the tasks of the
socialist state in ths field of the defense of peace and tue defense
of the countiv ageinsh the threat of an attack by the imperislist
powers are especially important and significant: "The functions of
defending the socialist fatherland, which are today heing fulfilled
by the ~*ate,' it is pointed out in the resolutions of the Congress,
"can wither away only when the danger of an attack by the imperialists
is completely eliminated" ("Extraordinary 2lst Party Congress, Steno-
graphic Report," Part II, Moscow, 195G, p. 4l6).

So, proceeding from Lenin's instructions, the Communist Party
asscciates the withering awey of the state as a weapon in the class
struggle with.the liquidation of the antagonistic classes and the
victory of Communism on a world scale. ’

Leaving open the question cf the t#metables and the concrete
forms for the withering away of the state under the transition to
Cormunism, Lenin defined the general outlook for the developmen+ and
subsequent withering away of the socialist state.

As far back as the Communist Manifesto of X. Marx and F.
Engels, the ldea was presented that the socialist state, being in _
essence the dictatorship of the proletariat, would take the form of a
democracy. Developing this idea, Lenin emphaslzed that the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, for all the varieties of_lts state form,
would always and in all countries have a single common form--it would
be a state of a higher type of democracy. Under the conditions of
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socialist democracy, and as it evolves forward, social functions would
progres ively be transformed from political functions, entrusted to theé

state, into simple administrative functions, carried out by socievy
without & epecial anparaous of coercion. In this connection, it was
Lenin who noted that "at s certain stage of its w1ther1ng away, one
may call the state which is withering away a nonpolitical state" (V. I.
ilenin, %SSH" vol. 25, D hlo) Wken th¢s pr00°ss is completed and
partlclpation of all citizens in the admlnlstra ion of public affairs
hecomss a complete reality, omiy then does the need for state adminis-
tration and for democracy itself disappear. Lenin wrote that "victori-
ous socialism cannot arrest its victory and camnot lead mankind to the
withe rlng away of the state without the fullest r@allzatlon of demcc-
racy” (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 23, p. 63), and "in commmist society
democracy, by being regenarated and transformed into habit, will wither
away." (ibid., Vol. 28, p. 221) :

. The withering away of the staTe after the complete development
of socialist democracy--this is Lenin's formula for the withering away
of the socialist state under Communism. Lenin's ideas on the fate of
the socialist state under the transition to Communism have been em-
bodied in the decisions of the 21st Party Congress. The Congress noted
that one of the laws of the transition to Communism is the development
of the socialist state system into Communist social self-administration.
In the periocd of thé extensive construction of Communism the main direc-
tion in the development of the socialist state system, which guarentees
the preparaticn of the conditions for the influence of this law, is the
broadest unfolding of democracy, attracting all citizens to particira-
tion in the leadership of economic and cultural construction, in the
administration of the public business. Already today several functlons
of state organs are either being transferred wholly to social organiza~
tions, or are being fulfilled by them in parallel with state organs.

At the same time, the 2lst Congress, proceeding from Lenin's thesis on
the withering awav of the state only with the cowplete victory of Com-
munism, noted: ['The transfer of individual functions from state organs
to public organlzations will not wesken the role of the socialist state
in the constructicn of Communism, but will broadén and strengthen the
political foundation of socialist soclety, will guarantee the further
development of socialist democracy” ("Extraordinary 2lst CPSU Congress,
Stenographic Report,’ Part II, Moscow, 1959, p. 4k5).

Analyzing the conditions and laws of the soclallst revolution
in the epoch of imperialism, Lenin deduced the possibility of the
victory of socialism in one country, taken by itself. From this it
- followed that at the given stage of world history the victory of social-
ism simultaneously in all countries was impossible. But Lenin never
inferred from his deduction that the socislist system would exist in
one country alone for a prolonged period of time. ILenin pointed out
that the formation of the Comminist system would begin with the decay
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of the world capitalist system, with the subsecuent withdrawal from

it of a number of countries and their tramsition to the path of social-
ism, which would lead to the establishment of the world socialist sys-
tem. Under socialism, Lenin wrote, a cuvlmination would come to the
tendency "toward the creation of a single world economy as a whole,
regulated by the proletariat of all nations according to a common plan”
{V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 31, p. 125).

Lenin's prediction is being fulfilled in our time. Several
years after the complete victory of the socialist system in the USSR, a
number of countries of Europe and Asia set out on the path of socialism.
In an exceptionally short time the world socialist system wes estab-
lished, which is taking the form of a unified whole both in the politi-
cal and economic sense.

. In his time, Lenin charted the basic paths for the movement of
various nations to socialism. His instructions on the eradication of
the real inequality of the peoples of our country sketched out the
future course of the equalization of the level of the economic, politi-~
cal, and cultural development of all the Soviet republics. -At the same
time, Tenin gave a scientific basis to the principle of the possibility
of the development of backward countries toward socialism, while by-
passing the capitalist stage of development (ibid., p. 219).

The experience of socialist constructicn in a number of areas in
the Soviet East, as well as in Mongolia and several areas of China,
confirm this Leninist principle. At the same time, the creation of a
singie econcmic system and a socialist commonwealth of nations in the
Scviet Union was the model for the formation of that world socialist
econony about which Lznin wrote. The experience of our country, and
later of the whole soclalist camp, proved that with the transition of
various peoples to socialism as a result of the action of the law of a
rlanned, balanced development, an equalizetion tekes place in the gen-
eral line of the economic and cultural development of all socialist
nations. This means that in the framework of the accelerated develcp-
ment of the socialist system, those peoples who had been economically
backward in the past, by relying on the experience of the advanced
countries and on cooperation and mutual help, develop at comparstively
faster rates of speed, quickly make up lost time, and pull themselves
up to the level of the advanced countries. The result is the formation
of a single front of the generel movement of all socialist countries
toward Comrunism.

Lenin did nct and could not raise the question of the nature of
the transition to Communism by the world scciaiist system as a whole,
which was not in existence in Iunin's time. DNow that the world social-
ist system has been formed and consolidated, now that in all of its
countries the full victory of socialism is close at hand, the question
of how the development of socialist countries to Commmnism will proceed
further is of current significance. The answer to this question was
given by the 21lst Party Congress. In his report to the Congress, N. S.
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Khrushchev announced Tt is theoreulcally more correct to assume
that the countrles of socialism, by successfully utilizing the. poten-"
tialities intrinsic in the socialist system, will pass over into The
kigher phase of Communist society more or.less simultaneously"
("Extracrdinary 2lst CPSU Congress, Stenograpnic Report," Part I,
Moscow, 1959, pp. 107-108).

Thus the 2lst Party Congress determined the more or less simul-~
taneous trensition of the socialist countries to Communism as a new
developmental law of the transformation of soclalism into Cormunisme.
This theoretical conclusion is of tremendous mobilizing importance.

It opens before all the peoples of the sccialist camp a clear vista of
the struggle for the establishment of the new social system.

The movement of the socialist countries toward Communism along

a united front does not exclude a variety of concrete means, measuvres,

and forms for carrying out the general lews of this movement. The
lower phase of Communism cannot completely eliminate the chjectively
existing differences in Communist construction in the various coui-
tries. One or another diffcrence will continue to exist for a long
time, down to the victory of Communism on a world scale and the sub-
sequent union of nations. But this does not affect the main thing-~
the generel laws of the transformation of socislism intc Communism,
which were discovered by Marxist-Leninist science and which, without
exception, will be in force in all countries entering the path of the
transition to the higher phase of Communist. soc1ety.

* ¥ ¥ :

Lenin Wes profoundly convinced of the fall victory of Commuanm.,
He wrote that "“the cause of commmism ir Russie is immutable”
(Ieninskiy spbornik [Lenin Collection], XXXV, p. 248). In the first
vears of Soviet power, when the flames cof civil war had not yet been
extinguished, Lenin, addressing the youth, spoke with great emotion
sbout how the ycung Communist generation would build, on the ground
cleared away by the October Revolution, a Communist soclety in Russia.
Fe called upon yoush to convert Communism into leadership for practi-
cal work (see V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 31, p. 265).

Lenin clearly saw the main objective and subgectlve factors
guaranteeing the possibility of a successful building of Communism.
Tor Lenin these factors were, above all, the production relations of
socialist society and its great advantages, on the base of which an
historically unprecedented social progress was ensured. Lenin wrote
that, by itself, the transfer of the means of production to public
ownership "will inevitably bring sbout a gilgantic development of <the
production forces of human society” (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 25, ».

4h0).

The flourishing of social production under socialism creates
the material foundation for the active participation of the multi-mil-
lion popular masses in Communist construction. The conscious historical
creativity of the people was considered by Lenin as a manifestation of
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the advantages of socilalism and as a condition of its rapid transforma-
tion into Communism. When the entire people will move together with
its vanguard, the Commmnist Party, Lenin said that then "there will be
an scceleration of this movement of such a kind that we today cannot
even conceive of” (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 33, p. 243).

In the Communist Party Lenin saw the main political force of the
building of a Communist society. Cnly the Party, armed with the knowli-
edge of the laws of objective development, Lenin taught--only the Party,
hardened in struggle and possessing the experience of organizing the
masses, can lead society to the bright heights of Communism. ILenin
decisively struggled against all those who tried to belittle the role
of the Party in Communist construction. He emphasized that the leading
and directing role of the Party grows all the wey down to the full
victory of Communism. Exposing the German "left" Communists who made
a distinction between the Communist Party arnd the working class and
denied the Party's role in the conditions of the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the struggle for Communisit, Ienin wrote in 1922: '"To
deny party spirit from the point of view of communism means to make a
leap from the eve of the collapse of capitalism (in Germeny), a leap
not to the lower nor to the middle, but to the higher phase of commu-
nism" (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 31, p. 26). This Leninist principle
is fully substantiated by history. "The entire experience of the
struggle for the victory of socialism and Communism," it says in the
decisions of the 2lst Party Congress, 'shows that in the process of
the building of a Communist society the role of the Party, es the
experienced vanguard of the people and the highest form of sccial
" organization, grows progressively larger" ("Extraordinary 21st Party
Congress, Stenographic Report," Part II, Moscow, 1959, p. 452).

The enhanced role of the Communist Party as a necessary and
decisive condition for the buiiding and development of Communism is
-manifested with particular clerity in the present stage of Communist
construction. Having outlined for the impending T-year period =
grandiose plan for the creation of the foundations of Communism, the
Party is now transferring the center of gravity to the organizational
work of mobilizing the masses for the practical solution of the tasks
of the Seven-Year Plan. It is bringing the idea of the struggle for
Communism to the consciousness of the masses in the form of concrete
tasks of economic and cultural construction; it is organizing and
directing the efforts of all the Soviet people for their solution.

In the wise leadership and organizational activity of the Party,
in its fidelity to Leninism, is the guarantee of new successes for
Communism, '
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