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FOREWORD
This pﬁblication' was prepared under contract
by the UNITED STATES JOINT PUBLICATIONS RE-
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THE IENINIST THEORY ON SOCIALIST REVOLUTION

AND CONTEMPORARY . REVISTONISM
- USSR =

- [The follow1ng is a translation of an article
' by A. P. Butenko in Voprosy Filosofii (Prob=:
. lems of Philosophy), Vol. XIV, No. 4, Moscow L
1960 pages 46—57.]

- The 5001a1 progress made in the twentleth century can-

7not be isolated from Leninism. Since the dawn of the century,

the light cast by Lenin's ideas have guided revolutionary ef=-
forts. 'The more intense revolutionary struggles became, the

-more evident were the truths embodied in Leninist theory.

_ In October 1917 the working people of Russia, under
the leadership of the Communist Party and its leader, V. I.

- lenin, accompllsned the first victorious socialist revolution.
" A new stege in the development of Morxist-Leninist theory -
-one which constituted a thorough practical proof and trans-

letion into reallty of this theory -~ began.

The Great Yctober Socialist Revolution constltuted the
true triumph of Leninism. It demonstrated its correctness,
and thus dezlt a crushing blow to all of the bourgeois and
petit bourgeois Mtheories" of those who reviled proletarian
ideology. However, due to the peculiar logic in the class
struggle, attacks by the enemies of Marxism and Leninism did

- not, only fall off from that time on, but increased cpace. The

more extensively Marxism is implemented in life, ‘the more of a
danger it constitutes for the bourgeois, and thus the more in-
tensive, varied and sharp the attacks of bourgeois ideologists
end revisionists upon Marxist theory become. This anti-Marx-

.ist tendency toward an ever more active and intense attack has

becone especially noticeable in recent years. Hend in hand

- with the overt enemies of socialism, modern revisionists have
' remerged os a perasite living off the new phenomenon of public
* life and representing themselves as marching under the banner

of Mereative MarXJSm-Lenlnlsm" In reality they are opponents
of Marxist science.
One of the favorlte targets of the modern revisionists

" is the Marxist-Leninist theory of class struggle, the dictator-

Shlp of the proletariat and the socialist revolution. This is
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no happenstance. Our historical epoch essentially began in Oct-
ober 1917, the commencement of the transition from capitalism
to socialism. The Marxist-Leninist theory of socialist revo-
lution inevitably came to light with primary and contemporary
significance. It became the central focus for both practical
and theoretical struggles. o o

Attenpts at revision of this Marxist-Leninist theory
are varied. The distorted mirror of contemporary revisionists
reflects both the history of the development of Marxist-Lenin-
ist revolutionary teachings in connection with the experience
acquired in the Great October Socialist Revolution and the
Marxist-Leninist theory of the nature of the revolution, which
serves as a guide in the current class struggle. In their nu-
merous "historical researchings, these revisionists make ex-
tensive use of the long defunct dogmas of social democracy,
Trotskyism, and anarcho-syndicalism in their dispute with Lenin-
ism and distortions of the experience of the USSR. This indi-
‘cates how little originality there is in their exercises in )
sophism and the concepts they espouse. Their only innovation
is the disguising of well-knouwn reformist theories as Marxist
doctrine, and their application to the new real facts.

Vithout going into all the revisionist distortions in
this connection, let us examine two concepts which illustrate
revisionists' misinterpretation of history and their twisted
view of the revolutionary transition from capitalism to social-
isn. ' '

The Historical Experience of the Great October

Socialist Revolution and Its Distortion by Re-

’ visionists o

o As is common knowledge, the most important theoretical
" concepts which served as the scientific foundation for the re-
volutionary activities of the Russian communists were Lenin's
‘teachings on the possibility of the victory of the socialist
revolution and socialism in a single and separate country.
From the beginning, this view was in sharp conflict with social
democratism and Trotskyism. These movements did their utmost
to discredit end disprove that theory. Soon after Lenin set
forth this concept in 1915, theoretical debate on it gave way
to a practical test: the revolutionary activity of the mass-
es at the end of the First World War put into practical appli-
cation the Marxist-Leninist theoretical principles, and merci-
lessly destroyed outmoded dogma. ' )

The victory of the October Socialist Revolution which
created the conditions necessary for the construction of so-
cialism in Russia constituted decisive practical proof of the
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justice of ILenin's teachings on the primary success of social-
ism in a single country. The experience of the October Revo-
lution demonstrated that with international golidarity on the
part of the proletariat, the working people of just one single
country could effect the prereéquisites for the construction of
socialisn. * Continuing to combat Trotskyism, ‘Lenin, even after
the revolutionary victory, often emphasized that despite a -
capitalist encirclement, the Russian workers' class has all
the ¢onditions needed for the construction of a socialist so-
ciety. He believed that N.E.P.'s Russia would becone a so-
cialist Russia. (See Works, Vol. XXXIII, page 405.) '
This prophesy was realized. As a result of the efforts
of the entire Soviet people under the guidance of the Commun-
ist Party, the Soviet -Union, surrounded by capitalism, ‘wads the
first ‘state in history to establish socialism; ‘rather than a
society based on private property and rent by class antagonlsms,
a new world emerged in which the foundation of publlc life was
soclalist ownership of the means of production, - Here, for the
first time, with the elimination of private property, the dream
of man becane a ‘reality. Plundering classes and the exploita-
tion of man by man were eliminated. Production ‘forces, freed
from the btonds of exploitational-relationships, leapt forward
:n'javelopment From a once backward country, the Soviet Un-
ion developed into one of the most highly developed countries
in the world, and first put into living practice the principle
of soc1a11sm" "From each accordlng to hlS oapa01ty, and to -
each according to his work." s
The construction of s001allsm in- the USSR, whlch repre-
sefited the performance of the tasks established by the ‘October
Socialist Revolution; and which created the prerequisites for
the modern transition to the stage of expanded communist con-
struction, completely disproved the Trotskyite assertions as-
to the impossibility of building socialism in a single country
alone, - It turned ‘these claims into theoretical rubbish ready
for the garbage heap of hlsuory. The ‘establishment of a so-
cidlist society in the USSR-whilc it was surrounded by capi-
talist natlons served as full proof of the truth of Lenin's
belief in the possibility of socisl contruction in a single
pioneering country, and transformed the theory into reality.
‘As a result of the international victory of socialism, the '
Twenty-first Congress of the CPSU was able to derive the con-
clusionh that socialism in the USSR has won out in the USSR
totally and deflnltlvely, and that no force 1n the world could
“restore capitalism therein.: ,
‘ Thus life 1tserf resolved the argument which began in
1915.‘ : : :




"Forty years have passed since these debates.
In the present day, many years after Lenin's conclu-
sions as to the possibility of the victory of socialist re-
- volution-and construction in a single country was demonstra-
ted as a valid theory and a practical accomplishment, the
modern revisionists have invaded the political sector. They
can find nothing better to do than to resurrect Trotskyite
‘dogma. Naturally some of their arguments have altered, but:
the basic Marxist and Opportunlst aspects of their clalms
~ remain the same.
Today's enenies of Lenlnlst masquerading as Merxlsts,
reiterate the ideas of their predecessors on the '"national
- limitation" of Leninism and the entirety of the experience
~of the revolutionary class struggle in Russia. American re-
visionists, led by D. Gates, assert that Leninism was the
© product of specifically Russian conditions and is therefore
inapplicable to develop capitalist countries, the USA in par-
~ticular. - The Canadian revisionist J. Salsberg regards Lenin-
" ism as a special "Russian Marxism" and demands its rejection
in favor of "Canadian Marxism". "The newly proposed social-
ist path", as Salsberg calls revisionism, "Means that on the
basis of Canadian achievements and the profound internation-
al changes which have occurred, it is necessary to create a
wide potential for the unification of Canadian Marxists...' :
(J. Salsberg, "Toward a Socialist Realignment in Canada',
National Affairs, No. 2, 1957). The essence of all these
attacks is the T“otskylte concept of the impossibility of de-
veloping the postOctober Russia towards socialism.
- What is their purpose, and how do contemporary revi-
sionists view Lenin's concept in this regard?
Here as elsewhere, the revisionists attempt to utl—
lize the new developments in life to prove the validity of
a distorted interpretation of the new problems which now con-
front Marxist-Leninist theoreticians. ' The fact is that the
victory of socialist revolution in the USSR and the expanded .
construction of socialist society in the people's democracies
have of necessity posed a new task for Marxists: the compari-
son of the historical experience of the USSR and that of other
socialist countries such as to comprise a scientific analysis
of the formation of the communist structure and to establish
the general laws governing this process. While the Soviet Un-
ion was the only socialist country, it was impossible to answer
these questions in terms of relating its experience to that of
other socialist countries. Now the situation differs. The -
needed factual material is available, and there is an acute
need for the proper and practical utilization of the experience
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of the Soviet Union - the first socialist country.

The utilization of this experience cannot be effected
mechanically as the dogmatists would have us believe. The de-
velopment of socialism in the USSR was undoubtedly guided not
only by the general and inevitable factors common to all coun-
tries constructing socialism, which provided the principal
foundation of Soviet experience, but also by certain specific
ones typical of that country alone, created by Soviet condi-
tions and certainly not epplicable to other countries. In
order for Soviet experience to be used creatively in other
countries, then, it is necessary that socialist construction
in the USSR be . studied, the essentials separated from the
superfluous, the necessary differentiated from the incidental,
and common factors isolated from the spe01flc. :

Concentrating on the specific in the construction of
socialism reth:r than the common factors, the revisionists
- use every means to distort the historical experience of the
USSR and to magnify the special aspects of its development.
They fail to mention the common and essential aspects of
this experience.,

" One of the points of departure for contemporary revi-
sionisn as regards the development of the USSR is the claim
that it really developed into state capitalism, or "Stalin-
ism", as a peculiar political and economic system intermedi-
ate between capitelism and true socialism., This slanderous
antiMarxist view has found its ultimate expression in the
book written by the Yugoslav renegade M. Djilas and entitled
"The New Class". In it he gtgtes that the "communist revolu-
tion" is a forn of "state-capitalist revolution", and that the
relatlonshlps established by its victory are state-capltallst
reletions. . ("The New Class", . New York, 1957). It is for the .
~very purpose of providing a theoretlcal "pagis" for these ab-
surd views of the development of "state capitalism" and "Sta-
linism" in the USSR that the modern revisionists attempt to
adept Trotskyite theories of the impossibility of construct-
ing socialism in a single country. Like the Trotskyites, they:
assert that within the framework of a single country surround-
ed by capitalism an attempt to build socialism must inevitably
be doomed to failure and will lead to the degeneration of the
new regime. : ’

In order to put a sort of system into their histori-
cal clalms, modern revisionists ignore the facts and state
that the theory of establishment of a single socialist state
is a purely "Stalinist" concept which constitutes nothing
. more nor less than "nationalist socialism", Without doubt,
this deliberate falsification is intentional. How could the
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revisionists fail to be aware that it was not Stalin but Lenin
who set forth and demonstrated the theory that in the imperial-
ist epoch "socialism canriot win out simultaneously in all coun=-
tries. It will triumph, " said Lenin, "First in one or a few
countries, while in others, for some time, will remain bour-
geois or prebourgeois." ‘(Works, Vol, XXIII, page 67).

It is needless to show that this theory has nothing to
do with "national socialism" or the revisionist theory of iso-
lated socialist construction. ' ' :

' What is the objective meaning of these revisionist
views? Whet is their purpose? .

There is no doubt that in representing Lenin's theories
in this regard as a "Stalinist concept of netional socialism",
the revisionists are attempting to minimize the international
significance of the experience in the construction of socialism
of cour country. WActually, if "degeneration" of soclalism had
taken place here, and if the mistaken concept of "national so-
cialisn" had become a practically applied systen, our esperi-
ence would not heve had international significance.

The revisionists must derive this antiMarxist conclu-
sion in order to be able to force through their "brand of so-
cialism", their "special path toward gocialism" as distinct
‘in principle from that followed by the USSR end the people'ls
democracies. 1 ‘ S : S
T This dirty road toward netionalist opposition to the
"experience of the October Revolution, the construction of so-
cialism in the USSR and the revolutionary development of other
countries is that pursued by Imre Nagi in Hungary end A, Gio-
1litti in Italy. Their views are being relentlessly spread by
revisionists in Yugoslavia as well. '

» We ney teke as an example ‘the article by M. Popovic en-
titled "Notes on Certain Problems in Modern Socialist Thought!.
“The author accuses all socialist countries of "state bureau-
cratism" and states that "It is this very situation which may
give rise to more conscientious and systematic socialist forc-
es, ideologically, politically and organizationally capable of
battling bureaucracy, winning out over it, and pushing social
‘development closer to socialism.....This is what has happened
in Yugoslavia., This is what has been accomplished by the
Union of Yugislav Communists." (M. Popovie, "Notes on Certain
Problems in Modern Socialist Thought', "Sceijaligan" [Social-
ism], No. 4, 1959, page 45). - Thus one country - Yugoslavia -
has declared itself the model for the movement towards social~-
ism. : - - o ‘

It is clear that the Yugoslav nisrepresentation of Lenin-
ien and of the whole of the history of ‘the practical and ideo-
logical struggle is now being used to promote the opportunistic,
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nationalistic and revisionist socialist concepts under the .
guise of "true laws". These concepts have nothing in common
with Marxism-Leninism. RS D e

. However, apart from the forty years of experience in
the construction of socialism in our country, the experience
in the people's democracies gainsay all the revisionists' at-
tempts to minimize the international significance of Soviet
experience. This is not surprising, for the basic laws gov=
erning the class struggle, the socialist revolution and the
construction of socialism are identical for all countries,
and it is impossible to disprove the internationally signi-
ficant fact that it was these lews which were first formu-
lated, implemented, and consciously utilazed in our country,
which was the first, as a result of the ~ctober Revolution, .
to take the road of socialist construction. These general
laws governing the transition from capitalism to socialism
-consisting of socialist revolution, the establishment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, the transformation of cap-
italist economy to socialist econony, and its systematic and
planned development, etc. under the guidance of the workers'
class, were specifically enumerated in the Moscow Declare-
tion at the conference of representatives of communist and
workers' parties in socialist countries, which provided &
definitive rebuttal to the revisionists' claims. It was these
-very laws which were first tested by the experience of the
October Revolution and later by the experience acquired in

* the socialist development of other countries. They have be-
‘come of such importance as to represent the international sig-
- nificance of the "experience of the October Revolution, "Mean-
_ing by international significance," as Lenin put it, "The
dnternational importance and inevitability of the repetition
“on an international scale of that which has happened here."
(V. I. Lenin, Works, Vol. XXXI, page 5). =~ - ) ‘

. Such is one of the Leninist theses under attack from

the modern revisionists, and such are the various revisionist
efforts to minimize the international importance of the his-
~torical experierice of the October Revolution and the construct-
jon of socialism in the USSR, But no matter how fervently
they try to fill the order, in a social sense, placed by the
beurgedisie, they cannot undermine the faith of the masses

of thé people in socialism, in the international significance
of the experience of the country which first effected the -
'trensition from capitalism to socialism. Now that the rungs
- "in the ladder leading towards socialism established by our
country are being climbed by other socialist nations, Lenin's
words have a particularly profound meaning and strength: "Now
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o rather significant interhational experience lies before us.
This eloquently demonstrates that some of the basic charact-
eristics of our revolution were not of-local, national, spe-
cific or exclusively Russian nature, but are of international
significence." (Ibid). It is this international signifi-.~
cancé of the experience of the October' Revolution that no one
has been able to disprove. - : T R

The Theory of~SQcial'Revoiution.and;thé Revision—_
~ist Concept of the Growth of Capitalism into So-
E St 7 cladism o ;

The revisionists appear enxious to clarify the quest-
ion of the accqptability of the Marxist theory of socialist
revolution in terms of the current conditions and tasks of .
the communist movement. Here again they debate new problems,
. rejecting socialist revolution in varying nanners - under the
guise of tracing new cepitalist phenomena, pretending the
danger of & new world conflict, or claiming to develop "par-
liamentary" or fhational' paths toward sccielism. As it is -
not feasible to deal in detail with the antiMarxist aspects
of ‘each of thesc revisionist concepts, all of which should
be shown up for what they are, we will discuss that which is
" most widespread - the "theory of transformation” of -capital-

isn to ‘socialism. - This "theory" would have it that all coun-
tries are now progressing towards socialism, and are under-.
‘going a process of ntransformation of capitalism -irto socialisn'.

The philosophic foundation for this "theory" is a vulgar

‘economic materialism which .denies or minimizes the role of the
subjective factor in history, that sof the class struggle, and
that of the Merxist-Leninist parties. It confuses what is ob-
jective and what is spontanecus. Methodologically, 'this "the-
ory" is characterized by a substitution of simple evolution
for dialectics, and in political nature, it is a typically re-
“formist theory of the unregulated: growth of capitalism into.
gocialisn 'adapted to combat the Marxist-Leninist theory .of
revolution, depicted by the revisionists as "outmoded"; "dog-
matic", and therefore unacceptable under current conditions.

h . Let us analyze the basic characteristics of this con-
cept, which is shared by the Italian opportunist A, Glolitti
and the American renegade A, Bittelman, as well as other re-
visionists." - _ - ' S R
" As is conmon knowledge, the Marxist-Leninist theory of
socialist revolution is founded upon the ‘acknowledgement of the
,jihdisputable'fact'thatfthe‘replacement of capitalism by so-
‘cialism ig not a sinple matter of will but a historical neces-
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sity linked with the acute conflict between developing pro-
ductional forces and outdated capitalist production relations.
The ‘elimination of this conflict is the inevitable result of
the operation of the objective law governing the relationship
between production relations and production forces. L

; . Debating this factor, the revisionists toke the facts
that the above law requires the establishment of full public
ownership of the means of production and thct the current e--
poch is in fact one of transition from capitalism to social-
ism, 'and claim that "socialism has now become a worldwide
process", and that "all of humsnity has embarked upon it'".

This view is inherently a denial of the basic princi-

ples of the Marxist-Leninist view of social development, and
evidences a ‘confusion between what is objectively necessary
and possible and what is real and actual. The possibility of
achieving the transition from cepitalism to socialism is be-
coming a reality only as a result of the conscious revolution-

ary activity of the masses in the course of the class strug-.

gle, however. v ; , = . o
. Now the revisionists hug to themselves the fact, which

“is undisputed, that currently the world is ripe for socialism.

But the existence objective prerequisites for the contruction
of socialism and the further development of countries will not,
of their own accord and unsystematized, necessarily transform
all of the world into a socialist system. They do not imply

‘that "the whole world, the entirety of humanity, has already

been direccted along the path toward socialism and has taken
o socialist stand." Lenin noted that humen society is not
so M"wisely" or "conveniently" constituted for its advanced
elements that at any time when social upheaval is ripe due -
to social-economic - conditions it can take place instantanc-~
ously and automatically. A proper social force which will
consciously carry out the revolutionary upheaval is needed. .
"An upheaval may be possible while the strength of its revo-
lutionary creators is still insufficient to accomplish it.
In such a case, society rots, and its degeneration may con-
tinue for scores of years." (V. I. Lenin, Works, Vol. IX,

- pages 338-339).

The belief that sociaiism and socialist production re-

" lations are developing in capitalist countries through tech-
‘nological process and the nature of modern productional means

implies the identification of the objective prerequisites of
socialism with socialism itself, and a denial of a need for .
a class struggle and of revolutionary work toward the trans-
formation of the objective potential of socialism into social-
ism itself. = . - o PR o K
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On the other hand, the modern historical phase is in -
fact a stage of transition from capitalism to socialism. But
this transition is not at all taking place in the manner de-
picted by the revisionists. It is being effected only by
those countries in which,-during a revolutionary struggle, the
proletariat has establlshed its regime, not in all countries
simultaneously. The other countries are still capitelist. In
other words, despite the contrary wiew of the revisionists,
society is undergoing a transition from capitalism to social-
ism not simply bécause the material foundation and scientific
and technologlcal achievements in the modern world have cre-
ated rew socialist production relations, but because under
such conditions the workers' class in many countries could -
succeed in establishing their regime through revolution. It
is oniy by thls method that soclallst reorganlza 1on has been
achieved, S :
A 51milqr view is that of "transformatlon" According
to this idea, the entire world has already embarked along the
path toward socialism., This, incidentally, is not an origin-
al notion, More than forty years the ‘emergence of socialism
was so deseribed. A book dealing with this matter states: "As
a picture fades from a screen to be replaced by another, capita-
~1ism is fading away, and the outline of socialism is becoming
" ever clearer." Whose are these words? This is a sentence -
written by the well-known British laborite Ramsay MacDonald,
faken from his book "The Socialist Movement." Only revision-
ists can belleve that such assertlons are & new phenomenon in
Marx;sm.’ ’

Let us go furthero, The Marx1st—Len1nlst theory of s0-
cialist revolution is founded on the fact that the objective.
law governing the relationship between production relations
and the nature of the production forces, which form the foun-
dation for revolutiorary development, ‘does not act -automatical-
ly. The transition to socialism can only be effected by the"
conscious utilization of this law by the revolutionary masses
which serve as the motive force of the revolution, and on the
fact that this law is implemented through these revolutionary
act1V1tles on the part of the masses - through the class strug-
gle. :
: ' In view of‘the revolutlonary changes which have.taken
place in the world, and the impossibility of totaitry ighor-
ing the conscious revolutionary activities of the masses, ' -
modern revisionists have been forced to acknowledge this fact.
However, they view it as only one of the possible methods of
abolishing capitalism and moving ahead to socialism. In this.
light, they proclaim the two contradictory social-economic . -
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systems in the world today - socialism and capitalism - as but
two methods - the conscious and the spontaneous - of transition

‘towsrds socialism, & transition which they claim is taking
~place all over the world. They claim that transition o social=-

isn via the second method began with the economic crisis of 1929~
1933. These assertions represent the refraction through the re-

‘visionist mind of the new trends in social development: with

the general crisis conditions in capitalist nations, the growth

" of socislism was accompanied by the spread in capitalist coun-

tries of state capitalism. The revisionists distort the na-

- ture of things and assert that there are two methods inherent

in capitalism permitting its abolishment: the conscious elim=-
ination of the system through the process of socialist revo-

1tition, and the spontaneous elimination of it by reformation
through state capitalism. '

If we con believe the revisionists it appears that the
transformation of capitalism toward socialism is taking place
in capitalist countries through the selfliquidation of the
foundation of the former - the private capitalist ouwnership
of the means of production. Naturally, there are new process-
es operative in capitalist countries, and it would be folly -
to deny the modifications in capitalist ownership which are

‘in fact taking place. This include the changeover from in-
 dividual cocpitalists to capitalist assoclations such as
- corporations and capitalist totalities, such as the bourgeois

state. However, the fact is that after these transitions and

‘modifications (which nowhere affect all private property) have

taken place, the class nature of property remains the same. It
does not become socialist but remains in the hands of the same

‘cepitalist class. In the period between 1937 and 1956 alone,
‘the private wealth of capitalists in the USA such as the Du-

ponts increased to 810% the earlier figure, that of the Mel-

~lons to 960%, thet of the Rockefellers to 890%, etc. It is
ohly in the imaginations of the reformists that the true prob-

lem of capitalist reproduction and the enrichment of million-

. aires and billionaires, i.e. the largest private owners, con=-

stitutes the "elimination 6f private property" or a part of the
mythical process of socialist development supposedly charact-
eristic of all countries. i : e

Using sophisms to conceal their complete capitulation to
reformist theories of "spontaneous growth" of capitalism into
socialism which have long been well-known, the revisionists
frankly state: "Individuals, peoples, nations, and human so-

_ciety are now carrying out their historical work regardless of

whether or not they know, are conscious of, what socialism is,
or not, and whether or not they are enthusiastic about it, They
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' are bringing it ebout, and that is as it should be. World de-
velopment must follow this path. 0ld methods are outdated ..

- and the level of production forces and their further develop-
ment meke. the new process inevitable." (Article by M. Todoro-
vic in the Yugoslav journal "Komunist" [Communist], Nos. 7-8,

' 1956, page 444). These modern concepts of historical fatal-
ism are called up to undermine the revolutionary energy of the
masses through claims that even without their conscious actions,
without & revolutionary struggle, society will in any case pro-
gress toward socialism. : o R

. This revisionist notion represents a most gross distor-
tion of reality, since two social-economic systems - capital-
ism and socialism - are described as alternate means of. de-.
velopment toward socialism. ' They are made identical, and the
division of the world into two camps, two systems, is denied.
The differences between the two systems, inherent in their op-
posing social-economic and political natures, are described

as ‘differences. in the method of development towgrd socialism.
'In one case, they say, there is conscious development (social~
ist states) and in the other, spontancous development (capit-
alist countries). ' : : . - » -

' The revisionists are not perturbed by the fact that
the development in capitalist countries in the presumed "trans-
formetion towards -socialism" does not involve the strengthening
of the position of the working pcople, but that of the capital-
ist monopolists, or that while the percentage of working wages
in the national income is dropping, the income of the largest
monopolists is increasing and their capital is expanding rapid-
- ly. Thus the total income of all capitalist corporations in
the USA increased from 6.4 billion dollars in 1939 to 45.5 bil-
lion dollars in 1956. Eight financial groups in the USA con-
trol a capital considerably in excess of 200 billion dollars.

. By preaching the abandonment of the revolutionery strug-
gle for socialism, today's revisionists are also attempting to
provide a basis for the possible development of socialism as a
kind of autometic and spontaneous process occurring independent
of the will of the people. Thisis inherent in the ideas ex-
pressed by the Italian revisionist A. Glolitti, who substitutes
technological progress for the socialist refolution. Stating
that a "special path" toward socialism has been worked out in
highly developed countries and that "where the capitalist -
structure is firmest and best developed the revolutionary path
is that of structural reform" (A. Giolitti, "Reforme e rivolu-
zione" [Reform and Revolution], Turin, page 25), Giolitti. as-
 sumes that technological progress will automatically lead to
the elimination of capitalist production relations and super-
structure. ~




- Modern revisionists preach an automatic transition to so-
cialism through technological progress and ignore the fact that
social-economic laws are implemented only through the action of
.‘conscious individuals pursuing specific purposes. Outdated so-
‘cial groups may continue to pursue their own interests despite
the requirements of economic laws, for exemple, despite the de-
mands of the law governing the relationship between production
relations and the nature of the production forces. Knowing
that social laws can only be implemented by conscious eactivity
on the part of the people, and that some (such as that stated
immediately above) can only be effected by the deliberate and
- organized activity of the revolutionary masses and through
class struggle, the reactionery forces take steps to destroy
and disrupt this organized activities. In the ninds of the re-
visionists, these laws would operate regardless of the activity

of the various public groups. : . , o

‘ The theory of autometic action of the law of transition

from capitalism to socialism which is represented as creative

Marxism-Leninism is not an original invention of the contemp-

. oary revisionists either., It is as old as reformism, which -
~accepted the theory of ‘spontaneity. At the beginning of this
century, one of the creators of the Dutch Social Democratic
Party, V. Fligen, in his book "The Dawn of the People's Liber-
ation", similarly described a fantastic pleture of the move-
ment toward socialism. "We see, " he wrote, "How a socialist
society can emerge rapidly as a result not of the will of the.
people byt as a natural and necessary consequence of the de-
velopment of the method of production.”" More than fifty years

- have passed since he wrote this, but the promised "inevitable
- socialist society achieved without the force of the will of the
" people" has not yet come about in Holland. , :

" " The coincidence between modern revisionist inventions -
and these older reformist concepts needs no deteiled comment-
ary. It is easy to see that the former is but = new edition
of the old Kautskiy theory of "automatic dissolution of cap-
italism", to which a few reformist modifications have been add-
ed ‘to depict the "breakdown" as a "series of reforms" and to
‘extend its duration, But its essence remains the same: = today
as before, the role of the conscious activity of the revolution-
ary messes - the only creators of socialism ~ is denied, as is
the need for a class struggle on the part of the working people
for their own political regime, and the only true revolution-
ary path toward socialism. The latter is replaced by unrealist-
ic and mythical reform proposals. - -
Such. is the second revisionist concept - that of trans-
formation.. B : :
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- Marxism-Leninism has demonstrated and historical experi-
ence has borne out the fact that the basic problem in any revo-
“lution is that of the state regime, In the socialist revolu-
tion, it becomes a question of a state regime of the proletari~
‘at, of proletarian dictatorship. Without these, as history has
proved, it is impossible to eliminate capitalist exploitation
-~ and to build socialism, : . o

Modern revisionists, who believe in the theory of "yrans-
formation" clash head on in this connection as well with the
basic foundation of Marxism-Leninism - the teachings as regerds
the dictatorship of the proletariat. . - ‘ .

It is easy to see that the basic essential of the "the-
ory of transformation" is an attempt to rule the class strug-
gle, socialist revolution and the dictatorship of the prolet-
erist out of the conditions necessary for the construction of
socialism. It presents the development of socialism in a re-
formist menner. Thé basic revisionist distortions in’this "the-
ory" include the substitution of economi¢ materialism, suphisn
and eclecticisin for historical materialism. Through thcse means,
the objective prerequisites for socialism are identified with
the development of socialism itself as a given social-economic
process along with a fatalistic interpretation of social laws.
The revisionists believe in spontaneity, and deny or minimize
the role of conscious revolutionary activity on the part of
the messes. - They idealize modern capitalism, and slide over
the ever more acute contradictions within it, and distort the
nature of state capitelism., . R
’ - 'Such revisionist "theory" constitutes only one form of
the various revisions of the Marxist-Leninist theory of ‘social-
‘ist revolution, but it clearly indicates that contemporary re-
visionists are incapable of providing any persuasive arguments
the Leninist teachings on socialist revolution upon which a
new society is being built. I S -

& *

: A scientific theory, as Lenin noted, can only be consid-
ered complete when it is linked with practice and implemented
in life. It is naturel that these times, which are basically
" cheracterized by the revolutionary transition from capitalism
to socialism, have provided tremendous fectual material for.
the further. creéative development of the scientific theory of -
socialist revolution. ' oo ' SR

‘ The discussion of the ‘socizlist revolution occupies a
- principal place in the major Party documents of recent years:
the decisions of the Twentieth and Twenty-first Congresses of
the CPSU, the declaration of the conference of representatives
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of communist and workers parties in socialist countries, and
in the materials of the brotherly communist parties. It is
here, rather than in revisionist writings, that such problem
as those concernlng the general laws and specific forms in the
transition of various countries toward socialism, the noncap-
italistic path toward socialism, the total and final triumph
of socialism, the law governing the transition from socialism
to communism, the more or less simultaneous transition of so-
cialist countries, and others, have been creatlvely developed
on the basis of experience.

In our times, when socialist transformetlon is becom-
ing a ripe issue in an increasing number of nonsocialist
countries, two tasks set forth by Lenin are of particular
importance: the search for the most realistic forms of ap-
proach toward socialist revolution, and the creative devel-
opment of the problem of forms of revolutionary transition
from capitalism to socialism. ‘

The former problem is one of the concrete ways for at-
tracting the masses to the cause of the revolutionary van-
guard and their conversion to the new viewpoint necessary for
the implementation of & socialist revolution. "

On the basis of the heritage of Lenin's wiscdom, the com-
munist movement has over a period of thirty years worked out a
creative solution to this practical and theoretical problem.
On the eve of the Second World War, the problems of unity of
action and a people's front had already been thoroughly clar-
ified, When, during the war, democratic, antifascist, nation- .
al-liberational tasks became the essential ones, communists
in many Buropean and Asiatic countries, creatively developing
Leninism, succeeded in finding their own concrete means of
leadlng the masses toward socialist revolution. As a result,
the antifascist democratic revolution in Eastern Germeny, the
national end democratic revolution in Czechoslovakia, a demo-
cratic revolution of a new type in Cihina, as well as the vari-
ous people's democratic revolutions in other countries, cre-
atively developed and practically implemented Lenin's theory
as to the concrete forms of approach toward socialist revolution.

Under present conditions, as a result of the increased
-strcngth of socialism and the sharpening of capltallst contra~
dictions, favorable conditions have once again been created for
a rallying of the broad masses of the people around the work-
ers class, and for leading them toward socialist transforma-
tion. - Recently a further increase in oppression by financial
capitalists. "The interests and policies of the small group
of monopolists," states the declaration of the conference of
representatives of communist and workers' parties, "Are in-
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efeasingly in contradiction not only with the interests of the
" gorkers' class, but also with all other strata.in capitalist
" society - the peasantry, the intelligentsia, the small and mid-
" dle urban bourgeoisie." For this reason, -many varied social
groups have & common interest in the development of an anti--
‘imperialist democratic struggle and an increasing rapproche-
ment to the struggle for socialism, Thus general democratic
problems are being posed, anc facilitate the unification of
the broadest masses of the people., These current democratic
movements, which are meking it possible for the workers' class
to lead the masses toward the implementation of socialist
tasks, include the struggle of the peoples of tepitalist coun-
tries to preserve their sovereignty, to defend democracy, to
promote peace, and to-combat war, &s well as the national-lib-
eration movements of peoples against colonialism, and for na-
tional independence and peace. R o

The specific approach of each country toward socialist
revolution is conditioned by the veriety of forms of revolu~
tionary transition from cepitalism to socialisn. This matter
was dealt with most concretely in 1916. He wrote: "All na-
tions will achieve socialism. This is inevitable. However,
they will not progréss toward socialism in totally identical
ways. BEach will have peculiar aspects in one form of demo--
cracy or another, one form or another of proletarian dictator-
ship, one rate of transformation of the various aspects of
public life or another. Nothing could be less ténable the-
oretically of more ridiculous from a practical point of view
than the depiction 'ifi the name of historical materialism’ of
the future as a monochromatic or greyish landscape. This
would be nothing but a caricature.". (Works, Vol. XXIII, page

' Experience has brilliantly demonstrated the correcctness
of lenin's forecast. The development of the world socialist
system has clearly evidenced national-specific and national-
particular aspects in the approach of ‘each individual country
to the resolution of a single international tagk - the elim-
inotion of the bourgeoisié, the establishment of the dicta-
‘torship of the proletariat, and the construction of socialism.
On the basis of this Leninist expérience, the communists set
forth in the Moscow Declaration the general laws governing the
transition from cepitalism to socialism. It is on the basis
of these very laws (and not by ignoring them, as the revision-
ists would do) that the variety of forms in transition toward
socialism will appedr. - L e

The basic forms of transition toward a dictatorship of
the proletariat and the construction of socialisn are two:
nonpeaceful and peaceful. The former type of socialist revo-
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lution is linked with armed rebellion and civil war in the im-
plementation of revolutionary tasks. Communist ideals do not
advocate the use of force to compel. However, if the reaction-
ary bourgeoisie prevents the masses from carrying out the fate
of the history of capitalism through the use of its own bureau-
cratic-nilitaristic state, the masses are obliged to respond

to force with force,

. Now that the forces of democracy and socialism have in-
creased so vastly throughout the world, the possiblity of
peaceful forms of development for socialist revolution has in-
creased.

As a result of the armed defeat of fascism during the
Second World War, the real potential for a peaceful growth of
democratic revolution into socialist revolution emerged.

These poss1b111t1es became a reality. Now, under current cir-
cumstances, there is an even greater scope for the application
of such a variation in the developnent of democratic movements.

Creatively developing Leninism, communists have also de-
ronstrated that there are now opportunities to achieve social~-
ism by parliamentary means as one of the forms of peaceful de-
velopment of socialist revolution. On what are such concepus
based? Upon the general weakening of the position of the bour-
geoisie and the strengthening of that of the workers' class all
over the world, as well as within the capitalist system in par-
ticular, Gradually moving towards the acquisition of political
domination, the workers' class is expanding the scope of its
activities and increasingly mestering a wider variety of forms
of struggle. The bourgeoisie is finding it more and more dif-
ficult to oppose the revolutionary pressure of the masses un-
der the guidance of the workers' class and its vanguard.

All facts point toward the conclusion that as the ratio
of strength on the international scene shifts in fevor of so-
cialism, the forms of transition towards it will be increasing-
1y veried and each country will be able to "make its contribu~
tion to the variety in forms of democracy and transition towards
socialism." (Ibid, page 58), This will facilitate the further
creative development of the great Leninist concepts of social-
ist revolution.

5003 x END -
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