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Foreword

The attempt to denigrate the achievements of the
Soviet Union has persisted for more than six dec
ades. It was interrupted only by the Second World

War when Western capitalism faced the threat of being
crushed by Hitler fascism. The dependence on the Sovi
et Union in crushing the Hitler threat restrained all but
the most virulent anti-Sovieteers.

The ideological assault was renewed in full force with
Winston Churchill’s cold war speech at Fulton, Missouri,
in 1946, under the auspices of President Truman. Prior to
the United States entry into the Second World War,
Truman had said, “If we see that Germany is winning
we ought to help Russia and if Russia is winning we
ought to help Germany, and that way let them kill as
many as possible. . ..” His presence at Churchill’s side
was, thus, not out of character.

The six decades of ideological offensive against the
Soviet Union are not out of character either. The Octo
ber Revolution placed the system of capitalism in a new
light for people everywhere. The hopes of generations,
for an escape from exploitation and repression, were
shown to be realizable. Capitalism was shown to be
dispensable. The October Revolution not only destroyed
the belief of hundreds of millions in capitalism’s immor
tality, but ruptured the ideological structure which pro
tected capitalism. It put Marxism on the order of the day
as the ideology which could lead to a new way of life.

The advance of the Soviet Union against all obstacles,
under the leadership of Lenin and the Bolsheviks,
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A Flourishing Science
brought new accessions to the arsenal of revolutionary
Marxism. Marxism-Leninism was born out of the pi
oneering of Marx and Engels, and Lenin’s adaptation of
Marxism to the era of imperialism. Marxism-Leninism
grew out of the struggles of the vanguard of the working
class from the days of Marx and Engels, out of the
revolutionary struggles of the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries which continue into our own days.

As Ponomarev says, the ideological struggle against
revolutionary Marxism began the day after Marxism
appeared in the arena of class struggle. The efforts to
destroy the first socialist state militarily or to subvert
and intimidate it have been paralleled by the psycholog
ical warfare which was mounted in reply to the victory
in October 1917. When one considers the range and vari
ety of tones in which the offensive against Marxism-
Leninism is played, the keyboard of a giant pipe organ
comes to mind.

In the United States we have the whole range of
ideological weaponry fashioned to defend capitalist ex
ploitation and repression against the rising tide of Marx
ism-Leninism. What is not home-grown is imported.
Those who clamor noisily about Marxism-Leninism
originating in the Soviet Union themselves echo anti-
Marxist-Leninist imports from abroad. The Central In
telligence Agency has played an important role in this
enterprise, as the revelations of some years ago—its
financing “intellectual” enterprises abroad—showed.

Ponomarev’s work is a valuable contribution to the
revolutionary struggle. It deals with the most important
anti-Marxist-Leninist tendencies. It shows the viability
of Marxism-Leninism in terms of the struggle in which
the forces of peace, anti-imperialism, democracy and
socialism are now engaged, worldwide.

Ponomarev is right in his emphasis that anti-Sovi
etism corrupts theory. “No theoretical conclusion,” he
says, “can be fruitful if tainted by anti-Sovietism. For 
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Foreword
one thing, anti-Sovietism tends to derail opposition ... to
the capitalist system.” For another, anti-Sovietism ex
presses of necessity—however “good” the intentions of
its practitioners—opposition to detente, hence to peace
and to anti-imperialism. The reason is simply that the
Soviet Union and the other socialist countries are lined
up with the vanguard of the world’s peace and anti
imperialist forces. Contradiction of the “principles of
internationalism,” and “negation, not to say defamation
of past revolutionary experience—especially of vic
torious revolutionary experience,” is not only the
oretically invalid but “pregnant with setbacks for the
working class.”

In citing communism’s dedication to ending wars and
establishing lasting peace on earth, Ponomarev recalls
Marx’s foretelling the time when the working classes
would enter the arena of history “no longer as servile
retainers, but as independent actors, conscious of their
own responsibility, and able to command peace where
their would-be masters shout war.” The century that
has passed since Marx wrote these words in 1869, has
confirmed the validity of his forecast.

The victory of the October Revolution, the emergence
of a community of socialist nations in Europe, and victo
ries in other parts of the world, from socialist Vietnam to
socialist Cuba, has made the working class a mighty
independent actor—“bestriding the scene of history,” as
Marx said—in the cause of peace. For example, the
campaign to bar the production and deployment of neu
tron bombs became a massive expression of peoples
throughout the world, following the statement issued in
August 1976 by the Communist Parties of Europe, Cana
da and the United States.

Marx’s message, in 1869, was written on behalf of the
General Council of the International Workingmen’s As
sociation (the First International) to the National Labor
Union of the United States at a time when an attempt 
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A Flourishing Science
was being made to incite war between Britain and the
United States. William Sylvis, the president of the Na
tional Labor Union, the first national federation of trade
unions in U.S. history, replied to the IWA: “Our cause is
a common one: it is the war between poverty and
wealth. Everywhere labor occupies the same lowly
place, and capital is the same tyrant in all parts of the
world. That is why I say to you: our cause is a common
one.” (Note: This is translated from the German version
of Sylvis’s letter. Marx-Engels Werke, Vol. 16, p. 382.)

The major producer of "theory" denigrating Marx
ism-Leninism has been social democracy, which pro
ceeded from its betrayal of the working class by
supporting imperialist war in 1914, to an offensive
against the Soviet Union, the first country in which
socialism was actually established. The “experience of
international social democracy,” as Ponomarev shows,
irovides evidence as to the nature of the “socialism” of
;he detractors of Marxism-Leninism. “Having aban
doned revolutionary theory and the revolutionary strat
egy of the struggle for socialism, social democracy has
failed to build socialism anywhere, though in many
countries social democratic parties have been in power
for many years, some even for decades.”

Ponomarev’s work is addressed, primarily, to the of
fensive which alleges that Marxism-Leninism is out of
date. Participating in the offensive are those who laud
Marxism, in unrestrained terms, for its relevance—to
the nineteenth century. Others praise Marxism as a
preeminent method of social analysis—the better to
attack the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries.
Some champion Marxism, in order to decry Leninism;
while others praise Lenin of the revolution in order to
denounce the Leninism of today.

One of the more insidious attempts to undermine
revolutionary Marxism does not renounce Marxism
forthrightly; it makes an attack from the flanks. At the 
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Foreword
turn of the century, Eduard Bernstein proclaimed that
Marxism, which had been valid for some time, was now
out of date, obsolete. He preached that the “fundamental
Marxist propositions were inconsistent with objective
reality.” History has demonstrated that it was Bern
stein, the revisionists, who had departed from reality;
that Leninism armed Marxism for the struggle in the
world of monopoly, of imperialism, of state monopoly
capitalism. The alleged obsolescence of Marxism be
came, in effect, as Ponomarev says, an argument for
rejecting “revolutionary struggle against capitalism and
led to conciliation and a policy of class collaboration with
the bourgeoisie.”

The validity of Marxism-Leninism for the anti-impe
rialist struggle emerged prior to the October Revolution,
in sharp contrast to the Second International’s bank
ruptcy in dealing with the colonial question. The Octo
ber Revolution, and then the victory over fascism in the
Second World War, unleashed new torrents of liberation
struggle. In these, Marxism-Leninism has played, and
plays increasingly today, the role of effective guide. The
guidance that the ideologues of monopoly capitalism
offer to the developing countries is expressed in the
earnings statements and balance sheets of the exploiting
multinational corporations.

The contrast between the current perspectives of cap
italism and socialism testifies to the validity of Marxism-
Leninism today. In the capitalist world, economic de
pression, inflation and crisis are common perspectives.
Planned, stable economic advance is the perspective of
the socialist nations. The same contrast holds for the
social and cultural future. It puts into proper perspec
tive—as capitulation to capitalism—the chatter of “left"
and right revisionists about the obsolescence of Marx
ism-Leninism.

In their new Constitution the Soviet people have erec
ted a new milestone, marking the farthest advance 
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A Flourishing Science
historically that humanity has made in determining its
own future. The Constitution is also, therefore, a histor
ic achievement for Marxism-Leninism.

Those who denigrate Marxism-Leninism have often
favored the world with visions of the socialism they
would create if they destroyed capitalism. There was a
time when Utopians expressed profound hopes for a
better world. But since the October Revolution what
appear to be utopian visions have attempted, in fact, to
divert attention from the building of real socialism.
These visions have required a deliberate disregard for
the achievements of real socialism, both economically
and in building true democracy.

One of the staples of bourgeois gimmicry has been the
alleged “bourgeoisification” of the working class. We
recall with pride the unrelenting war which William Z.
Foster, outstanding working class and Communist Party
leader, carried on against this fraud.

The importance which capitalism attaches to this item
on its ideological menu is evident in the fact that it is
being promoted to this day. A recent example is Pro
fessor Robert Heilbroner’s rediscovery that the “politi
cal consequences” of the “‘proletarianization’ of
capitalism have not . . . accorded with Marx's general
expectations." A “process of ‘bourgeoisification’... has
forestalled the militancy and insurgency on which the
revolutionary prognosis [of Marx] ultimately hinged,”
leaving the working class with “conservative views.”
Beyond Boom and Crash., 1978, pp. 74-75)

Reality is, however, as Ponomarev puts its, “striking
crushing blows at the bourgeois-reformist and revision
ist idea that the working class is being ‘integrated’ in the
capitalist system, that it is being ‘bourgeoisified,’ and so
forth.”

Marx’s “revolutionary prognosis” is being confirmed
contemporaneously in the ever higher levels of achieve
ment of the socialist countries, in the irresistible ad
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Foreword
vances of the anti-imperialist liberation struggles, in the
strike struggles and growing disaffection of the workers
in the advanced capitalist countries. The outbursts of
Douglas Fraser, United Auto Workers union president,
and other trade union spokesmen, about “class strug
gle,” “class war," and the like are an echo of that dis
affection.

The “massive pressure . . . brought to bear by
bourgeois ideology on the working class, on the working
class movement, and on the parties of the working
class,” results, as Ponomarev points out, in doubts about
the validity of Marxism-Leninism arising in “demo
cratic opinion” and even in the “communist milieu.”
This work is a substantial and an important contribution
to the fight against that pressure and to establishing the
present, and ongoing, validity of Marxist-Leninist ideol
ogy for charting the course of the working class and the
peoples of the world.

GUS HALL
General Secretary, Communist Party, USA
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1- What Prompts the Attacks
on Marxism-Leninism

In the boundless output of bourgeois propaganda, in
articles and books on questions of sociology, politics,
and other social sciences, a notable and unvarying

motif is the assertion that the theory of scientific com
munism, the teaching of Marxism-Leninism falls short
of present-day requirements, that it does not answer
present-day problems. Lately, these allegations have
;rown particularly incessant and loud.

In themselves the attempts to “cancel” and “shut
down” Marxism-Leninism, or at least call its present-
day relevancy into question, are not new. In fact, anti
Marxism dates from the very day after the birth of
Marxism. The bourgeoisie was at once prompted by its
class feeling to see that the new revolutionary teaching
was imminently dangerous to it. Since then, the history
of social thought has been mostly a history of the estab
lishment, development, and enrichment of Marxist the
ory, of its steady proliferation among the working class
and the other social forces siding with that class, a
history of a struggle between Marxism and all bourgeois
and petty-bourgeois theories.

As this struggle gained momentum, its general tend
ency became increasingly clear-cut—the attacks on
Marxism grew in ferocity and subtleness in proportion
to the growth of its influence in the world, to the growth
of the number of its adherents, and the scale of the
historic achievements attained under its banner. The
principal landmarks of Marxism’s triumphant progress
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What Prompts the Attacks
delineate, at the same time, the basic stages of the global
ideological confrontation. Every major, fundamental
success of the world liberation, revolutionary move
ment, actuated and inspired by Marxism, touched off a
new wave of anti-Marxist campaigns. The dialectics of
the class struggle is such that the more the positions of
the exploiting class are narrowed and shaken, the more
intensively it mobilizes all its potentialities to maintain
its supremacy, and the greater becomes the significance
of the ideological front of this class struggle. This is
particularly true today when imperialism no longer
commands the superiority of strength for an open
armed struggle against the victorious new social system,
and when it has to make certain political and economic
concessions to the working-class and national liberation
movements.

Consequently, the prime cause of the present un
paralleled massive attacks of the enemies of social pro
gress on the Marxist teaching, and also the explanation
of some of the tactics employed in these attacks, must be
sought, above all, in the character of our time, the
specific nature of the present historical moment.

Our epoch will enter human history as a time of the
greatest revolutionary changes that have fundamen
tally altered the make-up of the world. It is the epoch of
transition from capitalism to socialism on a world scale,
of victorious socialist revolutions in many countries, of
the establishment and powerful growth of the world
socialist system, of the building of socialism and commu
nism. It is the epoch of the steady crumbling and decline
of capitalism, the last exploiting social system, of the
aggravation of that system’s general crisis, of the suc
cessful offensive of the working class and its allies on the
positions of monopoly capital. It is the epoch of the
downfall of imperialism’s colonial system, of a powerful
upswing of national liberation revolutions, and of the
emergence of Asian, African, and Latin American peo- 
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pies on the highroad of independent social, economic,
and political development. Lastly, it is the epoch of
radical change in the alignment of forces in the world, of
the mounting influence of existing socialism on the
course of social development, of its successful drive to
rule out a world war from the life of society.

More than a hundred years have passed since Karl
Marx proved that the aggravation of the capitalist sys
tem’s contradictions, its revolutionary overthrow, and
the transition to socialism were laws which also showed
the historic role of the working class. At the close of the
nineteenth and the initial decades of the twentieth cen
tury, Lenin enriched and developed the Marxist teach
ing relative to the new historical conditions. Since then
Marxism has been and remains inconceivable without
he new elements introduced into it by Lenin.
The Great October Socialist Revolution, which rang in

die revolutionary renewal of the world, spelled out a
brilliant triumph of the Marxist-Leninist ideas. The
victory of that revolution, and the entire course of world
development in the next sixty years, proved irrefutably
that history follows the path foreseen by Marx and
Lenin. The influence of Marxism-Leninism on the di
rection, forms, and rate of social progress is growing
irreversibly and steadily gaining strength.

The arsenal of Marxist-Leninist ideas is today being
complemented and enriched by the Communist parties,
by the efforts of the Marxists-Leninists of all countries.

At this very moment of history, when the world revo
lutionary process is developing successfully, when new
phenomena and tendencies are entering life in a broad
torrent and Marxism-Leninism is used for analyzing
and resolving many new, hitherto unknown problems
and is, on that basis, experiencing a creative upsurge, we
again hear the question, familiar to us from past experi
ence: “Has Marxism-Leninism not grown outdated?”

In order to assess what lies behind, and what interests 
18



What Prompts the Attacks
motivate, this question it is necessary to see clearly from
whose lips, from what social and political forces it comes.

Naturally, this question is put with the greatest clam
or and persistence in the scribblings of the mouthpieces
of the anti-Communists, the bourgeois ideologues, for
whom the struggle against Marxism-Leninism com
prises the content and designation of their activities,
expresses the essence of these activities. On their lips
this question smacks of a cover, a pseudo-scientific cam
ouflage for their lack of objectivity. Needless to say, it
would be futile to look for a genuinely scientific motiva
tion. Their reply to this question is, so to say, socially
programmed. The role accorded to them is to attack
Marxism-Leninism, to endeavor to undermine its grow
ing influence on the masses, to hold up its development.

For more than a century the ideologues of the bour
geoisie have been relentlessly and openly crying out
against Marxism, and since the beginning of the twen
tieth century they have been attacking Marxism-Lenin
ism. The antagonism between the class positions of the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat determines the antago
nism between their philosophies. The direct, frontal
assaults on Marxist-Leninist theory will not cease as
long as capitalism exists.

However, the methods employed in the attacks on
Marxism have today become more flexible. It is now
senseless to deny the epochal significance of the scien
tific discoveries made by the classics of scientific com
munism or to close one’s eyes to the immense impact of
their ideas. Nobody will dispute the reality of the histor
ic achievements in which these ideas have been embod
ied in practice.

Present-day anti-Marxism is therefore oriented
mainly on attempts to prove that these ideas are now
“outdated,” and to confine their significance to definite
historical, regional, or national boundaries. The ene
mies of Marxism now assert that Marx’s analysis of
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capitalist contradictions and the revolutionary role of
the working class may have been true of the capitalism
of the nineteenth century, “of the excesses of the indus
trial revolution,” but that it is wide of the mark relative
to the realities of present-day, “rejuvenated" capital
ism. As regards Lenin's theory of the socialist revolu
tion, some bourgeois and reformist ideologues depict it
as allegedly fitting in solely with the specific conditions
that obtained in Russia at the beginning of the twentieth
century and by no means applicable to modern de
veloped capitalist countries.

The following are some typical anti-Marxist attacks of
this kind.

In Le marxisme dans la conscience moderne, the
French theologian Pierre Masset bows and scrapes be
fore Marx, whose ideas he calls the “form of self-expres
sion of our epoch." Marxism, he writes, cannot be
ignored, even by those who would have liked to do so.
However, all this is only the preamble Masset needed to
lead the reader to the belief that “having become a fact
of civilization, Marxism perished as a doctrine,” and that
“as a philosophical and economic theory Marxism has
had its golden age.”

Using the same method, Raymond Aron seeks to per
suade people that the very conceptions class struggle
and revolution are now no more than “echoes of great
myths." The revolutions Marx spoke about, he writes,
substituting wish for reality, have remained in the past.

Meanwhile, the American Professor Kenneth Bould-
ing peremptorily maintains that the scientific and tech
nological revolution has made the exploitation of nature
so effective that the exploitation of man by man has
become “unprofitable" and “obsolete." How is that for a
“scientific" argument?

By disseminating views of this sort, the adversaries of
Marxism-Leninism endeavor to make capital out of the
changes in the conditions of the struggle of the working 
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What Prompts the Attacks
class and other progressive forces, out of the new, diffi
cult problems that life is posing the working-class and
national liberation movements. Slanderously depicting
Marxism-Leninism as a fossilized, dogmatic teaching,
they endeavor to prove that it cannot be used as the basis
for a scientific analysis of present-day life, of the social
processes taking place today, and for drawing the rele
vant conclusions for practice.

Understandably, the only possible attitude of the
Marxists-Leninists to attacks of this kind is to rebuff
them with determination, unmask the actual class ori
gin of the anti-Marxist fabrications, and scientifically
expose the latest pseudoscientific constructions of the
bourgeois ideologues.

The present attacks on Marxism-Leninism mirror the
efforts of the ruling circles in the imperialist camp to
invigorate their counteraction to the objective processes
of society’s development. They refuse to be reconciled to
the fact that a steadily larger number of countries are
breaking away from the world capitalist system, that the
might of world socialism is growing, and its influence
over the minds and hearts of the working people is
steadily mounting.

Doubts about “whether Marxism-Leninism has not
grown outdated” sometimes emanate also from demo
cratic opinion, and even from Communist milieu. What
are the mainsprings of these doubts? The most general
and long-known reason is the massive pressure being
brought to bear by bourgeois ideology on the working
class, on the working-class movement, and on the par
ties of the working class.

Attempts to strip the Marxist-Leninist teaching of its
revolutionary essence under the guise of criticizing its
allegedly “outdated" propositions are by no means new
in the history of the working-class movement. Suffice it
to recall the notorious case of Bernsteinism and the
division it caused in the European social-democratic 
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movement. Bernstein, too, preached that the funda
mental Marxist propositions were inconsistent with ob
jective reality.

In fact, this criticism was used as an argument to
reject the revolutionary struggle against capitalism, and
led to conciliation and a policy of class collaboration with
the bourgeoisie. “Thus," Lenin wrote in 1902, “the de
mand for a decisive turn from revolutionary Social-
Democracy to bourgeois social-reformism was accom
panied by a no less decisive turn towards bourgeois
criticism of all the fundamental ideas of Marxism. . . .
The content of this new trend did not have to grow and
take shape, it was transferred bodily from bourgeois to
socialist literature.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 5,
pp. 353-354.)

The other social source of the question: “Has Marx
ism-Leninism not grown outdated?”—that sometimes
comes from the camp of the democratic, left forces—are
the new people joining the anti-monopoly, liberation,
revolutionary movements in the struggle against imper
ialism. These are people who appreciate the need for a
fundamental restructuring of the world, but have still
not acquired a correct, scientific understanding of so
cialism and of the ways of actually achieving it.

It is not at all surprising that these new forces bring
into the revolutionary movement their old views and
new doubts, their judgments and prejudices, and do not
at once and entirely assimilate the all-embracing signifi
cance of the Marxist-Leninist teaching. The important
thing is that this new contingent of fighters is moving
toward Marxism-Leninism, that it is moving from uto
pian ideas about socialism to scientific socialism. The
Communists, the Marxists-Leninists, justifiably see
their duty in facilitating this process.

As regards the doubts sometimes entertained by Com
munists about the relevancy of the Marxist-Leninist
approach to the present epoch, one can note the follow-
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What Prompts the Attacks
ing specific reason for such doubts. It lies in the actual
complexities of life, in the multiformity and rapid
change of the conditions under which Communist par
ties function. It sometimes happens that the difficulties
linked with understanding the processes actually taking
place, and with working out political strategy and tactics
in the changing situation, are refracted in the minds of
individuals, even of sincere fighters against capitalism,
as a “crisis” of the Marxist-Leninist philosophy itself.
The acute, pressing need for a further assimilation of
Marxism-Leninism’s inexhaustible resources, for en
riching and developing that teaching is sometimes seen
as a need for “surmounting” that teaching itself, for
“going beyond its framework,” for rejecting some of its
basic features and propositions.

However, in periods like the present, when new de
velopments strike the eye, and theoretical thought con
fronts many problems on whose solution the immediate
destiny of the revolutionary process largely depends,
Lenin’s insistence on a scientific, Marxist approach to
historical changes is especially relevant. Lenin said that
a revolutionary must “evaluate these new changes,
‘make use’ of them, grasp them, if we may use that
expression, and at the same time, he must not allow
himself to drift helplessly with the stream, he must not
throw out the old baggage, he must preserve the essen
tials in the forms of activity and not merely in theory, in
the program, in the principles of policy.” (V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. 17, p. 146.)

An intrepid revolutionary and an innovator in both
politics and theory, Lenin set an example of a thoughtful
and sublimely attentive attitude to the treasure-store of
Marxist thought and the revolutionary experience of all
countries. There always was a dialectical link between
Lenin’s innovatory ideas and solutions and the Marxist
tradition. They were based on a profound study of the
works of the founders of scientific communism, on a
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comprehensive analysis of reality; in other words, of the
actual situation in society, in the given country, and in
the world as a whole. An historical analysis of present-
day facts and processes, an internationalist approach to
national reality and problems, and constant attention to
the lessons of world history are inalienable features of
the Leninist style in science and practice.

I shall give only one example. In August-September
1917, on the eve of the greatest event of modern times,
the October Revolution, Lenin was in hiding from per
secution by reaction. While preoccupied with innu
merable pressing problems, Lenin worked on his
fundamental book, The State and Revolution. In this
work, he scrupulously researched the already then re
mote experience of the 1848 revolution in Germany and
of the Paris Commune, and reconstructed in their en
tirety the views of Marx and Engels on questions relat
ing to the state, and their teaching on the dictatorship of
the proletariat. During this same period Lenin wrote
another book, The Impending Catastrophe and How to
Combat It, in which he charted a program of concrete
revolutionary measures to save Russia from disaster.
There is a significant, fundamentally important link
between these works. As always, Lenin drew upon his
knowledge of the past to understand contemporaneity,
and moved to new conclusions by thoroughly assimilat
ing Marxist theory and methodology. On the basis of a
detailed study of international revolutionary experi
ence, he threw light on the peculiarities of Russian
reality.

Continuity in Marxist-Leninist theory and policy mir
rors the objective international integrity of the world
historical process and the profound relationship be
tween its different stages. The substance of the theoreti
cal positions of the Marxists-Leninists, and the decisive
condition of their successful struggle in behalf of the
working class, lie in the indivisible unity between two
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What Prompts the Attacks
fundamental elements—fidelity to the basic principles
of the scientific revolutionary world outlook and the
realization that it has to be developed creatively in
accordance with the actual situation.

“We,” Lenin wrote, “take our stand entirely on the
Marxist theoretical position: Marxism was the first to
transform socialism from a utopia into a science, to lay a
firm foundation for this science, and to indicate the path
that must be followed in further developing and elab
orating it in all its parts.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works,
Vol. 4, p. 210.) That this approach to theory is correct is
borne out not only by past experience but also by the
reality of our day.

In order to see whether Marxism-Leninism has grown
“outdated” we must analyze reality, actual life on an
international scale and in its concrete manifestations.
We must collate the forecasts and conclusions of the
classics of Marxism-Leninism with the course of history,
with the actual results of social development.

A conscientious, objective analysis can lead only to
one unreserved conclusion: Marxism-Leninism has not
grown outdated. On the contrary, its vital significance
and its basic conclusions and propositions are consis
tently borne out by all aspects of modern society’s de
velopment.

In this context, let us trace how the principal laws of
social development, brought to light by Marx, Engels,
and Lenin, operate in the main historical regions of our
day: in the world of triumphant socialism, in countries
that have liberated themselves from imperialist tyran
ny and achieved state independence, and in the capital
ist part of the world.

The World of Socialism
The victory of the Great October Revolution was in all
respects a turning point unprecedented in humanity’s
history. The chronicle of the era of socialism begins its 
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count from the October Revolution. In characterizing
that revolution’s place in history, Lenin wrote: “The
abolition of capitalism and its vestiges, and the establish
ment of the fundamentals of the communist order com
prise the content of the new era of world history that has
set in.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, p. 392.)

The character of the new epoch is determined mainly
by the fact that the October Revolution gave the de
velopment of human society a new orientation and
speeded up the advance of history. It was the first to
carry out a task that was on the agenda, not only in the
national framework of Russia but also in the world as a
whole. Hence its global significance. That revolution
dispersed the myth of capitalism’s immutability as a
"natural order of things," showing that it was not eter
nal, and that its replacement by socialism had been put
on the agenda of history. The October Revolution most
comprehensively expressed the pressing need for social
progress throughout the world. Precisely for that reason
it signaled the beginning of the modern world revolu
tionary process and gave it a powerful impetus.

Since then striking changes have taken place in the
world. The past six decades witnessed new successes of
the revolutionary movement, successes that were tri
umphs of Marxism-Leninism.

In his famous article “The Historical Destiny of the
Doctrine of Karl Marx”, Lenin wrote that following
the appearance of Marxism every great epoch of world
history had brought it fresh confirmation and new tri
umphs, prophetically adding: “But a still greater tri
umph awaits Marxism, as the doctrine of the proletariat,
in the coming period of history.” (Ibid., Vol. 18, p. 585.)

These words have come true. Socialism, which had at
first been only a dream, then a theory, and still later a
movement, became socio-economic and state-political
reality after 1917. The homeland of the October Revolu
tion was the first country to lay the foundations of 
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socialism. Soon afterwards the Mongolian People's Re
public embarked upon non-capitalist development and
then the building of socialism. The number of countries
breaking away from capitalism grew considerably as a
result of the victory of the peoples over fascism in the
Second World War and the successes of the liberation
movement after that war. Socialist ideas are today em
bodied in the reality of a large group of European, Asian,
Latin American, and African countries.

Hardly anybody will now venture to deny that the
unerring, scientific strategy of the Marxist-Leninist par
ties heading the revolutionary masses, the fidelity of the
Communists to the theory of scientific socialism, and
their creative approach to that theory were the essential
factors of the victory of these revolutions.

Does this not strikingly bear out Marxism-Leninism
and its viability?

Whereas in the lifetime of Lenin only 7.8 percent of the
world’s population broke away from capitalist rule, in
1975 the socialist countries had 32.1 percent of that popu
lation. At present the socialist countries in the Council
for Mutual Economic Assistance (CMEA) account for
approximately one-third of the world industrial prod
uct. In the period 1950 through 1977, industrial output
grew 3.6-fold in the developed capitalist countries, while
in the CMEA member-states it increased 11-fold. The
socialist community is today the decisive factor of the
world history and the most dynamic economic force in
the world, playing the leading role in global politics.

Does this not exemplify the new system’s social and
economic efficacy?

The epoch of transition from capitalism to socialism is
characterized by further breaches of the imperialist
chain. The reunification of Vietnam and its proclama
tion as a socialist republic are of tremendous political
significance. In Laos, the socialist community received
yet another member. The national democratic revolu
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tion in Afghanistan, led by the People's Democratic
Party, enabled the people of that country to overthrow a
hated reactionary regime, win freedom and establish
democracy. In its independent development, Afghanis
tan has begun to put progressive socio-economic re
forms into effect. The victory of the peoples of Angola,
Mozambique, and other former Portuguese colonies has
set an inspiring example for all the progressive forces of
Africa.

Is this not evidence of the relevance and inexhaustible
efficacy of Marxism-Leninism, and of its inseverable
links with contemporaneity?

No calumny against the socialist system, and no at
tempts to find “contradictions” between the teaching of
Marx, Engels, and Lenin and existing socialism, can con
ceal the impressive achievements of the socialist coun-
rieson the road of Marxism-Leninism in all spheres of
ife, of their epoch-making contribution to social pro

gress.
For instance, today, bourgeois economic theory can

not ignore the experience of economic planning accu
mulated by socialist countries, notably by the Soviet
Union. That experience, as everybody knows, is linked
with the theory of scientific communism. The socialist
countries are free of economic crises, inflation, unem
ployment, and other vices of capitalism. All this was
achieved on the road charted by Marxism-Leninism. On
the other hand, the capitalist countries have been
writhing for many years in the grip of an economic,
political, and ideological crisis. Unemployment, infla
tion, the soaring cost of living, and uncertainty of the
morrow are bringing new hardships to the working
people in the capitalist world.

To assert that Marxism-Leninism has grown outdated
is to assert the invalidity of the general principles under
lying the organization of the economic and all other
aspects of the life of socialist society. Yet it is by applying 
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these principles and laws, formulated in Marxist-Leni
nist theory, that the fraternal parties and peoples of the
socialist countries are successfully building the new
society and enjoying the historic advantages of social
ism. The general significance of the laws of socialist
construction has been proved by long experience: sixty
years in the Soviet Union and thirty years in a number
of other countries. Furthermore, it must be emphasized
that this relates to countries whose initial level of socio
economic development differed substantially.

On the other hand, practice has shown that the most
disastrous consequences ensue in countries where the
Marxist-Leninist principles of building the new society
are ignored or violated, especially along the line
of proliferating poverty, or the “equality of poverty,”
propounded by the Maoist exponents of “barrack
socialism.”

The experience of existing socialism, i.e., the socialism
that exists, not only in the shape of programs and plans
but in reality, and is developing successfully, is convinc
ing confirmation of the basic laws and principles of
building and developing a socialist society.

Liberated Nations
The strength of Marxism-Leninism made it possible to
foresee society’s development and bring to light em
bryonic phenomena and processes that decades later
began to exercise a profound influence on humanity’s
development. This was most vividly demonstrated by
Marx, Engels, and especially Lenin, in their analyses of
the problems and prospects of the national liberation
movement, of the struggle of the peoples of colonial and
dependent countries for national and social emancipa
tion.

For long centuries the European bourgeoisie regarded
the colonial peoples as no more than a passive object of
history; to be more exact, as an object of unceasing 

29



A Flourishing Science
exploitation and ruthless pillage. It ignored their needs
and requirements, and was guided solely by the desire to
keep them harnessed, to maintain the status of colonies
as reservoirs of agricultural and other primary mate
rials, and a market of almost free labor power. Bourgeois
ideologues and politicans gave their attention chiefly to
these problems, and also to questions relating to the
competitive struggle between rival capitalist powers.
They invented all sorts of conceptions about the “dualis
tic” and “pluralistic" structure of colonial societies in
order to persuade the peoples of the enslaved countries
that colonial power was the irreplaceable, integrating
element uniting conflicting social structures. The au
thors of these conceptions intimidated public opinion in
colonial countries with the prospect of economic chaos,
national and ethnic discord, and political disintegration.

The colonialists and their ideological champions did
iot admit even the thought of the oppressed nations
>ver straightening their backs, deciding their own des
anies, or taking part in resolving the problems of world
development. As they saw it, exploitation and oppres
sion, larded with hypocritical philanthropy and re
ligious enlightenment, had to remain the lot of these
nations. .

The world saw an entirely different approach to the
problems of colonialism and the destinies of enslaved
peoples in the theory and practice of scientific socialism.

More than a hundred years ago Marx was the first to
raise the question of the peoples of the East as a subject
of history and of communism, the future of mankind, as
the result of increasing concerted action by the peoples
of Europe and Asia. Marx and Engels noted that the
working people of the metropolises and the colonies had
basic interests in common. Marx wrote: “Any nation
that oppresses another forges its own chains.” (The
General Council of the First International. 1868-1870.
Minutes, Moscow, 1974, p. 405.) Some brilliant conclu
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sions were drawn by the founders of scientific social
ism—for instance, that backward countries could ad
vance toward socialism along paths differing from those
in the West, that the revolutionary proletariat should
under no circumstances or in any form support the
imperialist, colonial policy of the bourgeoisie. These
concepts established the basis for the future solution of
the national and colonial problem by Leninism and
mapped out the key orientations of the actual anti
imperialist struggle and of anti-imperialist solidarity in
the twentieth century.

Lenin made the decisive contribution to working out
the theoretical principles of the national liberation
struggle in the twentieth century. He had to establish
these principles and defend them against dogmatism
and reformist opportunism. The reformists did not be
lieve that the masses of the colonies and semi-colonies
were capable of independent action and political ac
tivity. They maintained that the “classical model” of
capitalist evolution would inevitably be repeated in the
subjugated countries and came forward as apologists of
the imperialist export of capital to the colonies. This
logically led them to the idea that the revolutionary
struggles of colonial peoples were not only futile but also
harmful. They recommended that these peoples should
submissively let themselves be “boiled down to bones”
in the capitalist “pot” and patiently wait until the Euro
pean countries grew to socialism in their development.

Lenin not only showed the total untenability of this
attitude but saw that the first revolutionary actions in
dependent Asian countries spelled out the national
awakening of their peoples, the commencement of their
inclusion in historical progress and in the revolutionary
struggle.

The unfolding of the national liberation movement in
the epoch of the October Revolution, the powerful up
swing of that movement under the impact of the Soviet 
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Union's victory in the Great Patriotic War, and the
formation of the socialist world community led to the
collapse of world colonialism. With their population of
two billion, the liberated countries have become a
mighty factor of humanity’s historical development and
of world politics. Life has thus produced further over
whelming evidence in support of the propositions of
Marxism-Leninism.

Capitalist Part of the World
On the basis of their exhaustive study of economic,
social, and political life, Marx and Engels revealed the
laws of bourgeois society’s genesis, development, and
dissolution; scientifically proving the transient charac
ter and historical doom of that last exploiting system.
They thereby gave the proletariat and all other working
teople an invincible weapon in their struggle against
heir class enemies, for the abolition of capitalist prac

tices.
The circumstance, Marx wrote in showing the dialec

tics of capitalism’s development, “that bourgeois
production is compelled by its own immanent laws, on
the one hand, to develop the productive forces as if
production did not take place on a narrow restricted
social foundation, while, on the other hand, it can de
velop these forces only within these narrow limits, is the
deepest and most hidden cause of crises, of the crying
contradictions within which bourgeois production is
carried on and which, even at a cursory glance, reveal it
as only a transitional, historical form.” (Karl Marx,
Theories of Surplus-Value, Part III, Moscow, 1975, p. 84.)

The founders of Marxism lived and worked in the
epoch of pre-monopoly capitalism, when the bour
geoisie was still an ascendant class, when the proletariat
was relatively weak and its class consciousness was only
just taking shape, when the objective and, much less, the
subjective conditions of the socialist revolution had not 
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yet matured. In the new historical conditions of imperi
alism and proletarian revolutions, in the epoch of man
kind’s transition to socialism and communism, Lenin
used the economic teaching of Marx for a probing, all
sided analysis of the monopoly stage of capitalism, of the
general crisis of the capitalist world system, and of state
monopoly capitalism.

Many people, including Hilferding and Kautsky, the
orists of the Second International, wrote about imperial
ism at the beginning of the twentieth century. Initially,
their works contained accurate observations. But they
lacked the main thing—an understanding of imperial
ism’s historical place as the highest and last stage of
capitalism, and the ability to comprehend new processes
from the angle of the tasks of the proletariat’s revolu
tionary struggle. Lenin’s creative study of these pro
cesses from the proletarian, revolutionary standpoint
made it possible not only to defend the principles of
Marxism but also to develop them relative to the new
conditions. Nobody emphasized more strongly than
Lenin the fact that the development of monopoly, and
then of state-monopoly capitalism, contains within it the
negation of capitalism as a social system. Moreover,
nobody made the point more strongly than Lenin that
the growing socialization of production and capitalism’s
evolution into its highest form, in which planning was
implicit, were insistently raising the question of that
system’s revolutionary restructuring. (See V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. 24, p. 306; Vol. 25, p. 443.) The high
maturity level of the objective preconditions of social
ism in the bosom of monopoly capitalism was seen as the
“argument proving the proximity, facility, feasibility
and urgency of the socialist revolution, and not at all as
an argument for tolerating the repudiation of such a
revolution and the efforts to make capitalism look more
attractive, something which all reformists are trying to
do.” (Ibid., Vol. 25, p. 443.)
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Lenin used the method of Marx creatively to show the

ways for developing the socialist revolution in the epoch
of imperialism, and to frame the strategy and tactics of
the revolutionary working-class movement in these
new conditions. Leninism is legitimately called the
Marxism of the twentieth century: on the basis of
Lenin’s theory of revolution it has been possible to
translate into reality Marx’s scientific prevision of the
revolutionary transition from capitalism to socialism.
This is further evidence of the hollowness of the at
tempts to run a dividing line between Leninism and
Marxism.

Those who today argue that Marxism-Leninism has
grown "hopelessly antiquated" usually refer to the fact
that capitalism was analyzed by Marx more than a
hundred years ago, and by Lenin over sixty years ago.

It is, of course, no secret to anybody that the capitalism
if our day differs from what it was like a hundred and
'ifty or a hundred years ago, and even before the Second
World War. This unquestionable fact has been recorded
long ago in the program documents of the international
Communist movement, of the CPSU and the other fra
ternal parties.

The main thing, however, is that the conspicuous
changes which have taken place in capitalism by no
means signify a fundamental transformation of its es
sence and, second, that these changes can only be ex
plained in the light of the Marxist-Leninist theory and
not by rejecting or revising that theory.

Thus, even a cursory review of the fundamental
changes that have occurred in the world during the past
few decades shows that the forecasts and conclusions of
Marxist-Leninist science are borne out entirely by histo
ry. More, many historical processes are unfolding under
the direct impact of the Marxist-Leninist teaching. All
this makes it undeniable that the allegations about sci
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entific communism being "obsolete” express only a vain
attempt to undermine its influence.

The life-giving strength of Marxism-Leninism be
comes even more striking when the basic problems of
present-day social progress are analyzed.

Let us consider some of them.
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2- Socialism’s Victory Embodies
Marxist-Leninist Ideas
in Practice

The Great October Socialist Revolution opened the
road for society’s transition, as Engels foresaw,
from the “kingdom of necessity” where the social

process is spontaneous and often leads to results con
travening the intentions by which various classes and
individuals are guided in their actions, to the “kingdom
of freedom”, where “man himself, with full conscious-

ess” will "make his own history” and “the social causes
pt in movement by him” will “have, in the main and in
constantly growing measure, the results intended by

nim.” (Frederick Engels, Anti-Duhring, Moscow, 1969, p.
336.

This means that the role of the subjective factor of
social development grows immeasurably in the new
epoch. Hence the colossal significance of scientific theo
ry, without which the socialist transformation of society
is inconceivable. Hence the fundamental, irreplaceable
significance of the leading role played in the building of
the new society by the Marxist-Leninist party, the party
of the working class, the most advanced, revolutionary
class that acts in accordance with this scientific theory.
This refers notably to the party’s role as a creative
ideological force, capable of applying the Marxist-Lenin
ist teaching consistently in essentially new situations,
translating the theoretical analyses of new phenomena 
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in good time, and with determination, into correct politi
cal decisions understandable to the people.

It is now universally acknowledged that the CPSU
assumed immense historical responsibility when it
headed the first victorious proletarian revolution and
directed the work of reorganizing society along socialist
lines. In order to be equal to that responsibility and
correctly determine its policy at each given moment, the
Party constantly had to generalize the experience of
world development and the experience of the creative
efforts of the people of its own country, and draw the
necessary theoretical conclusions. The destiny of the
revolution and the prestige of Marxism, the theoretical
guide and ideological foundation of social progress in the
modern epoch, depended on how correct and effective
these conclusions were. The eyes of the whole world
were on the CPSU—some with hope, others with ap
prehension or class hatred—as a force that had applied
Marxism to the transformation of the world along social
ist lines.

For the first time in history, theory was called upon to
participate directly in shaping the new reality. The
entire strength of the genius of Lenin as a theorist and
the creative courage of the Party's finest minds were
demonstrated in this area as well. It may be said with
full justification that the triumph of socialism in the
Soviet Union was the outcome, not only of the selfless
efforts of the Soviet people and the political and organi
zational work of the Communist Party but also, of the
development of the theory of scientific socialism, the
ability to generalize new phenomena and indicate the
ways and means for revolutionary practice.

The organic combination of revolutionary courage in
the struggle for Communist ideals and the vital interests
of the people with true scientific soberness and realism
in determining the aims and means of that struggle
is the mainspring of Marxism-Leninism’s tremendous 
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transformative strength and of the growth of its influ
ence in the world.

As a strictly scientific theory, Marxism-Leninism has
always been devoid of dillettantish guessing relative to
future developments. It studies the general tendency,
the general orientation of social development, never
having claimed to foretell exactly its specific forms,
rates, or stages. As Lenin put it, the “sole conclusion to be
drawn from the opinion held by Marxists that Marx’s
theory is an objective truth is that by following the path
of Marxian theory we shall draw closer and closer to
objective truth (without ever exhausting it); but by
following any other path we shall arrive at nothing but
confusion and lies.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol.
14, p. 143.)

At a time when socialism was still a relatively distant
prospect, Marx and Engels, naturally, could not foresee
all the details of the future society’s economic and politi
cal development. They gave its most general contours,
defining its most characteristic, fundamental features.
Lenin, who enlarged upon and specified their ideas and
advanced Marx’s scientific theory of socialism, died six
years after the first victorious socialist revolution, when
the building of socialism had only commenced. On the
eve of the revolution he wrote: “We do not claim that
Marx knew or Marxists know the road to socialism down
to the last detail. It would be nonsense to claim anything
of the kind. What we know is the direction of this road,
and the class forces that follow it; the specific, practical
details will come to light only through the experience of
the millions when they take things into their own
hands." (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 25, p. 285.)
Following the revolution, he wrote that “we do not yet
know a socialism that can be embodied in clauses and
paragraphs." (Ibid., Vol. 27, p. 515.)

But the genius and immortality of the classics of Marx
ism-Leninism lie in the fact that they accurately re
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vealed the main laws governing the establishment and
development of the new, Communist system, long be
fore socialism triumphed, at the very outset of its histo
ry. Today when the vast collective experience of
hundreds of millions of people, the experience Lenin
spoke of, has been accumulated, when, to use his words,
not only the bricks “from which socialism will be built”
have been made but the edifice of existing socialism has
been erected, when a mature socialist society has been
built in the USSR and is being built in a number of other
countries, we have full grounds for saying that life has
neither refuted nor shaken any of these laws.

The more than thirty years experience, not of one but
of many countries, which began the transition to social
ism under the most diverse conditions, has convincingly
borne out the basic conclusions of the Marxist-Leninist
theory of the socialist revolution and the building of
socialism. It has enriched the treasure-store of scientific
communism, and gave the Communists new and vitally
significant experience for carrying out present-day
tasks. This experience has shown how immensely im
portant it is for the ruling parties to take the general laws
of socialist construction into account in their policies,
laws that are valid for all the socialist countries without
exception, regardless of their historical and national
specifics.

Soviet society was still at the initial stage of establish
ment when Lenin put forward the idea of “complete,”
“developed” socialism as a long-term aim of socialist
contruction. On this basis the CPSU and the other fra
ternal parties evolved the conception of a developed
socialist society.

Marxism-Leninism teaches, and the practice of many
countries, the experience of hundreds of millions of
people, confirms, that socialism is a system based on
public property in the means of production. The pre
dominance of socialist property makes it objectively 
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possible to put an end to anarchy of production and
manage production by plan in order to satisfy the grow
ing requirements of the producers themselves, of the
working people. Moreover, a point of departure of Marx
ism-Leninism is that for the consolidation of the new
system it is not enough merely to socialize the basic
means of production. There must also be a definite,
sufficiently high, development level of the productive
forces, and the corresponding material and technical
basis in the shape of large-scale machine industry ensur
ing the steady growth of labor productivity, the realiza
tion of the socialist principle of “from each according to
his ability, to each according to his work," and the
constant rise of the entire nation’s living standard.

Marxism-Leninism teaches that socialism is a system
)f social justice in which all members of society are
jqual in what is basic, namely, ownership of the means
of production.

Socialism has established the right to work, education,
social insurance, free medical care, rest and leisure,
housing, and the use of the achievements of culture. It
has brought real freedoms—speech, press, assembly,
and scientific, technical, and artistic creative work.

In imperialist countries people may be drawn into
hostilities in the interests of the ruling exploiting elite,
in contravention of their own interests. An eloquent
example of this is the recent dirty war of the USA in
Vietnam. In socialist countries, where there are neither
exploitation of man by man nor exploiters, no motiva
tion exists for aggression. There, the people have the
great right of not becoming cannon fodder for imperial
ist aims.

Socialism is a system that ensures the solution of the
national question, which is one of the most complex
social problems. As Lenin emphasized, “by transform
ing capitalism into socialism the proletariat creates the 
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possibility of abolishing national oppression." (V. I. Len
in, Collected Works, Vol. 22, p. 325.)

Bourgeois society has demonstrated its total inability
to resolve the national question. The real way to solve
that question is shown by socialism—eradication of ex
ploitation of man by man and a fundamental restructur
ing of the whole of society’s socio-economic, ideological,
and cultural life. The experience of the socialist coun
tries incontrovertibly bears out the Marxist-Leninist
proposition that the abolition of national oppression and
the assertion of equality and fraternal friendship among
peoples are a general law and organic component part of
the building of the new society. Moreover, this experi
ence is convincing testimony that the only way to the
genuine florescence of nations lies through the enrich
ment of the national consciousness with an interna
tionalist and, ultimately, socialist content.

Socialist society is a living, powerful organism. It
grows, gains strength, and constantly improves, creating
for its citizens ever more favorable conditions for life,
creative work, and intellectual development.

In their unity and interrelation, the basic, fundamen
tal features of the socialist system are fully and distinctly
expressed in developed socialism. As was noted by the
General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the
USSR, Leonid Brezhnev, this is “a stage in the maturing
of the new society . . . when the repatterning of the
totality of social relations on the collectivist principles
intrinsically inherent in socialism is completed..’’
(Leonid Brezhnev, A Historic Stage on the Road to
Communism, Prague, 1977, p. 12.)

Mature socialism is a society with highly developed
productive forces, a powerful advanced industry, and a
large-scale, highly mechanized agriculture. In charac-
terzing the features and criteria of mature socialism in
the USSR, Leonid Brezhnev noted, among other things, 
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the people’s high living standard and cultural level, the
considerable growth of the level of socialization of pro
duction, the steady convergence of state and kolkhoz
cooperative forms of socialist property, the progressive
erasure of distinctions between classes, society’s grow
ing social homogeneity and, on that basis, the formation
of the Soviet people as an historically new social and
international entity, the assertion of the socialist way of
life, the evolution of the state of the dictatorship of the
proletariat into a state of the whole people, and the
molding of the Soviet citizen as a new type of individual.
“Full scope for the functioning of the laws of socialism,
for the manifestation of its advantages in all spheres of
social life, the organic integrity and dynamism of the
social system, its political stability and indestructible
intrinsic unity—such are the major distinguishing fea
tures of the developed socialist society.” (Ibid., p. 12.)

The teaching on developed, mature socialism, worked
out collectively by the CPSU and other fraternal parties,
is the theoretical foundation of the creative efforts of the
peoples of the socialist countries, and fosters their fur
ther advance.

Does this not prove the great force and viability of
Marxism-Leninism, its ability to generalize new social
practice and chart the road to the future?

The achievements of mature socialism and its socio
economic, political, and moral principles of organizing
society and the state are recorded in the new Constitu
tion of the USSR. A key feature of this constitution, as a
constitution of the socialist type, is that it not only re
cords and legislatively formalizes socialism’s achieve
ments, but also defines the basic aims and tasks of its
further development. It raises the sum of measures
aimed at attaining socialism’s highest objective—the
building of a classless Communist society—to the level of
the nation’s Fundamental Law.

The new Constitution of the USSR further enlarges 
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upon the Marxist-Leninist theory of the state, giving
expression to the diversity and breadth of socialist de
mocracy, and reflecting the basic feature of the political
system which organically combines state and social
principles, the leading role of the Communist Party, and
the creative work and initiative of the people. The prin
ciples recorded in the Constitution open up the prospect
for the steady improvement of socialism’s political sys
tem, for the ever broader participation of citizens in the
administration of the affairs of state and society. Provi
sions of this kind are not and cannot be found in any
bourgeois constitution.

The socio-political organization of socialist society has
demonstrated its unfading significance and vitality. It
strikingly embodies existing socialism’s superiority over
the capitalist system, and the superiority of socialist
democracy, which is democracy for the working people,
over bourgeois democracy, even in any of the latter’s
‘‘liberal" variants.

Existing socialism is the result of the vigorous, dynam
ic, creative efforts of the people themselves, led by the
Marxist-Leninist parties. The work and socio-political
activity of many millions of people enriches, deepens,
and concretizes the ideas of socialism.

Existing socialism was born in a bitter class struggle in
our country and on the world scene. It takes shape,
despite the resistance of the imperialist world system,
and despite the internal difficulties that arise in the
course of economic, social, and cultural construction.
The highest achievements of human intelligence and
the practical work of millions of people are fused in it, in
a single alloy.

Marxism-Leninism’s adversaries eagerly exaggerate
the difficulties that arise in the course of socialist con
struction, or with, as yet, unresolved problems. The
CPSU and the fraternal parties of other socialist coun
tries have repeatedly spoken, and speak, of their diffi
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culties, shortcomings, and unresolved problems. No new
society can emerge at once in complete, ideal form. The
socialist, and then the Communist, ideal is achieved
gradually with the development of socialism. Without
appreciating this, one cannot judge the nature of exist
ing socialism with any sort of objectivity. “The present-
day socialist world,” Leonid Brezhnev said, “with its
successes and prospects, with all its problems, is still a
young and growing social organism, where not every
thing has settled and where much still bears the marks
of earlier historical epochs. The socialist world is forging
ahead and is continuously improving. Its development
naturally runs through struggle between the new and
the old, through the resolution of internal contradic
tions." (24th Congress of the CPSU, Moscow, 1971, pp.
18-19.)

The anti-Soviet disparagers of socialism, of socialist
democracy in particular, doggedly wish to see none of
this.

The Soviet state came into being as a dictatorship of
the proletariat. The unbridled fury of world imperial
ism and the internal reaction made the class struggle in
Russia unprecedentedly acute. The dictatorship of the
proletariat enabled the working people to stand firm and
win in the Civil War, crush the interventionists, sur
mount the terrible devastation, begin building a new life
and, in spite of the encirclement by hostile capitalist
countries, ensure the consolidation of the socialist sys
tem.

A component part of Lenin’s teaching on the dictator
ship of the proletariat is the proposition on its creative
functions. He wrote: “ .. . the dictatorship of the pro
letariat is not only the use of force against the exploiters,
and not even mainly the use of force. The economic
foundation of this use of revolutionary force, the guar
antee of its effectiveness and success is the fact that the
proletariat represents and creates a higher type of social 
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organization of labor compared with capitalism.” (V. I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol 29, p. 419.) The Soviet state
was the first country in history to become the owner of
the basic means of production, which it used in accor
dance with the will of the working class, in the interests
of all the working people.

This aspect of the matter must be specially empha
sized, in view of the fact that the ideologues of the
bourgeoisie, and of reformism, constantly misrepresent
and vulgarize the Leninist understanding of the content
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Lenin gave many
definitions of this profound and many-sided conception
in order to show its various aspects. Together, these
definitions express the class essence of the socialist state,
its specific functioning in the period of transition fror
capitalism to socialism, and in a situation witnessing
struggle for the total victory and consolidation of socki
ism. In order to discuss the dictatorship of the proletariJ
seriously, all of Lenin’s definitions, in all their integrity
and interrelationship, as well as the actual experience of
implementing the theory of the proletarian dictatorship
in practice must be taken into account.

With the building of a mature socialist society in the
USSR and the transition of all strata of the population to
the ideological and political positions of the working
class, the dictatorship of the proletariat thereby ex
hausted its historic mission. The Soviet state entered a
new phase of its development, becoming a socialist state
of the whole people. The historical experience of the
USSR thus confirms the scientific prevision of the
founders of Marxism-Leninism that the dictatorship of
the proletariat would be transient.

By virtue of its position in socialist society the working
class retains its leading role in it. It is the only class in
history that does not aim to perpetuate its power. The
socialist state’s function of crushing the resistance of the
exploiting classes died away with the abolition of these
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classes. The task of increasing the country’s defense
capability remains in force. There has been an all-round
expansion of the state’s main functions: economic,
organisational, cultural, and educational, boosting the
living standard of the Soviet people, and ensuring their
rights and freedoms.

Those who deny the workers’s democracy in the
USSR cancel out all the democratic freedoms won in the
Soviet Union, deny the Soviet state’s right to call itself a
socialist state and, on that basis, urge its “restructuring."
They join hands with those who spare no effort to
“prove" that, despite Marx, socio-economic progress is
achieved by limiting democracy, restricting political
freedoms and human rights, the freedom of conviction,
freedom of speech, and creative work.

Ours is a socialist democracy. For that reason ever
since the first days of its existence the Soviet state has
been savagely attacked by all the forces of the old world.
As distinct from bourgeois democracy, whose class sig
nificance and designation are to preserve and ensure
capitalist rule, proletarian democracy is a democracy of
and for the people. That has always been the approach to
this problem on the part of the classics of Marxism-
Leninism. Socialist democracy is characterized by free
dom from exploitation of man by man, by freedom from
social, national, and racial oppression. Its key hallmark
is the political activity of the masses, their participation
in the administration of the state, of economic and social
affairs. Is this within the scope of bourgeois democracy?

There is no doubt that under the present alignment of
forces in the world and the level of development reached
by the working-class movement, the working class, the
working people of the capitalist countries are, to some
extent, able to use bourgeois democratic rights and free
doms in their own interests. But the class content of
bourgeois democracy does not change even under these
conditions. It does not become genuine democracy 
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aimed at all-sidedly ensuring and satisfying the interests
of the people.

As it develops, Soviet society becomes ever more
many-sided and, at the same time, more highly
organized. The state now administers a huge and un
usually ramified and complex economy. Its duties,
linked with the solution of innumerable social problems,
with the promotion of the people’s spiritual culture,
have grown immeasurably. And, of course, its main
functions—foreign policy and the defense of the socialist
homeland—are today much more manifold and diver
sified. All this requires smooth coordination, an in
creasingly precise combination of central leadership
with mass initiative. In short, administration must be
come ever more competent and ever more democratic.
In keeping with the Leninist teaching, the CPSU is
improving the scientific administration of the state and
society in accordance with the principle of democrats
centralism, determining the optimal forms of its embod
iment at each historical stage, and specifying and fur
thering the theory on this question.

Today, not only Marxist-Leninist theory, but also the
long experience of existing socialism has proved that
true democracy is inconceivable without socialism, and
socialism itself is inconceivable without the steady de
velopment of democracy.

The point of departure of Soviet democracy is that all
the rights enshrined in the Constitution of the USSR
must be used for the benefit of the people, that they must
serve the interests of the millions upon millions of work
ing people who have firmly linked their lives and des
tinies with socialism. The article of the Constitution
which states that the enjoyment of rights and freedoms
by citizens should not prejudice the interests of society
and the state, or the rights of other citizens, is by no
means a “restriction” on democracy, as bourgeois prop-
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aganda claims, but an expression of the democratic will
of the people.

Of course, while consolidating and developing our
socialist statehood, we keep in mind the programmatic
aim of the Communists of all countries—Communist
social self-administration. On this point Leonid
Brezhnev said: “Our critics from the bourgeois camp
(and, frankly speaking, some comrades in the ranks of
the international working-class movement along with
them) are unable or unwilling to see the main thing—
the dialectics of the development of our state and so-,
ciety, namely, that with the development and advance
ment of the socialist state, millions of citizens are
increasingly involved in the activities of government
and people’s control bodies, in the management of pro
duction and distribution, in social and cultural policies,
and in the administration of justice. In short, along with
the development of socialist democracy, our statehood is
gradually being transformed into Communist social
self-government. This is, of course, a long process, but it
is proceeding steadily." (L. I. Brezhnev, On the Draft
Constitution (Fundamental Law) of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the Results of the Nationwide
Discussion of the Draft, Moscow, 1977, p. 23.)

As Soviet society’s social structure develops, it clears
the way for a further improvement of socialist democ
racy. The essential distinctions between the main social
groups are being steadily erased, and the nations and
ethnic groups populating the Soviet Union are being
drawn increasingly closer together. The new historical
entity, the Soviet people, is founded on the unbreakable
alliance of the working class, the peasants, and the intel
ligentsia, with the working class playing the leading
role, on friendship and cooperation among all nations
and ethnic groups. This growing social homogeneity is
serving society as a denominator of the far-reaching 
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fundamental changes that have affected all areas of
Soviet society’s life without exception.

The historical stage of developed socialism reached by
the Soviet Union is an important level of socio-economic
advancement by the entire socialist community and a
substantial factor in the further enhancement of its
beneficial influence on the course of world develop
ment. This influence of Marxism-Leninism has become
a powerful material force. Generally speaking, this is
expressing itself in the following:

• the viability of the new social system is increasingly
making itself felt; a considerable portion of the earth’s
population is free from exploitation and oppression and
enjoys the blessings of actual equality and fraternity,
democracy, and national independence; the socialist
prospect is thereby standing out more concretely for all
other peoples, and practical experience is being ac
cumulated in building a society that is the only possible
alternative to capitalism, which has no future;

• the achievements scored in building the new society
are making the ideas of socialism increasingly more
attractive, helping to disseminate them ever more
broadly and helping to undermine anti-Communist
prejudices and the influence of bourgeois ideology;

• existing socialism is demonstrating the superiority
of the new, genuinely internationalist interstate rela
tions, founded on’ friendship and fraternity among na
tions;

• it is exercizing a constructive influence on the entire
system of international relations, helping to consolidate
peace and the security of nations, and to settle all out
standing issues by negotiation;

• by its all-round support for peoples defending their
national freedom and independence, for countries that
have won liberation from colonialism and embarked
upon independent development, existing socialism is
helping new millions to actively join in making history 
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in the epoch ushered in by the Great October Revolu
tion;

• socialism is the cardinal factor of the steadily chang
ing alignment of forces on the international scene in
favor of peace, in the interests of all nations and social
progress.

Developments in the socialist countries and the whole
world permit us to draw the conclusion that socialism’s
impact on the historical process is growing inexorably.

On the one hand, the possibilities for exercizing this
influence are mounting with the growth of the socialist
community’s economic, ideological, and political
strength. The countries of that community have entered
a new stage of history and achieved qualitatively new
successes in the building of a developed socialist society
and in Communist construction. The conditions have
now taken shape for a fuller and more all-sided practical
realization of socialism's advantages and, consequently,
for the enhancement of the force of its example. The fact
that cooperation among the fraternal parties and coun
tries continues to improve is also unquestionably help
ing to enhance the role played by socialism in the world
today.

On the other hand, the growth of socialism’s influence
is objectively fostered by the processes taking place
outside the socialist world. As a result of the sharp
aggravation of capitalism’s general crisis, more and
more people are losing their confidence that within the
framework of the capitalist system they can maintain
the living standard won through a long and difficult
struggle, and save themselves from unemployment, the
rising cost of living, and other hardships engendered by
monopoly rule.

Vital internal requirements are increasingly inducing
the developing nations to engage in more and more
determined quests for a socialist solution of their prob
lems. The ideological influence of world socialism, 
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which clearly demonstrates its ability to resolve suc
cessfully problems that cannot be solved through cap
italist development, is of tremendous significance in this
process.

The processes linked with the scientific and tech
nological revolution, and the aggravation of such global
problems as energy, food, and ecology are operating
with mounting force in favor of socialism. Socialism, and
the principles of international intercourse asserted by it,
are creating the possibility for actually resolving the
paramount problems of the twentieth century and en
suring to peoples and states the new, higher level of
scientific, technological, economic, and cultural cooper
ation dictated by the character and might of modern
productive forces.

Thus, whatever aspect of world development one
takes, one sees objective factors enhancing the role of
socialism as the vanguard force of world progress. This,
too, is evidence of the triumph and unfading strength of
the Marxist-Leninist teaching.
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3- The Marxist-Leninist
Formulation of the Problem
of War and Peace Today

In the twentieth century, socialist state power is em
bracing an increasingly large part of the world and
thereby narrowing the sphere of operation of capital

ism’s laws. Socialism began to exercise a growing, and
now, a decisive influence on the course of world history.
This is a further confirmation of Marxism-Leninism.
Socialism has counterposed to imperialism interna
tional relations of an entirely new type, and established
a fundamentally new, genuinely humane way of set
tling the basic problems of humanity.

The crucial question of the modern epoch is that of
war and peace. The enemies of Marxism attribute to the
Communists the theory that all revolutions spring from
war, and in the same breath allege that the Communists
depart from their own teaching when they declare that
today a world war is not fatally inevitable. To say
nothing of the fact that this criticism contradicts itself,
the very theory attributed to Marxism-Leninism has
nothing in common with its doctrines.

There are no more determined and principled adver
saries of war than the Communists. War brings riches to
a handful of monopolists, and hardship, privation, and
grief to the working people. The social revolution—and
this was profoundly substantiated by Marxism-Lenin
ism—does not stem from war. It is the effect and result of
the operation of the objective laws of historical develop
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ment, of the antagonisms of the capitalist system, of the
class struggle. The mounting preponderance of the for
ces of socialism over the forces of imperialism, of the
forces of peace over the forces of war, has created real
possibilities to rule out world war from the life of society
even before socialism triumphs throughout the world.

An historic mission and programmatic aim of commu
nism is to put an end to wars, to assert lasting peace in
the world. At the dawn of the proletarian movement,
Marx foresaw that the time would come when the work
ing classes would enter the arena of history "no longer as
servile retainers, but as independent actors, conscious of
their own responsibility, and able to command peace
where their would-be masters shout war." (Karl Marx
and Frederick Engels, Selected Works, in three volumes,
Vol. 2, Moscow, 1976, p. 157.)

It is only the Marxist-Leninist approach to war and
peace that ensures a correct policy on this question. Let
us recall Marx’s famous words that the “simple laws of
morals and justice” must become the highest laws not
only of the relations between individuals but also of the
relations between nations. (Ibid., p. 18.) One of Lenin’s
greatest achievements was that he used the concrete
material of the period of imperialism, and of the new
epoch ushered in by the October Revolution, to work out
a profoundly scientific methodology for analyzing the
causes of war. He evolved an integral teaching on war,
peace, and revolution. Lenin developed the teaching of
Marx and Engels on the socio-historical nature of wars
and showed the dialectical link of wars with economics
and politics, and with the class struggle. This has enabled
the advanced contingents of the working class to under
stand the ways and means of combating war, for assert
ing peace on earth. These ways and means are
indissolubly linked with the building of the new, Com
munist civilization.

The victory of the October Revolution opened up
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qualitatively new ways for settling humanity’s age-long
problem of war and peace.

From the first fundamental document of the Soviet
power—Lenin’s Decree on Peace—to the new Constitu
tion of the USSR, the entire sixty-year-long history of
the Soviet Union convincingly shows, to quote Leonid
Brezhnev, that the “first state of victorious socialism has
forever enshrined the word Peace on its banner as the
highest principle of its foreign policy conforming to the
interests of its own people and of all the other peoples of
the world." (L. I. Brezhnev, Following Lenin’s Course.
Articles and Speeches, Vol. 6, Moscow, 1978, p. 387; in
Russian.)

After the Soviet people’s victory in the Great Patriotic
War, the defeat of fascism, and the victory of the revolu
tions in a number of European and Asian countries, a
radical change took place in the alignment of world
forces in favor of socialism. On the basis of a comprehen
sive theoretical and political analysis of the alignment of
forces in the world, the CPSU drew the conclusion that
the conditions had taken shape for ruling out the fatal
inevitability of wars from the life of modern society, and
that the role of peaceful coexistence had grown consid
erably as the sole rational form of relations between
countries with different social systems.

The Peace Program, drawn up by the CPSU Central
Committee and adopted by the 24th Congress of the
CPSU, is a brilliant example of a scientifically substanti
ated foreign policy. The basic aims of this program are
being successfully translated into reality. This program
was organically projected into the Program of Further
Struggle for Peace and International Cooperation, and
for the Freedom and Independence of the Peoples ap
proved by the 25th Congress of the CPSU. All the efforts
of the CPSU and the Soviet government are now di
rected toward the fulfillment of these tasks.

There is every justification for saying that the Lenin
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ist conception of peaceful coexistence of states regard
less of their social system, which underlies the un
paralleled peace offensive against the imperialist forces
of war and aggression, is a powerful ideological and
political weapon in the efforts to restructure the entire
system of international relations on a just basis.

The way to establish peaceful coexistence firmly in
international life lies through detente. Marxist-Leninist
thought has accurately analyzed this many-sided con
ception. “Detente,” Leonid Brezhnev said, “means, first
and foremost, ending the cold war and going over to
normal, stable relations among states. It means a
willingness to settle differences and disputes not by
force, not by threats and sabre-rattling, but by peaceful
means, at a conference table. It means trust among
nations and the willingness to take each other’s legiti
mate interests into consideration.” (L. I. Brezhnev,
Speech in the City of Tula, Moscow, 1977, p. 24.)

Irreversible changes of historic significance have sub
stantially narrowed down imperialism’s potentialities
and limited its role in world politics. Needless to say, no
qualitative changes have or could have taken place in
the basic content of the foreign policy of imperialist
states, for that policy is determined by the basic socio
economic and class-political features of capitalism.
However, the growth of the world revolutionary move
ment, the course of the struggle and peaceful competi
tion between the two social systems, the changes in the
international alignment of forces, and the positive politi
cal processes in the world are today appreciably influ
encing the concrete forms in which the class essence of
the foreign policy of capitalist states manifests itself. ,

The relationship between detente and the class strug
gle was clearly defined at the 25th Congress of the CPSU.
It was stressed that detente did not and could not, under
any circumstances, annul or modify the laws of the class
struggle. \
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The question of the peaceful coexistence of socialist

and capitalist states is, consequently, a question of the
relations between them, of giving these relations peace
ful forms whatever the depth of the contradictions be
tween the two opposing social systems.

Normalization of the international situation, a
relaxation of the military-political confrontation be
tween states with different social systems and, conse
quently, a reduction of the danger of another world war
are contributing to a fuller manifestation of the laws
implicit in each social system. Moreover, this will help to
free international relations of the practice of interfering
in the internal development of other countries and
make it difficult for capitalism to have recourse to eco
nomic, political, and military coercion in order to con
serve outworn social practices. The peaceful competi
tion between the new, developing social system and the
system that has had its day is the powerful motor of
vorld social progress. “The debate between the two
ocial systems and between their ideologies,” Leonid

Brezhnev said in an interview given to Le Monde in
June 1977, “can only be settled by life itself, by historical
practice, by verification through action.” (Le Monde,
June 16,1977.)

While convincingly showing that under the present
international alignment of forces it is possible to prevent
world wars and extirpate them from the life of society,
Marxism-Leninism teaches that world wars witness the
aggravation of all the contradictions of capitalist society
and a huge growth of the disaffection and indignation of
the masses. Under these conditions it is of the utmost
importance to lay bare the nature and causes of war so
that the masses should know who is to blame.

We know from experience that the people’s anti-war
feeling becomes a major factor actuating revolutionary
movements and an essential precondition of the victory
of the socialist revolution. Following the First World 
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War, socialism was established in Soviet Russia and
there were major revolutionary eruptions in some other
countries (Hungary, Germany). After the Second World
War, many other countries broke away from the capital
ist system and the socialist world community emerged.

Long before the Second World War, the Communists
were the first to declare openly that the unleashing of
that war would boomerang against imperialism, that
those who would start it would be utterly defeated.
Emphatically rejecting the “slanderous contention that
Communists desire war, expecting it to bring revolu
tion,” the Seventh Congress of the Comintern pro
claimed that the Communists “are exerting and will
exert every effort to prevent war.” In addition, the
congress stated: “Should a new imperialist world war
break out, despite all efforts of the working class to
prevent it, the Communists will strive to lead the oppo
nents of war, organized in the struggle for peace . . .
against the fascist instigators of war, against the bour
geoisie, for the overthrow of capitalism.” (Seventh
World Congress of the Communist International. Reso
lutions and Decisions, Moscow-Leningrad, 1935, p. 44.)

The results of the Second World War have eloquently
borne out the warnings of the Communists. The defeat
of nazi Germany, imperialist Japan, and their allies,
opened the door to a series of victorious people’s revolu
tions, which deposed capitalism in eleven countries in
Europe and Asia, and then in Cuba. This has confirmed
the “grim and inexorable truth,” to quote Lenin, that in
the event of war the crushing defeat of imperialism will
inevitably lead to “the extension of socialism.” (V. I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, p. 56; Vol. 27, p. 423.)

The illusion that it is easy to pursue a course toward
peaceful coexistence is alien to the Communists. They
take the realities of modern international life and the
alignment of forces in the world fully into account. The
CPSU soberly assesses imperialism’s strength and po
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tentialities and is aware that the restructuring of inter
national relations involves a difficult and persevering
struggle.

The arms race being whipped up by imperialism is the
principal obstacle to the further consolidation and deep
ening of detente. It has already led to the creation of
gigantic arsenals of lethal weapons of unparalleled de
structive power and absorbed colossal funds that could
have been used for the benefit of humanity. Those who
are going to all lengths to spur it are in fact conducting
material preparations for another war.

The adversaries of detente are redoubling their efforts
not only in the field of arms production. Psychological
warfare against the socialist countries has in recent
years reached a tension level not seen for a long time.
The slander propaganda campaign, conducted under the
specious pretext of championing human rights and free
doms, pursues many purposes. Directly or indirectly, it
serves the arms race policy with all its negative effects.
One of its aims is to dull the consciousness of the masses
in the capitalist world, which is in the grip of a most
severe crisis. In a situation in which capitalist practices
are obviously discrediting themselves on an unpar
alleled scale, when the striving to resolve crisis prob
lems by socialist methods is gaining momentum, and the
working people are stepping up their struggle against
state-monopoly rule, the anti-Soviet, anti-socialist cam
paigns are designed by their organizers to deter the
masses from socialism and create a gulf between the
socialist countries and the nations of the West.

Imperialism has not abandoned its attempts to erode
the social system of the socialist countries by subversive
propaganda campaigns, and-by supporting all sorts of
apostates and enemies of socialism. Hopeless as these
attempts are, they poison the international atmosphere,
for they represent interference in the internal affairs of
socialist states. These attempts also have as their aim 
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that of discrediting socialism and justifying the military
preparations against it.

Perhaps never before have such determined attempts
been made to split the ranks of the forces opposed to
imperialism as are being made today by the imperialist
circles, and the Peking leadership acting in unison with
them. These attempts include political maneuvers with
the aim of sowing discord in the relations between so
cialist countries and fomenting inter-state conflicts in
some regions. The efforts to range the Communist par
ties of socialist and capitalist countries against each
other have lately become particularly intensive.

Historically, of course, these subversive actions and
maneuvers are doomed to ignominious failure. Imperi
alism had been unable to crush the new society when it
was superior in the economic and military-technical
fields, and much less is it able to measure its strengtl
with socialism in a ideological struggle. It is not symbol!
cal and paradoxical that in many cases the bourgeois
ideologues attack socialism under the guise of upholding
the ideas of “humanistic,” “democratic” socialism? The
apologists of capitalism must indeed be hard pressed if
they place themselves in the ludicrous position of cham
pions of a “better socialism” than actually exists.

All this is so. But regrettably, the bourgeoisie some
times succeeds in stupefying a section of the population
with its specious devices. This makes any retreat from
the principle of solidarity, and any unfounded criticism
of and dissociation from existing socialism, not only a
theoretical problem, or just a problem of the relations
between Communist parties. It is most directly linked
with detente, with the prospects for preventing war. If
public opinion in the capitalist countries is truthfully
informed about the state of affairs in socialist countries,
about the USSR and its policy, this will exercise a certain
influence on the ruling circles as well. In this case, those
who have aggressive intentions will think twice before 
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giving rein to these intentions, for they may have to do
with a tidal wave of anger and indignation on the part of
their own people, who will know the truth and not allow
themselves to be deceived.

However, the people are receiving a distorted picture
of the aims and policies of socialist countries. These un
founded attacks on socialist countries weaken the capac
ity of the masses to resist the aggressive designs of reac
tionary capitalist circle. They reduce the fear of these
circles in the face of the people’s anger, in the event they
attempt to start a war.

The fundamentally new propositions that the CPSU
has contributed to the theory and practice of modern
international relations enjoy universal recognition.
Conclusions of vital significance to the destinies of all
humanity have been drawn from a creative analysis of
the situation in the world. The huge impact of these
conclusions, and of the resultant practical initiatives of
the Soviet Union on the development of international
relations and the struggle for world peace, continues to
grow. This, too, reaffirms the vitality and eternal youth
of creative Marxism-Leninism.
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4- Lenin’s Analysis
of Imperialism and
Contemporaneity

The adversaries of Marxism-Leninism, and those
who doubt its unfading strength, hold that it is
unsuitable also for explaining the nature of mod

ern capitalism. Let us consider this in some detail.
Without Marxism-Leninism, it is today impossible to

understand and accurately assess imperialism, the orig
in, inner content, and development prospects of state
monopoly capitalism and its many-sided general crisis,
or to draw correct conclusions from this for the revolu
tionary class struggle of the last quarter of the twentieth
century.

Modern capitalism has lost none of its basic features
and characteristics pinpointed by Marx, Engels, and
Lenin. State-monopoly capitalism remains capitalism
and imperialism. After Marx, and to the present day, the
entire course of capitalist development has shaken nei
ther Marx’s analysis of the bourgeois relations of his day
nor his brilliant scientific forecasts relative to the fu
ture. Despite far-reaching modifications, the deep-lying
foundation of the capitalist mode of production, dis
tribution, exchange, and consumption, and the capitalist
mode of exploitation remain unaltered.

Has capitalism ceased to be a system based on the
exploitation of the working class, of all the working
people? Have bourgeois nationalization and the ap
pearance of a large public sector in some countries, in 
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principle, altered the private capitalist character of
property? Does not capital, to this day, own all the basic
means of production while the proletariat has at its
disposal nothingsave labor power, which, under capital
ism, has become a commodity that the worker is com
pelled to sell to the capitalist? Has the teaching of Marx
on surplus value as the decisive motive force and vehicle
of capitalist production lost any of its relevance? Does
not the growth of technology remain the key means and
condition for stepping up the exploitation of the working
class, for intensifying its labor, and are not the fruits of
the modern scientific and technological revolution
being usurped by the monopoly elite of the bourgeoisie?
Has state-monopoly regulation and programming deliv
ered the capitalistic economy from its inherent vices:
anarchy of production, recessions and crises, unemploy
ment, and inflation? Does capitalist reproduction, which
s governed by the law of surplus value and the general

law of capitalist accumulation and pursuit of maximum
profit, not lead to the accumulation of wealth at one pole
and to mass insecurity at the other, i.e., to the growing
polarization of bourgeois society? Has the glaring con
flict between the productive forces and their capitalist
shell, relations of production, diminished? Lastly, has
there not been an intensification rather than a relaxa
tion of the main class antagonism of bourgeois society—
between labor and capital—and does it not underlie the
mounting contradiction between the overwhelming
majority of the nation and a handful of monopolies?

Despite the inventions of “refuters,” Lenin’s theory of
imperialism and the socialist revolution is not a negation
but, on the contrary, a confirmation and further de
velopment and enrichment of Marx’s analysis of capital
ism under new historical conditions—conditions
witnessing a drastic exacerbation of all of the capitalist
system’s economic, social, and political antagonisms, 
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and an intensification of social, national, and racial op
pression.

In contrast to the reformists, who urged folding up the
revolutionary movement of the working class, Lenin
evolved a genuinely scientific theory, which proved that
imperialism was the eve of the social revolution of the
proletariat. Leninism was the only teaching that was
able to bring into bold relief the law governing the
extremely complex process of the evolution of pre-mo-
nopoly into monopoly capitalism, at the same time
showing the continuity of this process and the qualita
tively new features of the new epoch.

Relevant today as ever is Lenin’s extremely signifi
cant conclusion that “imperialism is a specific historical
stage of capitalism. It’s specific character is threefold:
imperialism is (1) monopoly capitalism; (2) parasitic, or
decaying capitalism; (3) moribund capitalism.” (V. I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 23, p. 105.) Based on revolu
tionary dialectics and the principles of historical mate
rialism, Lenin’s approach to analyses of world
development, and to the economic and political essence
of capitalism’s highest and last stage, makes it possible
not only to understand and explain what is taking place
but also to forecast the future scientifically.

Those who maintain that Lenin’s analysis of imperial
ism is “obsolete,” close their eyes to the cardinal line of
the capitalist system’s evolution, in which the general
and basic law of capitalism’s modern stage of develop
ment, a law revealed by Lenin, manifests itself. This is
the universal monopolization of capital on a national and
international scale through the concentration of produc
tion and capital. Far from having stopped (much less
reversed), this process has today reached a qualitatively
higher level.

For instance, in 1974 the mammoth corporations in the
USA, with a capital of one billion dollars or more each,
controlled 50 percent of the entire capital and received
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54.8 percent of the profits of all corporations (as against
27 and 38 percent respectively in 1960). In Britain, the
share of 100 of the largest companies in industrial pro
duction increased from 16 to 46 percent in the period
1909-1970. In the Federal Republic of Germany, 109 of the
largest companies, which comprised 4.7 percent of the
total number of companies, owned 64.7 percent of the
share capital in the nation in the early seventies. In
Japan, an even smaller proportion of the total number of
companies, (0.9 percent), owned approximately nine-
tenths of the share capital in the nation. The industrial
and banking monopolies today, more than ever before,
exercise the determining influence on all aspects of the
life of each of the imperialist countries individually,
regardless of their political system, and of the imperial
ist world as a whole.

To say that Leninism is “inapplicable” to the present
ituation is to allege that the fusion of banking and
idustrial capital and the formation of a financial

i ligarchy on that basis, a process noted by Lenin, has
Itopped. But an argument of this kind holds no water:
today finance capital is incomparably more firmly en
trenched at the top of the hierarchy of the monopoly
organization of the capitalist economy than in Lenin’s
lifetime. Between 20 and 25 of the most powerful finan
cial-oligarchical groups in the USA, between 15 and 20 in
Britain, between 10 and 15 in France, and between 5 and
10 in Japan are the principal forces exploiting and op
pressing the masses.

To declare that today Leninism has lost its former
significance is to maintain that the export of capital does
not play the exceptionally important role noted by
Lenin, that the international monopoly alliances of cap
italists dividing the world among themselves have quit
the stage. However, the facts are in favor of Lenin, and
not of his critics. First, as a result of the scientific and
technological revolution and the massive growth of the 
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internationalization of capitalist production, the export
of capital, while remaining one “of the most essential
economic bases of imperialism,” (V.I. Lenin, Collected
Works, Vol. 22, p. 277.), has become the most significant
element of state-monopoly capitalism in the sphere of
international economic relations. Second, the interna
tional monopolies that are now called multinational and
supranational corporations, and whose socio-economic
nature, brought to light by Lenin, has remained un
changed—these giants of modern capitalism have con
centrated colossal financial, production, scientific, and
technological resources in their hands. Their economic
might is so great today that they are justifiably called the
“second power" of the capitalist world: the output of
their enterprises, scattered on the territory of tens of
countries, is larger than the gross national product of
any capitalist country with the exception of the US£
They control considerably more than half of the capita
ist world’s total trade.

Those who endeavor to prove that Lenin’s conclusions
on imperialism belong exclusively to the past are actu
ally attempting to obscure the fact that the law of cap
italism’s uneven economic and political development
has lost none of its force and is the factor behind the
aggravation of the inter-imperialist contradictions.

As regards the economic aspect of the matter, there
have been profound changes in the alignment of forces
in the capitalist world during the past 25 or 30 years.
Toward the beginning of the seventies, the spasmodic
shifts in the economic development of individual coun
tries and regions led to the emergence of three main
centers of imperialist rivalry: the USA, Western Europe
(chiefly, the Common Market), and Japan. The un
precedented concentration of economic potentials in
these centers creates the soil for a competitive struggle
of unheard-of dimensions and sharpness.

Relative to the political aspect of the inter-imperialist
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discord, the strengthening of the economic positions of
the leading West European countries and Japan is giving
rise to the irreversible intensification of polycentrism in
the capitalist world. Alongside imperialism’s tendency
toward coordinating its counterattacks on the forces of
national and social liberation, on the forces of democ
racy, the tendency toward inter-imperialist rivalry and
hegemonism, a tendency profoundly analyzed by Lenin,
continues unabated. “The contradictions between the
imperialist states,” Leonid Brezhnev said, “have not
been eliminated either by the processes of integration or
the imperialists’ class concern for pooling their efforts in
fighting against the socialist world.” (24th Congress of
the CPSU, p. 20.)

If today inter-imperialist rivalry does not inevitably
lead to imperialist wars for the world’s redivision, mar
kets, primary material sources, and spheres of invest
ment, it is, of course, not because the law of capitalism’s
uneven development has ceased to operate, but because
imperialism has lost its unchallenged supremacy in the
world as a result of the emergence, consolidation, and
development of the socialist world system. This is due to
the shrinking sphere of the operation of all the laws of
capitalism, to the new alignment of forces in the world
which has placed a limit on imperialism’s aggressive
ambitions, to the unremitting and consistent efforts of
the Soviet Union and other countries of the socialist
community, and to the immense growth of the other
peace forces.

Lenin showed that “politically, imperialism is, in gen
eral, a striving towards violence and reaction.” (V. I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 22, p. 268.) The monopolies
and the financial oligarchy are out to assert their domi
nation wherever and as long as possible. The actual
situation in the capitalist world leaves no room for doubt
that reactionary and aggressive tendencies are on the
upgrade. This has led to an arms race on a scale un
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paralleled in human history, to the build-up of enor
mous stockpiles of means of mass annihilation, es
pecially of missile-nuclear weapons.

However, this growth of reactionary and aggressive
tendencies is giving rise also to a counter-tendency,
objectively aggravating the contradiction between im
perialism and the masses, who strive for democracy. As
Lenin pointed out, everywhere the rule of monopoly
capital leads to the deepening of social antagonisms,
mounting resistance, the spread of liberation and demo
cratic movements, and the growth of the class struggle.
(Ibid., p. 299.)

The significant progressive changes that have taken
place in the world, and which imperialism is compelled
to reckon with, are profoundly affecting all areas of
modern capitalist society, the activities of the monopo
lies, the bourgeois governments, and the condition and
struggle of the working class, of all working people.
Imperialism has irretrievably lost its supremacy. The
working class has irrevocably established itself as t^
main force of our epoch. The main laws, tendencies, a
orientations of world development are now determir
by socialism, the international working class, and t
other anti-imperialist forces. Imperialism is under tn
mendous pressure on account of the struggle and com
petition between the two world social systems. The
aggravation of the principal contradiction of our epoch,
the contradiction between socialism and imperialism, is
increasingly influencing all the main processes in the
part of the world ruled by the financial oligarchy.

Many of the features of modern imperialism that
came to light at the close of the sixties are due, as Leonid
Brezhnev noted at the 1969 International Meeting of
Communist and Workers’ Parties, to the fact that its
inner processes and its policies are increasingly coming
under the influence of the growing might of socialism, 
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the effects of the abolition of colonial regimes, and the
pressure of the working-class movement.

The changes that have taken place in the conditions of
world development are thus in many ways the result of
the triumphs won by Marxism-Leninism, the outcome
of the material embodiment of Marxist-Leninist ideas in
the historical reality of a large part of our planet.

The sixty years that have passed since Lenin wrote his
major work on imperialism have not shaken his conclu
sions. The basic economic indications and political char
acteristics of imperialism which he noted have not only
retained their force but become even more pronounced,
determining the make-up of present-day monopoly cap
italism as well. Naturally, much of what concerned the
concrete specifics of those times has lost its significance
and receded into the past. Lenin, who had always em
phatically condemned dogmatism, did not hesitate to
shed individual propositions if they ceased to conform to
the new situation. Stressing the importance of con
cretely analyzing the actual situation he, like Marx and
Engels before him, always kept his finger on the pulse of
history, checking his analysis with the changes in the
situation, correcting, augmenting, and specifying it.

For instance, it is unquestionable that the downfall of
the colonial system, the abolition of the colonial empires,
led to the abolition of the division of territory by the
major capitalist powers. Consequently, this ceased to be
an indication of imperialism. Today one can, in all justi
fication, say that present-day imperialism is an imperi
alism deprived of colonies. The emergence of world
socialism and the appearance of scores of new nation
states on the map of the world, states that have shaken
off colonial tyranny, have changed the entire situation
in the world, thereby bearing out the Marxist-Leninist
teaching on the inevitable collapse of imperialism’s colo
nial system.

Sometimes the ideological adversaries of Leninism
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argue that today one can speak of a fundamentally
different system that is no longer capitalist.

Indeed, the historical situation in the world and, above
all, the global struggle between the two antagonistic
social systems have given modern imperialism some
essentially new features. As we have already noted, they
are determined by imperialism’s attempts to adapt itself
to the present conditions of the worldwide class struggle
and to the scientific and technological revolution.

Lenin did not go into the details of the evolution of
monopoly into state-monopoly capitalism. However,
there is not the shadow of a doubt that the new, discerni
ble phenomena in modern imperialism are developing
entirely in accordance with what Lenin wrote. It will be
remembered that a key theoretical and political conclu
sion of Lenin’s writings on that question is that “capital
ism in its imperialist stage leads directly to the most
comprehensive socialization of production; it, so to
speak, drags the capitalists, against their will and con
sciousness, into some sort of a new social order, a transi
tional one from complete free competition to complete
socialisation." (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 22, p.
205.) And further: “ . . . certain of its fundamental
characteristics began to change into their opposites,
when the features of the epoch of transition from cap
italism to a higher social and economic system had taken
shape and revealed themselves in all spheres.” (Ibid., p.
265.)

Lenin witheringly criticized the attempts of the refor
mists to depict state-monopoly capitalism as a sort of
“state socialism.” At the same time, he made it clear that
state-monopoly capitalism spelled out the fullest mate
rial preparation for socialism, that in a revolution it “is
directly transformed into socialism,” for “socialism is
merely state-capitalist monopoly which is made to serve
the interests of the whole people and has to that extent
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ceased to be capitalist monopoly.” (Ibid., Vol. 26, p. 170;
Vol. 25, p. 362.)

In enlarging upon Lenin’s theory of state-monopoly
capitalism, the CPSU has proved that the further impe
rialism goes in its attempts to adapt itself to the new
situation, the more profound its socio-economic antago
nisms become. The main orientation of imperialism’s
strategy of adaptation has been, and remains, the utmost
promotion of state-monopoly capitalism, with the pur
pose of combining the might of the bourgeois state with
the might of the monopolies.

This spells out using the latest achievements of science
and technology in the interests of big capital: to ensure
larger super-profits, step up the arms race, and create
economic reserves for social maneuvering.

This spells out bourgeois reformism, partial conces-
ions to the working people, the fostering of consumer
isychology, the suppression of interest in social prob-
^nis, and a course toward “class collaboration” in order

to dampen class antagonisms and, in particular, to un
dermine the example and influence of existing social
ism.

This spells out international capitalist integration, the
creation of a united economic base for imperialist al
liances spearheaded at socialism and the revolutionary
movement.

This spells out neocolonialism, attempts to reduce the
former colonies to bondage through more flexible meth
ods of exploitation, economic subjugation, and political
dependence.

Bourgeois ideologues and reformists now speak of
“neocapitalism,” of capitalism’s fundamental “transfor
mation,” of a “second wind” allegedly acquired by the
capitalist system. But proponents of the scientific theo
ry, of the theory of Marxism-Leninism, have from the
outset declared that the development of state-monopoly
capitalism and the strategy of adaptation based on it 
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would lead to a broader reproduction of the capitalist
system’s contradictions.

As early as 1966, in a period which the bourgeois
ideologues themselves characterize as one of “eupho
ria,” Leonid Brezhnev said at the 23rd Congress of the
CPSU that “the hidden destructive forces inherent in
the capitalist economy are still operating and that it will
not escape new shake-ups.” (23rd Congress of the Com
munist Party of the Soviet Union, Moscow, 1966, p. 17.)
This forecast has come true. At the 24th Congress of the
CPSU the conclusion was drawn that adaptation to new
conditions did not mean the stabilization of capitalism as
a social system; the general crisis of capitalism is deepen
ing. The events passing before our eyes are convincing
evidence that these conclusions are correct.

At the 25th Congress of the CPSU, a profound the
oretical assessment was made of the crisis that hit world
capitalism in the mid-seventies. Precisely when the
bourgeois apologists were assiduously continuing their
argument that capitalism had become so “finely tuned’
as to be able to deliver itself once and for all from
economic crises, the storming anarchy of the market,
which had not been eliminated either by the monopolies
or by state-monopoly regulation, brought a “surprise" in
the shape of a cyclical economic crisis, rising unemploy
ment, and inflation, from which the capitalist world has
Bbeen unable to recover to this day. Lenin meant pro
cesses such as these when he noted that monopolies do
mot eliminate economic crises and the anarchy of cap
italist production, that this anarchy exists in parallel
with competition, thereby generating particularly acute
contradictions, frictions, and conflicts.

In this connection, the 25th Congress of the CPSU
drew the following important conclusions. First, the
lattest methods of state-monopoly regulation had neither
eliiminated nor softened the contradictions implicit in
cafpitalism. This time the economic crisis, comparable in
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severity with the crisis of the early thirties, had struck
the highly developed state-monopoly economy built up
after the Second World War. Second, as distinct from
other postwar crises, this crisis had affected all the main
centers of the capitalist world economy simultaneously.
Third, a specific feature of this crisis was that in most of
the capitalist countries the decline in production and the
growth of unemployment were accompanied by mone
tary, energy, and primary materials crises, by unprece
dented peacetime inflation, and by an ideological,
political, and moral crisis of bourgeois society.

This gave the congress grounds for regarding the pre
sent crisis as unusual, as mirroring the growing in
stability of capitalism as a system.

Of course, a crisis does not automatically, of itself,
revolutionize the broad masses. Directly, it only evokes
mass disaffection, a striving for change. There have
been instances when such disaffection and spontaneous
protests against the existing state of affairs were used—
with the aid of demagoguery and by deceiving the work
ing people—precisely by extreme right, fascist forces.
Today, too, ultra-right, fascist elements are endeavoring
to use the crisis situation, and the attendant socio-politi
cal tension, for their reactionary, sinister purposes. This
is what lends such great significance to the work con
ducted by the Communists among the masses, to explain
to the working people the causes and essence of the crisis
springing from the inner contradictions of capitalism.
Also, this is what lends such great significance to the
elaboration and implementation of democratic pro
grams for ending crisis convulsions in a manner consis
tent with the interests of the working people, democ
racy, and detente, in a manner oriented ultimately on
the transition to socialism.

Modern capitalism is a society gripped by the aggrava
tion of socio-class antagonisms and a mounting ideologi
cal and moral crisis. Periodically, especially during crisis 
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convulsions, the ruling classes sharply step up their
attempts to limit and emasculate democratic rights and
freedoms. All these processes taking place in the social,
political, ideological, and moral fields likewise bear out
the profoundly scientific Marxist-Leninist analysis of
the capitalist system. To this day, Lenin’s famous defini
tion that bourgeois democracy is nothing less than a
form of bourgeois dictatorship (See V. I. Lenin, Col
lected Works, Vol. 25, pp. 412-13.) expresses the very
essence of the political orders and political power in the
capitalist countries.

Lenin wrote: “Imperialism—the era of bank capital,
the era of gigantic capitalist monopolies, of the develop
ment of monopoly capitalism into state-monopoly cap
italism—has clearly shown an extraordinary strength
ening of the ‘state machine’ and an unprecedented
growth in its bureaucratic and military apparatus in
connection with the intensification of repressive mea
sures against the proletariat both in the monarchical
and in the freest, republican countries.” (V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. 25 p. 415.)

With the growth of the economic and political might of
the monopolies, the rule of big business becomes in
creasingly more oligarchical and impinges on the inter
ests not only of the broadest masses but also of a large
segment of the non-monopoly bourgeoisie. As Lenin
noted, this feature of monopoly rule—oppression and
arbitrary rule relative to those who do not submit to it
(See V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 22, p. 206.)—has
today grown more accentuated and obvious. Today,
more than ever before, the monopoly bourgeoisie stands
opposed to the overwhelming majority of the popula
tion—socially, economically, and politically. In order to
preserve and consolidate its positions, it seeks to directly
control all the key levers of the political administration
of society.

It is enough to glance at the composition of the present 
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bourgeois parliaments and governments to fully appre
ciate the fact that their links with the monopolies have
grown stronger and more organic. In the US Congress,
for instance, there is not a single worker, small farmer,
or small office employee; 35 percent of the members are
businessmen, and the rest are lawyers, career politi
cians, and journalists who, in most cases, have the clos
est relations with big capital. In the British House of
Commons, in which workers traditionally had a broad
representation, the number of their representatives is
steadily diminishing; today this representation does not
exceed 10-15 percent.

The direct links of the monopolies with the bureaucra
tic apparatus have grown considerably broader and
stronger. Personal relations between the heads of mo
nopolies and representatives of state power, relations to
which Lenin had drawn attention, have grown closer
and spread to new segments of the state apparatus.
Transfers from the civil service to positions in the mo
nopolies and vice versa have become much more fre
quent.

The striving of finance capital and the monopolies, as
Lenin noted, “for supremacy and not for freedom," is
today finding embodiment also in the attempts to curtail
and emasculate democratic rights and freedoms on the
pretext of combating terrorism and “subversion,” in the
policy of cutting down the basic rights of the trade
unions, and in the growing centralization and bu
reaucratization of the executive power. Curtailment of
the competence of local organs of authority and munici
pal councils, the enlargement of the repressive appara
tus and its equipment with the most advanced technical
means of fighting “anti-government” actions, sur
veillance and other forms of controlling the private and
public life of citizens, and the dismissal of progressives
from organs of state power have become usual and
widespread manifestations of the anti-democratic ac
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tions of the monopoly bourgeoisie. Being unable to
strike directly at the main democratic gains of the peo
ple, the monopolies and their political representatives
have recourse to all sorts of subterfuges in order to scale
down the people’s political activity, or direct that ac
tivity into a armless channel. To this end wide use is
made of the instruments and methods of subordinating
the individual intellectually, of manipulating his mind,
including ideological indoctrination with the aid of the
mass media, commercial art, control of the system of
education, and so forth.

Fascist and neofascist organizations, preaching un
disguised racism and hostility against any form of politi
cal democracy, are being revived in some countries.
Their objectives, tasks, and plans, aimed at limiting the
basic rights and interests of citizens, are by no means the
fruit of the imagination of people who have lost their
sense of reality, but are a most serious threat, especially
in view of the increasing socio-economic and political
difficulties in the capitalist world.

The growing pressure being brought to bear by mo
nopoly capital on the rights of the working people, the
mounting exploitation and social oppression are inevita
bly leading to an intensification of the class struggle. A
torrent of new facts confirm that today the working class
plays the leading role in the struggle against monopoly
rule.
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5- The Mounting Role
of the Working Class

The anti-Marxists are today going to all lengths to
prove that the Marxist-Leninist propositions on the
question of classes in capitalist society are “out

dated." They contend that the working class no longer
holds the objective position of main adversary of monop
oly capital and the decisive factor of social progress.
Some of them endeavor to draw an artificial distinction
between the concepts “proletariat" and “working class,"
to prove the contention that the contemporary workers
have shed all the basic features of their proletarian
condition noted by Marx and Engels. In turn, all this is
inked with the thesis that capitalist society is being
deproletarianized,” a process that allegedly refutes the
rend, shown by Marx, toward increasing class polariza

tion. Moreover, the critics of Marxism speak of the
“disappearance” of the capitalist class, arguing that it
has been replaced by the managerial stratum, which
has, allegedly, taken over full control of production.

In point of fact, the main thing determining the pro
letariat's place in the capitalist system is its relation to
the means of production. The hallmarks of its condition
are that it is denied property in the means of production
and is the object of capitalist exploitation, accompanied
by subordination in the process of production. The
founders of Marxism believed that this comprised the
objective roots of the proletariat’s revolutionary charac
ter. The distinguishing features of the proletariat’s so
cial condition, brought to light by Marxism-Leninism,
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are characteristic also of the modern working class in
the capitalist countries.

The prevision of the founders of scientific commu
nism, that capitalist society would be increasingly pro-
letarianized, has come true. The numerical strength of
the working class is growing. Today wage workers com
prise the overwhelming majority of the working popu
lation in all the industrially advanced capitalist
countries. Whereas at the turn of the century the army
of wage workers was 80 million strong, toward the mid
dle of the century (1950) it numbered 300 million in the
non-socialist countries, and today, (according to statis
tics for 1977), it numbers 500 million. This is striking
confirmation of the law, formulated by Marx, that under
capitalism labor increasingly turns into wage labor,
while the means of production turn into capital.

The founders of Marxism-Leninism never regarded
social classes as fossilized categories. While underscor
ing the vanguard role of industrial workers, they in
particular denounced attempts to attribute the concept
“proletariat” to them alone. In criticizing the views of
the Narodniks (Populists), Lenin wrote that the “mis
sion” of capitalism “is fulfilled by the development of
capitalism and the socialization of labor in general, by
the creation of a proletariat in general, in relation to
which the factory workers play the role only of front
rankers, the vanguard." (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works,
Vol. 1, p. 316.)

The growth of the social division of labor, the exten
sion of the boundaries of the combined working person
nel, and the take-over by monopoly capital of ever new
areas of the economy are making the composition of the
proletariat increasingly more diversified, adding new
contingents to its main core, the industrial workers. At
the same time, the concentration of the proletariat at
large factories proceeds apace and the level of the work-
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ers’ education, skills, organization, and class conscious
ness is rising.

Despite the assertions of the theorists of “deproletari
anization,” the scientific and technological revolution is
leading to a numerical and qualitative growth of the
working class, to the expansion of its ranks as a result of
the considerable growth, under state-monopoly capital
ism, of social differentiation among engineers, techni
cians, and employees of commercial enterprises and
offices, and of the proletarianization of a large propor
tion of them.

Reality has refuted the argument that the scientific
and technological revolution fosters the “erosion” of the
boundaries of the working class and its dissolution in the
mass of wage workers. The vulgar notion that by reduc
ing manual labor the scientific and technological revolu
tion diminishes the absolute and relative numerical
strength of the working class in the population has not
found confirmation either. On the contrary, the facts
show that the structural changes in the composition of
the working people, including the emergence of new
trades to meet the requirements of modern production,
are constantly strengthening the position of the working
class, reinforcing it numerically.

As a result of the scientific and technological revolu
tion, the working class is achieving a new level of techni
cal and cultural maturity and acquiring new means for
enhancing the efficacy of its actions. As early as 1919,
Lenin wrote that the working class “economically domi
nates the center and nerve of the entire economic sys
tem of capitalism.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 30,
p. 274.) All the more is this true today, for the scientific
and technological revolution is bringing the main links
of capitalism’s economic system into closer interrela
tion, making it particularly sensitive to any derange
ment or breakdown. The working class and its mass
organizations today have unprecedented possibilities
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for compelling the masters of capitalist society to reckon
with the will of the working people.

The proletariat is today better prepared than ever for
carrying out its main role in abolishing the exploiting
system of capitalism and building the new, socialist
society It can rely on the experience of its long class
struggle with the bourgeoisie, and on the experience and
international position of existing socialism.

The tendencies in the development of the bourgeois
class, notably the bourgeoisie’s departure from direct
participation in production as a result of domination by
finance capital, are also being confirmed at the present
stage of capitalism’s development. These tendencies, as
Marxist-Leninist teachings revealed, are evidence of the
bourgeoisie’s redundancy in social production, but by no
means, as some imagine, of its disappearance as a class.

New horizons are opening up for consolidating and
developing the proletariat’s alliance with other social
strata opposed to monopoly rule, strata that include the
urban and rural petty bourgeoisie and the intelligentsia.

From the nineteenth century to our day, the history of
capitalism eloquently bears out the conclusions of Marx
ism-Leninism that the increasing ruin and socio-eco
nomic differentiation of the peasants are inevitable.
Modern capitalist agriculture witnesses the accelerated
ousting of small and medium farms en masse. Within a
period of only 20 years (1950-1970), 22 million peasants
and farmers—more than half the entire agricultural
population—were ruined in the developed capitalist
countries. The farmers are enmeshed by the same mo
nopolies, who buy their products and sell them at mo
nopoly prices, keeping them in financial bondage. The
socio-economic conditions of modern capitalism thereby
create new prerequisites for the alliance of the peasants
with the working class.

The early embryonic changes in the composition of
the middle strata, changes linked with the numerical
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growth of white-collar workers and the expansion of the
non-productive sphere, did not escape the attention of
the classics of Marxism-Leninism. They saw the duality,
the contradictory character of the socio-economic condi
tion of white-collar workers and intellectuals, keenly
noting the new tendencies that were drawing them
closer to the proletariat.

Life thus gives daily confirmation of the Marxist-
Leninist analysis of the substance and dynamics of the
development of the main classes of capitalist society.
The Marxist-Leninist approach provides the key to un
derstanding the latest changes in the social structure of
modern capitalism and the place occupied in that struc
ture by the working class.

It is more obvious today than ever that the working
class is increasingly influencing socio-political develop
ments in the capitalist part of the world. With all the
forces of anti-monopoly democracy drawing ever closer
to it, the working class is acquiring growing weight and
nfluence in society.

i The system of trade union, political, and other organi
sations of the working class has become a major socio
political force opposed to capital. Tens of millions of
workers are organized in trade unions, and millions are
members of workers’ parties. The efforts of the bour
geoisie to curtail or emasculate the trade union and
political rights of the working people are encountering
strong resistance from the working-class movement and
other democratic forces.

The development and deepening of the working-class
struggle under state-monopoly capitalism are seen in
the steady growth of the working-class strike move
ment. Experts estimate that in the industrialized cap
italist countries there were an annual average of 7,890
strikes in the prewar period of 1919-1939 and of 13,370
strikes from 1945 to 1960.

The 1970s have witnessed the highest level of the strike
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struggle. In only seven of the largest industrialized cap
italist countries (the USA, Britain, France, the FRG,
Italy, Japan, and Canada), the total number of strikers
was 23.2 million in 1971,21 million in 1972,27.2 million in
1973, nearly 29 million in 1974, 28.5 million in 1975, and
roughly 30 million in 1976.

The substantial growth of the strike struggle during
the latest economic crisis that hit the capitalist world in
the mid-seventies is particularly symptomatic. The
working class replied in a proletarian way to the at
tempts to shift the burden of the crisis to the shoulders of
the working people: it intensified its struggle against big
capital all along the line. This still further enhanced its
vanguard role in the struggle for the interests of the
working people, for the true interests of the nation.

A most prominent feature of the mass actions of th
working people, including the biggest strikes, is thei
more accentuated class, political, anti-capitalist orienta
tion. This means that the working masses in the capital
ist countries refuse to reconcile themselves to exploita
tion, the intensification of labor, unemployment, the
increasingly intolerable rising cost of living, the infla
tion, the new infringements on their economic and so
cial gains, and the attempts to curtail democratic rights
and freedoms. The workers not only defend postiions

i that they already hold but step up their offensive actions
sand make new demands that affect the very foundations
of capitalist property and power.

Another distinguishing feature of the mass actions of
necent years is the broad participation of various social
sttrata: intellectuals, white-collar workers, students,
srmall entrepreneurs, farmers, and pensioners.

A large proportion of the white-collar workers, par
ticularly of the largest categories such as teachers, peo-
nle employed in the distributive network, in service
ndiustries, and civil and municipal employees, are in-
’re»asingly feeling that their condition is similar to that
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of blue-collar workers, and are joining in the strike
struggle. It is now commonplace for junior and middle
engineering personnel to join in strikes.

One of the most significant and relatively new ele
ments of the struggle of the working people for their
economic interests is that, as this struggle mounts, it
increasingly leads to a direct clash between the working
people and the bourgeois state. The closer and more
direct link between economics and politics at the present
stage of state-monopoly capitalism is the mainspring of
the more serious political effects of the day-to-day eco
nomic struggle. Acute political crises and a direct strug
gle for power between monopoly reaction and the
democratic forces, led by the working class, erupt in
some countries. All this brings nearer the prospect of
capitalist society’s transformation along socialist lines as
charted by Marxism-Leninism.

Reality is striking crushing blows at the bourgeois-
'eformist and revisionist idea that the working class is
jeing “integrated” in the capitalist system, that it is
being “bourgeoisified,” and so forth.

Of course, modern mass production and the colossal
propaganda and advertising machine are giving the
bourgeoisie unparalleled means for shaping the re
quirements, habits, and tastes that the ruling classes
want people to have, for imposing bourgeois “values” on
the mass consciousness. But the social contradictions
that are piling up are tearing the fetters of intellectual,
ideological subordination with which the ruling circles
are endeavoring to shackle the working class, while the
unremitting, selfless ideological struggle waged by the
Communists is helping the working class to have a
better understanding of its condition and achieve suc
cess.

The major victories won in the struggle against reac
tion and fascism in some West European countries are
evidence of the growing role and influence of the work-
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ing class. Developments such as the downfall of the
fascist regimes in Portugal and Greece, and the abolition
of Francoism in Spain are the result, above all, of a
sustained struggle of the working class, of its ability to
come forward as the center of attraction for all the
democratic forces, as the mainstay of the powerful peo
ple’s coalitions that are formed in the struggle for de
mocracy and social progress. This is also borne out by the
experience of the working-class movement in Italy,
France, and many other countries, where the working
class has time and again compelled the forces of reaction
to beat a retreat, achieving important results in the
struggle for its vital rights and interests.

The working class is exercizing growing influence also
in international politics. In the capitalist countries, the
working-class and democratic movements are interven
ing actively in questions of international relations, de
manding the consolidation and deepening of detente,
countering the actions of the opponents of detente in the
camp of reaction and militarism, and insisting on an end
to the arms race.

The vanguard role of the working-class movement is
seen also in the fact that it is increasingly focussing
attention on problems on whose solution the destiny of
humanity depend: energy, environmental protection, a
just restructuring of economic relations with liberated
nations, and the drive against hunger and disease.

The working class is active in all major social move
ments in the capitalist world today. This is what gives
these movements stability, ensures their steady de
velopment, and determines their main orientation and
efficacy. At the 16th Congress of the Soviet Trade Unions
on March 21,1977, Leonid Brezhnev said: “Our time is a
time of the steady growth of the world-historic role of
the man of labor. Everywhere working people are
marching in the vanguard of the struggle for peace and
international security, for national liberation and social
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progress. They are taking into their hands the destiny of
civilization.” (L. I. Brezhnev, Speech at the 16th Con
gress of the Trade Unions of the USSR, Moscow, 1977, p.
22.)

Contemporary life thus razes to the ground the argu
ments of the “refuters” of the Marxist-Leninist teaching
on the classes of bourgeois society, on the role of the
working class and its great historic mission.
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6- The Marxist-Leninist
Attitude to the National
Liberation Movement

Since the victory of the October Revolution the na
tional liberation movement has become part and
parcel of the world revolutionary process. This vic

tory, and the possibility it opened for an alliance of the
national liberation mvement with world socialism, gave
that movement a new historical perspective. In turn, as
Lenin foresaw, the emergent upswing of the national
liberation movement, the involvement of more and
more peoples in the channel of this struggle, was one of
the international factors, (alongside the revolutionary
working-class movement in the developed capitalist
countries), that enabled the first socialist state to stand
firm against its encirclement by hostile imperialist
powers. History has vividly borne out Lenin’s words
that the socialist revolution “will not be solely, or
chiefly, a struggle of the revolutionary proletarians in
each country against their bourgeoisie—no, it will be a
struggle of all the imperialist-oppressed colonies and
countries, of all dependent countries, against interna
tional imperialism.”(V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol.
30, p. 159.)

The formation of the first socialist state, and then of a
system of socialist states, gave a powerful impetus to the
national liberation struggle. A considerable part of the
road forecast by Lenin has now been traversed by the
national liberation movement. More than 90 new inde-
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pendent states have appeared on the map of the world—
an impressive result of the downfall of imperialism’s
colonial system. The time is not distant when the last
hotbeds of colonialism and racism in the south of Africa
will be eradicated.

As Leonid Brezhnev noted: “The colonial system of
imperialism in its classical forms can, on the whole, be
regarded as having been dismantled.” (L. I. Brezhnev,
The Great October Revolution and Mankind’s Progress,
Moscow, 1977, p. 22.) This fact is assessed by the CPSU as
of epochal significance.

The place and role of the liberated nations in world
politics have undergone noteworthy changes. The for
merly enslaved nations have become independent sub
jects of history and are making a large contribution to
the struggle against imperialism, for peace and social
progress in the world.

A cardinal element of Lenin’s theory of imperialism is
his conclusion that the joint, simultaneous struggle of
the working class in the centers of the capitalist world
system (world system of oppression) and of the peoples
oppressed by imperialism (in its outlying regions) have
deep objective roots. The material preconditions for two
torrents of the world revolutionary process—the revolu
tionary struggle of the working people of capitalist coun
tries for social emancipation and the national liberation
struggle of the colonial and semi-colonial peoples—were
created in the bosom of the imperialist world system
precisely when capitalism entered its last, monopoly
stage. Gigantic socialization of production was acceler
ated in the industrialized capitalist countries, and capi
tal was exported and semi-colonies and capitalist
development in these regions encouraged. Lenin clearly
showed that imperialism had “reared” both these revo
lutionary torrents, objectively, despite its will and de
sire, tempering them and training its own future grave
diggers. "It is self-evident,” he wrote, “that final victory
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can be won only by the proletariat of all the advanced
countries of the world, and we, the Russians, are begin
ning the work which the British, French or German
proletariat will consolidate. But we see that they will not
be victorious without the aid of the working people of all
the oppressed colonial nations, first and foremost, of
Eastern nations.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected "Works, Vol. 30,
p. 162.) It is indicative that, after half a century, the latest
processes of “post-colonial” development have brought
many theorists and ideologues of the national liberation
struggle round to the same conclusions. Within several
decades, Lenin’s theory of imperialism, which the Com
munist movement in colonial and dependent countries
had adopted in the 1920s-1930s, became the highroad, as it
were, of evolution toward the scientific world outlook,
toward a scientific program of struggle by new genera
tions of revolutionaries and new schools of progressive
theoretical thought.

The strategy and tactics of the revolutionary struggle
against imperialism in its colonies and semi-colonies had
been profoundly and concretely worked out by Lenin
long before the first victorious anti-imperialist revolu
tions. Has the liberation movement from Cape Horn to
Suez and from South Africa to Vietnam not embodied
Lenin’s fundamental, and even, concrete propositions
that there were distinctions in the conditions of the
revolutionary struggle in the West and the East and that
the Communists should unfailingly take these distinc
tions into account; that Communist parties and a united
anti-imperialist front would inevitably be formed, each
in a specific way, in the Eastern countries; that non
capitalist development was possible; and that the al
liance between the anti-imperialist movement and
world socialism (represented at the time only by the
Soviet Republic) was an objective law of that move
ment? And is not all this eloquent evidence of the inter
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national (and not purely “Russian”) character of Lenin’s
revolutionary thought?

Lenin’s brilliant forecast that “in the impending deci
sive battles in the world revolution, the movement of
the majority of the population of the globe, initially
directed towards national liberation, will turn against
capitalism and imperialism” (V. I. Lenin, Collected
Works, Vol. 32, p. 482.) has been borne out entirely. The
people’s democratic revolutions in Asia, the birth of
socialist Cuba in the Western Hemisphere, and the adop
tion of the socialist orientation by a number of African
and Asian countries in the 1960s and the 1970s are histor
ical landmarks in the concrete realization of those very
same ideas of Lenin that in the early 1920s many people
believed were utopian and unrealizable. The experience
of the 1960s and the 1970s has strikingly confirmed
Lenin’s assumption that in formerly colonial countries
socialist society would be built in ways differing from
those of advanced capitalist states, and that the interac
tion between politics and economics in that part of the
vorld would have specific features of its own.
Moreover, developments bore out Lenin’s forecast of

he difficulties that would inevitably arise, and actually
did arise, chiefly as a result of the fierce resistance of
imperialism and internal reaction. The processes, by
which the positions of the liberated nations are consoli
dated in the anti-imperialist struggle and new societies
are formed today, do not follow a straight path. In these
processes one clearly discerns zigzags and, sometimes,
even a reversal; they encounter considerable diffi
culties. But this is quite natural for processes of this scale
and complexity and by no means belittle their historic
significance.

In showing the way to solve the national-colonial
question, Lenin took as his point of departure the as
sumption that the national liberation movement would
enter a qualitatively new phase with the attainment of 
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political independence. Today we clearly see that the
tasks of economic and social emancipation are receiving
prominence in the liberated countries. These are tasks
of immense complexity: the age-old economic back
wardness must be surmounted, the bitter heritage of the
colonial past must be eradicated, and the archaic social
patterns must be restructured in an acute struggle
against imperialism and local reaction. By means of
levers—the export of capital, price and currency rate
manipulation, and the pressure of multinational corpo
rations and international finance organizations—impe
rialism is endeavoring to secure the dependent status of
liberated countries, to perpetuate their backwardness.
Imperialism sows discord between liberated nations,
seeks to inflate contradictions rooted in the past and
provoke fratricidal military collisions, that in many
cases, lead to colossal loss of life (as happened in Pakistan
and Nigeria) and to the destruction of productive forces
(for instance, in Ethiopia).

The struggle over the ways for further development is
growing increasingly acute. It is closely linked with the
intensifying social stratification. The crystallizing orien
tation in the development of the young nations is leading
to a change in the correlation between the national and
social factors in the liberation struggle, to the aggrava
tion of class collisions and their escalation to conflicts on
a national scale. The national, anti-imperialist, and anti
colonial orientation of development has not lost its prim
ary significance, but the class struggle is increasingly
becoming a key factor for the fulfillment of national
liberation tasks as well.

A growing gravitation toward the socialist option is to
be observed in some regions on the part of progressives
and the mass of the working people. More and more
countries are adopting the socialist orientation and em
barking upon the building of a new economy, without
the domination of foreign and local capital. Revolution
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ary-democratic forces oriented on a socialist future have
consolidated their positions in a number of countries.
Some revolutionary-democratic parties (for instance, in
the People’s Republic of Angola, the People’s Republic of
Congo, and the People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen)
have proclaimed Marxism-Leninism as their ideological
and political foundation. The tendency of advanced con
tingents of the national liberation movement to adopt
scientific socialism is becoming increasingly more clear-
cut. This creates additional conditions for the gradual
transition to socialist transformations by a number of
nations that grew out of this movement.

At the same time, when some contingents of revolu
tionary democrats meet with unusual difficulties at
steep turns of history they do not always find the needed
solution, and sometimes even suffer defeat. But, on the
whole, developments have confirmed that, as Marxist-
Leninist science foretold, the socialist orientation
springs naturally from the objective conditions and
practice of the liberation struggle of the peoples of Asia
and Africa.

Cooperation between the new nation-states and world
socialism on the basis of equality and mutual benefit is of
immense significance. Parallel with the further expan
sion of bilateral relations, which foster the moderniza
tion of the economy of these states and help them to
promote social progress, an ever larger role is currently
played by their cooperation with the socialist countries.
They are cooperating in efforts to achieve a radical
restructuring of the entire system of world economic
relations, in the struggle to put an end to the exploitation
of the liberted states by international imperialism, par
ticularly by the multinational corporations, and in the
struggle for world peace and security, against the all-out
efforts of the imperialists to form military alliances and
the various regional “mini-blocs,” with the participation
of developing nations.
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One of the main, principal features of the struggle 01

liberated nations for economic independence is the pre
sent shift of the accent to collective actions. The Marxists
have always maintained that despite the contradictions
between individual imperialist states and monopolies,
they are united by common, basic, mercenary interests
and, in the final analysis, are a collective exploiter rela
tive to the developing nations. In order to overcome this
international force, it must be opposed by the concerted
and concentrated efforts of all anti-imperialist forces.
This is today appreciated by the broadest segments of
public opinion in the developing nations.

True, the social differentiation in the former colonial
and dependent world is making itself increasingly felt at
inter-state level, generating contradictions and conflicts
that painfully affect the joint actions against imperial
ism. The spread of capitalist relations, and the growth of
exploiting classes in some liberated nations, are giving
even generally progressive processes certain contradic
tory features. It is unquestionable, however, that on the
whole, imperialism and internal reaction in some Af
rican and Asian countries are failing in their attempts to
blunt the anti-imperialist edge of the mass movements
of the peoples of these continents.

Lenin had noted time and again that there would be a
great diversity in the imminent developments in the
East, that unexpected turns would be inevitable. It is
plain to see how correct Lenin was in this part of his
analysis as well. Over the past twenty years, congresses
of the CPSU, international and regional conferences of
Communist and Workers’ parties, and the congresses
and documents of Communist parties of a number of
Asian and African countries, have specified and en
larged upon many notions about the laws and ways of
the national liberation movement. However, it is char
acteristic that this development of theoretical notions
about an objective process, which becomes vital as a 
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result of the appearance of new factors and their impact
on public opinion, invariably takes place on the basis of
fundamental Leninist propositions.

The swift march of events in that part of the world
raises more and more new urgent problems. As the
national liberation movement becomes stronger, more
massive and more united, imperialism, in its turn, im
proves and diversifies its methods of fighting it, seeking
to utilize the complex processes taking place in the
liberated countries and the strengthening of capital
ism’s positions in some of these countries. The role
played by the developing nations in world affairs is
growing. Most of them are becoming active participants
in the worldwide anti-imperialist struggle, helping to
change the alignment of forces further in favor of peace,
socialism, and democracy. Some, however, temporarily
become a reserve of imperialism, voluntarily undertak
ing police functions to suppress liberation movements
and block progressive social tendencies. All this makes it
vital that the Marxists-Leninists should study and as
similate Lenin’s theory more profoundly, and cou
rageously utilize and creatively develop it in accordance
with the present situation. ,

92



7- Marxism-Leninism on
the General and Particular
in the Revolutionary Process

This is a rich subject. Dozens of books and an incal
culable number of articles have been written about
it. It is the object of sharp ideological controversy. It

is deliberated, and sometimes causes dispute, in the
revolutionary movement. We do not intend to cover all
the aspects of this extensive topic. We will only set out
certain thoughts related to the question formulated in
the heading.

Marxism-Leninism is far removed from the notion
that the concrete ways of revolutionary struggle for
socialism, or the concrete forms of building socialism,
follow a uniform pattern. Having begun the transition to
socialism on a world scale, the October Revolution has,
in many respects, cast the cardinal points of the theory of
the world revolutionary process in a new light. Marx
ism-Leninism is developing in step with historical prac
tice, absorbing the ever more diverse experience of
nations fighting for social and national liberation.

When Lenin said that “the future world revolution
will erect its socialist edifice” (V. I. Lenin, Collected
Works, Vol. 27, p. 413.) on the experience of the October
Revolution, and that “certain fundamental features of
our revolution have a significance that is not local, or
peculiarly national, or Russian alone, but interna
tional,” (Ibid., Vol. 31, p. 21.) he meant that the October
Revolution had been the first to set in motion the uni
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versally relevant fundamental laws of socialist revolu
tion and of building socialism, laws discovered by Marx
ist science. But nobody was ever a more convinced and
fervent opponent than Lenin of underestimating, let
alone ignoring, national peculiarities, objective distinc
tions, and concrete historical conditions in transforming
the life of individual nations along socialist and com
munist lines. Lenin warned that this led inescapably to
stereotype, dogmatism, and sectarianism, and urged ap
plication of “the general and basic principles of commu
nism to the specific relations between classes and
parties, to the specific features in the objective develop
ment toward communism, which are different in each
country.” (Ibid., p. 89.) He emphasized that every Com
munist party must chart its strategy and tactics inde
pendently. When the Marxist party in Russia was only
taking shape he wrote that “independent elaboration of
Marx’s theory is especially essential for Russian social
ists; for this theory provides only general guiding princi
ples, which, in particular, are applied in England
differently than in France, in France differently than in
Germany, and in Germany differently than in Russia.”
(Ibid., Vol. 4, p. 212.)

The history of the socialist world system has borne out
.he Marxist-Leninist teaching on the general and par-
;icular—the common pattern of building the new so
ciety and the diversity of its concrete forms in groups of
similar countries and in separate states. Furthering the
common internationalist task on the basis of objective
laws, each country, as Lenin had foretold, contributed
“something of its own to some form of democracy, to
some variety of the dictatorship of the proletariat, to the
varying rate of socialist transformations in the different
aspects of social life." (Ibid., Vol. 23, pp. 69-70.)

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union has never
imposed its “model" of revolution and socialist recon
struction on others, either directly or indirectly. No
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honest and informed Communist and no conscientious
researcher will fail to attest to the truth of this. But there
are those who contrast the ideas now being worked out
by fraternal parties in their active search of the most
fruitful ways of struggle for democracy and socialism in
their countries to the positions of the Soviet Communist
Party. They hint, and even assert, that our Party is
opposed to this search and to the ideas on which it is
concentrated. It is worth looking into this.

What, in effect, are the ideas referred to? Here, in
general terms, are the most important and fundamental
ones of those that appeared in the postwar period:

• the added significance of the alignment of world
forces for the revolutionary liberation struggle in every
country;

• the relation between peaceful coexistence and the
class struggle;

• the relevance of defending bourgeois-democratic
freedoms, and the inseparable link between the struggle
for democracy and the struggle for socialism in the
conditions of modern capitalism;

• the greater chances for the revolution to be rela
tively peaceful in the new situation which took shape in
the fifties and to come about without an armed uprising
or civil war, involving the use of all forms of struggle for
the victory of socialism, depending on the concrete con
ditions;

• the importance and necessity of forming broad al
liances of all anti-monopoly forces, of all sound and
viable social strata of the nation, with the working class
at the head, both in the everyday struggle and in secur
ing the ultimate goals of the revolutionary movement;

• united action and, in certain conditions, cooperation
and alliance with the socialist and social-democratic
parties and other democratic organizations in the strug
gle for peace, social progress, and for socialism;

• unity of the trade union movement;
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• absence of fatalistic inevitability of another world

war and the bearing of the peace movement on social
progress, and the success of the class struggle of the mass
of working people.

These are the fundamental ideas. And to be true to the
facts we must note that the CPSU was among the first to
advance them. It was the first, in fact, to put them up for
discussion before the world Communist movement,
whereupon they were further elaborated and became
integrated in the public mind and in the social practice of
our time. We want especially to stress that these new
ideas were advanced by a Party that has always been
and ever will be faithful to Marxism-Leninism, and sees
its duty in defending it against any and all infringe
ments. Furthering the prestige and heightening the
vanguard role of the Communist movement, the CPSU
promotes a creative approach to theory and comradely
comparison of views within the framework of Commun
ist principles.

At the festivities on the 60th anniversary of the Great
October Socialist Revolution, the CPSU has through its
General Secretary, that outstanding Marxist-Leninist
Comrade L. I. Brezhnev, expressed its principled atti
tude to the creative activity of fraternal parties in a spirit
of unshakeable fidelity to Marxism-Leninism. “What
ever routes are chosen,” Comrade Brezhnev said, “the
ultimate mission of the Communists is to lead the mas
ses to the principal goal, to socialism. The experience of
the struggle for the victory of the October Revolution
showed that changes of tactics, compromises in order to
win new allies, are quite possible in revolutionary prac
tice. But we are also convinced of something else: under
no circumstances may principles be sacrificed for the
sake of a tactical advantage.”(L. I. Brezhnev, The Great
October Revolution and Mankind’s Progress, p. 25.)

Of this we now want to remind those who, leaning in
effect on ideas that were first advanced by the CPSU, are
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looking for original approaches to the struggle for social
ism in the conditions of present-day capitalism, and who
sometimes tend to distort the position of the CPSU and
its theoretical views in the Communist movement.

This reminder is also in order because no theoretical
conclusion can be fruitful if tainted by anti-Sovietism or
drawn in opposition to existing socialism, the main
stream of the world revolutionary process, and not to the
capitalist system. The most revolutionary-sounding
conceptions lead into the dead-end of reformism and
opportunism if they contradict the principles of interna
tionalism and are built on negation, not to say defama
tion, of past revolutionary experience—especially of
victorious revolutionary experience. They are pregnant
with setbacks for the working class. Of this we are
deeply convinced.

The CPSU does not impose conclusions drawn from its
rich experience or the international experience of mod
ern socialism on anyone. But the living facts and the
revolutionary movement reaffirm the existence, in
whatever country, of fundamental and inalienable fea
tures of socialist revolution and socialist construction. In
concise theoretical terms our Party has defined these
features as follows: effective political power of the work
ing class acting in alliance with all other working people;
use of this power to eliminate the socio-economic domi
nation of capitalists and other exploiters; the rallying
and organizing role of the working class and its Com
munist vanguard in uniting the mass of the working
people to build socialism; defense of the revolution by
the people’s government against inevitable attacks of
the class adversary. These, we hold, are the most com
mon regularities of the passage from capitalism to social
ism. Clearly, this Marxist-Leninist approach has
nothing in common with the doctrinaire interpretation
of these features as an immutable set of universally
obligatory “rules" valid in all cases and circumstances.
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The experience of international social democracy and

the failure of reformist programs to reconstruct the
capitalist system are negative, “converse” proof of the
objective nature of these regularities. Having aban
doned revolutionary theory and the revolutionary strat
egy of the struggle for socialism, social democracy has
failed to build socialism anywhere, though in many
countries social-democratic parties have been in power
for many years, some even for decades. And when not in
power, they often have large factions in parliament,
enabling them to influence the activity of governments.
Yet in no country has the policy of the Social Democrats
led to true power of the working class and its allies. In no
country has it created a realistic socialist perspective. In
no country has it ended monopoly rule. Social Demo
crats joined and quit governments, sometimes won con
cessions from capitalists, but the pillars of capitalism
remained intact. More, in critical situations, (as in the
early years after the October Revolution and again after
the Second World War), they repeatedly helped capital
ism to withstand the revolutionary onslaught of the
masses.

The experience of international social democracy
shows, in effect, that abdication of Marxism is abdication
of revolution and revolutionary reconstruction of so
ciety. The reformist social democratic guidelines do not
show the way to socialism. Those who follow them only
revive the odious Bernsteinian principle, “movement is
everything, the end goal nothing.” The only way to win
socialism is to follow the principles of Marxism-Leni
nism, the laws of social development it has discovered,
and to take the path of class struggle. Those are the true
guidelines in the fight for the socialist future.

While ruling out any ideological rapprochement be
tween scientific communism and the reformism of the
Social Democrats, while repulsing all elements of anti
communism in their policy, the CPSU is steadily work-
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ing for joint action with socialist and social democratic
parties in the fight for international security, for brid
ling the arms race, and against fascism, racism, and
colonialism.

The common regularities of revolutionary struggle
are the objective foundation of the international soli
darity of the working class and all streams of the libera
tion movement. This solidarity is one of the fundamen
tal principles of the revolutionary theory of Marx, En
gels and Lenin. Fidelity to Marxism-Leninism naturally
implies fidelity to proletarian internationalism. Fidelity
to internationalism has invariably yielded major victo
ries, while departures from it led to grave defeats. Suf
fice it to recall the collapse of the Second International
when its leaders espoused social-chauvinism at the time
of the First World War, an imperialist war.

Soviet Communists, faithful to Lenin’s international
ist tradition, never fail to display solidarity with their
comrades in capitalist countries, expressing their sup
port to them and wishing them success in the fight for
the interests of the working class and all other working
people. Conversely, the internationalism of our class
brothers abroad, their solidarity with the successes of
existing socialism, stimulate Soviet people in their work
and political activity, help resolve the tasks facing social
ist society, and are for us a source of support.

Like all other elements of Marxism-Leninism, the
concept of internationalism has grown richer with the
march of history. The October Revolution filled it with
new important content. The emergence of the socialist
world system enriched its forms still more, and deep
ened the content of internationalist solidarity. It ac
quired a new form, that of socialist internationalism,
which is proletarian internationalism as practised and
developed in relations between sovereign socialist
states. It hardly needs proving that the CPSU has never
opposed this form of internationalist solidarity to any
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other of its forms, that it has never created any “hier
archy” of forms, and does not divide them into “higher"
and "lower.”

Following the collapse of the colonial system and the
emergence of many dozens of anti-imperialist and so
cialist-oriented states, the principles of internationalism
have found use in the socialist countries’ diverse rela
tions with this new active force of world politics and
social progress. The International Meeting of Commun
ist and Workers’ Parties of 1969 produced an effective
formula of the present-day content of internationalism:
“Peoples of the socialist countries, workers, democratic
forces in the capitalist countries, newly liberated peo
ples and those who are oppressed, unite in a common
struggle against imperialism, for peace, national libera
tion, social progress, democracy and socialism!” (Inter
national Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties,
Moscow 1969, Prague, 1969, p. 39.)

It is sometimes said that the term “proletarian" is no
longer valid for the “broad," “new” concept of interna
tionalism. But in the days of Marx and Engels, too, the
erm did not exclusively apply to solidarity of pro-
etarians. In due course, solidarity movements involved

ever broader masses of people belonging to different
social strata. This does not mean, however, that interna
tionalism has lost its proletarian character. It simply
means that its class content has grown still richer. The
growing number of supporters of international soli
darity shows that the proletariat is making good head
way in its world-historical mission of uniting, on a
common platform, all those who can fight for peace,
democracy, the freedom of nations, and for socialism.

The term “proletarian internationalism" is not out
dated. Today, too, it rightly defines the origin and class
foundation of internationalism, and identifies its main
and most consistent practitioner. The working class
unites all working people on its ideas in their struggle
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against exploiters and oppressors. There is no more
sense in abandoning this term, which demonstrates the
revolutionaries’ loyalty to tradition, than to change the
famous slogan, “Proletarians of All Countries, Unite!"
for the simple reason, say, that proletarians no longer
exist in socialist countries, and that the working class is
the leading socio-political force of the new society.

There are those who insist that the principle of pro
letarian internationalism should be radically revised
because, they say, the relation between the interna
tional and national in the general development of man
kind has changed, and “priority” now belongs to the
national. In fact, however, there are no grounds for
opposing the national to the international.

Certainly, the growth of Communist parties into a
substantial political force is adding visibly to their gen
eral national tasks. In a way, it is also changing the
nature of these tasks. Some Communist parties have
gained so much influence in their countries, that no
basic national problem can be settled without reckoning
with their opinion. Communists strive to provide an
swers to all the essential socio-economic and political
problems of their nation. Addressing the broad mass of
the people in their countries, rallying them to fight
against reaction, they rightly emphasize national needs
and interests.

The growing significance of the problems of national
independence and sovereignty—and this also in the con
ditions of developed capitalism—adds weight to the pa
triotic demands of Communists. It heightens their role
as the most consistent and staunch fighters for the true
interests of the nation, and as the unifying force in the
battle of all progressives for a democratic way out of the
impasse into which monopoly rule has driven society.
Communists are the initiators and the main force in the
struggle against foreign imperialist pressure on their
countries, against the danger presented to their coun-
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tries by all kinds of supranational monopoly combina
tions and organizations.

All this is as it should be. But if each of these processes
is divorced from the general course of history, if it is
raised to an absolute, this one-sided approach may lead
to the wrong conclusion that the role of internationalism
has all but dwindled to nought. If, on the other hand, the
facts are taken comprehensively, as required by Marx
ism-Leninism, it will be easily seen that the practical
significance of the internationalist solidarity of Com
munists and all other progressive forces has increased—
and this also in dealing with national problems. The link
of the national and international in the Communist
movement and in revolutionary practice has grown still
deeper and still more indispensable. Solution of national
and patriotic problems in a democratic and socialist
spirit depends to a tremendous degree on the interna
tional support of the anti-imperialist forces. There has
never been, and much less can there be today, any
antagonistic contradiction between the national inter
ests of a people, of a Communist party, and the interna
tional interests of the world revolutionary movement.
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8- The Integrity of
the Marxist-Leninist Teaching

Among the chief subversive ploys used against
Marxism-Leninism is that of dividing the indivisi
ble—of splitting this single and organically inte

gral teaching, contrasting Marx to Lenin and Marxism to
Leninism. The question of Leninism’s place in history,
of the integrity of Marxist-Leninist theory, is a highly
topical one. It has become one of the main ideological
points of contention between the global forces of imperi
alism and reaction, on the one hand, and the forces of
socialism, democracy and progress, on the other. It has
also resurfaced in discussions within the Communist
movement.

To confine the historical significance and effective
ness of Leninism to the period immediately preceding
the October Revolution and the early years of the post
October era, to limit it “geopolitically” as something
“purely Russian," (or applicable exclusively to countries
ata low level of capitalist development)—this, briefly, is
now one of the most widespread angles of attack on
Leninism. It is also the usual argument of those who
negate the integrity of the Marxist-Leninist teaching.

But what are the facts?
Marxism, as an ideology, is the scientific theoretical

expression of the vital interests of the working class. It
came into being and is developing today as a generaliza
tion of the revolutionary practice of the working-class
movement. By this token, the periods in the develop
ment of the Marxist teaching should be based on distinc-
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tions between essential stages in the history of the revo
lutionary working-class movement, which enriched
Marxism with new experience. In broad terms, there
are two main stages—one referring to the era of pre
monopoly capitalism, the lifetime of Marx and Engels,
when the capitalist system was still on the upgrade and
the working class still only taking shape as a revolution
ary force, and the other to the era inseverably linked
with the activity of Vladimir Lenin, that is, the era of the
rise and decline of imperialism, the general crisis of
capitalism, and the revolutionary transition to social
ism.

It is from the distinctions of historical epochs that the
Leninist teaching derives its specific qualities and its
continuity with Marx’s teaching. In basic principle and
content they form one internationalist doctrine. But
Leninism has absorbed the new historical experience
and deals with the main problems of the revolutionary
transition to socialism. It answers vital questions arising
in the struggle of the working class and its allies in the
present epoch. Scientific communism organically en
compasses Lenin’s works, which reflect the rich experi
ence of revolutionary struggle and of building a new
society in the epoch of transition from capitalism to
socialism.

Leninism is often attacked under cover of appeals for
the creative development of Marxism, a break with
dogmatism. But if it were denied that Lenin, the great
Marxist of the twentieth century, has brought Marxism
up to date in line with the experience and needs of the
revolutionary struggle in the era of imperialism and
proletarian social revolution, the era of building social
ism and communism, the inevitable conclusion would
be that the Marxian teaching is a set of ossified proposi
tions, and that the historical period of great revolution
ary battles and the emergence of a new social system had
yielded no new theoretical principles and discoveries. It 
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would then follow that the Marxists of today should
analyze the present trends of social development on
principles that reflect the conditions of the nineteenth
century, giving a wide berth to the new Leninist ideas
summing up the deep-going revolutionary changes of
our century.

Without Lenin and Leninism it is impossible to ap
prehend the events and regularities of our time from the
standpoint of scientific socialism. Marxism derives its
power and creative character not from a capacity to
provide instant, final and conclusive answers to all ques
tions that arise or will arise. Marx and Engles objected to
this dogmatic understanding of Marxism. Its power and
creative character derive from the fact that its develop
ment is based on, and keeps pace with, the practice of
society. 

R Leninism is not simply a theory. For more than sixty
years it has been the banner of staggering revolutionary
transformations that have by now spread to a whole
group of countries and radically changed the face of the
world. Those who deny Leninism’s universality also
deny the universal nature of the regularities of the
revolutionary process of transition from capitalism to
socialism that began with the Great October Socialist
Revolution, and is continuing to this day.

The present epoch is highlighted by the fact that,
following socialist revolutions, a whole group of coun
tries has built socialism—a society devoid of exploitation
of man by man. The Soviet Union, which embarked on
this road during the lifetime and under the guidance of
Lenin, has arrived at the stage of developed socialist
society. Socialism’s basic principles as a social system
were defined in the works of Marx and Engels. But being
scientists they avoided fantasy in matters where social
practice had not yet provided tangible material. It was
Lenin who elaborated the theory of building socialist
society and studied the pattern of its operation and
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development. For he stood at the source of existing
socialism. Thereupon, Lenin’s theory was creatively
advanced and continues to be advanced by the CPSU
and the Marxist-Leninist parties of other socialist states.

Impelled by the socio-economic progress of existing
socialism, the progressive change in the relation of
world forces in socialism’s favor, and the onslaught of
the national liberation movement and the class struggle
of the working people headed by the working class,
conditions have changed greatly in capitalist countries
as well. But, though shaken to their foundations, the
pillars of the capitalist system, reigning in that part of
the world whence we hear the voices of the abjurers of
Leninism, have not yet collapsed or changed their na
ture:

- power belongs to capitalist monopolies and is con
trolled by their representatives;

- property in the decisive means of production is
concentrated in a relatively small upper crust—the in
dustrial and financial oligarchy;

- the working class and other sections of the working
people are exploited and politically suppressed, and are
locked in arduous battle for their rights and interests;

- imperialism has not changed its aggressive, militar
ist essence; preparations for new wars are in motion
under pressure of its most reactionary forces; the arms
race is being intensified.

In short, the main features and contradictions of cap
italist society as it shaped itself in the imperialist era
have not merely survived but are growing deeper and
more acute.

The practice of our time, that of the world revolution
ary movement, shows, therefore, that Marxism is cor
rect and effective. It is not a set of formulas but a living
and developing teaching, organically linked to life. This
was how Lenin approached it. Revolutionary theory, he
said, “is not a dogma, but assumes final shape only in
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close connection with the practical activity of a truly
mass and truly revolutionary movement.” (V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. 31, p. 25.) The development of
society and the massive revolutionary movement of the
twentieth century required that the principles of Marx
ism should be enriched and made more concrete, with
Marxism rising to a qualitatively new level.

As for the attempts to portray Leninism as a “purely
Russian” thing, thus minimizing its international rele
vance, there is no denying the fact that Russia was
Lenin’s main field of operation. But being a Marxist,
Lenin was a consistent internationalist and studied Rus
sia’s problems in the context of world history, and the
working-class movement in Russia as part of the inter
national working-class and revolutionary movement.

Lenin accumulated and summed up the experience of
the entire international working-class and revolution
ary movement. He was its active participant from the
word go. Those who say that Lenin’s direct participation
in the West European revolutionary movement was
confined to a relatively short period after the October
Revolution, are mistaken. He was active in the Second
International and in its congresses before the First
World War. He took the lead in combating imperialist
war and showed the working-class and revolutionary
movement how to end the slughter, and how to trans
form society on revolutionary lines. He worked hard
throughout the war to unite the internationalist ele
ments of West European social democracy participating
in the Zimmerwald movement. In the period after the
October Revolution he was much more than a mere
participant in the West European revolutionary move
ment; he was the founder of the Third, Communist
International, and worked out the essential principles of
the strategy and tactics of the world Communist move
ment. Many of his works and speeches directly refer to
revolutionary struggles in different countries. He drew 
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on their experience for everything that could be used in
the highly diverse activity of his own Party, and that
could further the victory of the revolution in Russia.

Lenin approached the problems of the revolutionary
movement from an internationalist angle, making a
close study of the economics and politics of developed
capitalist states, as well as of colonies semi-colonies, and
dependent countries. Marx and Engels, as we know,
began working on their theory in Western Europe. And
in the beginning, notably during the revolutionary
events of 1848, assessments on a European scale pre
dominated in their theoretical views and predictions.
Later, they probed deeper and deeper into the world
wide economic and political ties created by capitalism,
showing their meaning and significance. Lenin, on the
other hand, relied, from the beginning, on the sum of the
achievements of the international teaching of Marx and
Engels and their criteria of proletarian internationalism
in theory and practice. Leninism’s main conclusions are
oriented not on Russia alone, but also on the entire new
historical epoch, the new stage of society’s development
in the twentieth century. This is amply illustrated by his
work, Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism,
which sets forth the fundamental propositions of
Lenin’s theory of imperialism and his theory of socialist
revolution, showing that the objective material condi
tions are ripe for passage from capitalism to socialism.

Leninism’s deep study of world economy and imperi
alist policy, and its generalization of the international
experience of the working-class and national liberation
movement, make it an essentially international teach
ing. This applies not only to the theory of imperialism
and the theory of revolution, but also to Lenin’s teaching
on the proletarian party of a new type, the hegemony of
the working class in the revolutionary movement, the
theory and strategy of broad class alliances of the work
ing class, and to Lenin’s other important concepts. In 
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this respect, Leninism is the direct successor of the
theory of Marx and Engels. It is an international teach
ing, and is not designed to apply exclusively to some
specific region (highly developed or underdeveloped
countries); it shows the general laws of the development
of capitalism as a system, the common pattern of the
passage from capitalism to socialism, and the reg
ularities of socialist revolution and the building of social
ism.

Many of Lenin’s utterances, as those of Marx and
Engels, reflect specific conditions in time and place. This
is wholly understandable. Marxist-Leninist theory does
not exist in a vacuum. It develops in the thick of concrete
historical practice. Universal laws of social development
always operate in a specific, concrete form. This was also
the case in the conditions of Russia of the first quarter of
the twentieth century. None other than Lenin called
attention to those specific features of the Russian experi
ence that lacked universal relevance. And he warned
Communists of other countries not to copy them.

We will also find in Lenin’s works a detailed analysis of
the uniquely peculiar features of Russia. It would be
dogmatic and wrong to raise them to an absolute. But
that is not the point in hand. Referring to Russia as a
country with a “low level of capitalist development,”
some people question the relevance of the Russian expe
rience—at least for the highly developed capitalist coun
tries.

To begin with, it is not right to put Russia among the
countries with a low level of capitalist development. As
Lenin noted, it belonged among the countries with a
medium level of capitalist development. But in Russia
capitalism had already reached the imperialist stage.
Russia was at the dividing line between developed impe
rialist states and economically backward colonies and
semi-colonies. It was the focus of all the main contradic
tions of the capitalist world system. The historical expe-
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rience of the October Revolution and the building of
socialism in the USSR showed the common features of
the revolutionary passage from capitalism to socialism
relevant for all countries. It was these features that
became the content of the universal truths of Leninism
in theory and policy.

The attempts at reducing Leninism to a specifically
Russian revolutionary theory and practice are tanta
mount to a rejection of the essence of Marxist-Leninist
theory and the universal laws and scientific principles it
has established. Marxist science determined the univer
sal laws of the historical process and the common pat
tern of inception, development and fall of the still
existing, real capitalist society. The imperialist stage of
capitalist development is no less real in most of the West
European countries. And it was Lenin who discovered
the specific features and laws of state-monopoly capital
ism.

This does not mean, of course, that by learning the
principles of Marxism-Leninism one gets ready answers
to all questions the development of society and revolu
tionary struggle may pose in any country. Principles of
theory and policy are guidelines for concrete analysis of
concrete situations, for the search of solutions to the
countless problems assailing Marxists in every coun
try—and this always in a special and specific form.
“Fundamental revolutionary principles,” Lenin said on
this score, “must be adapted to the specific conditions in
the various countries.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works,
Vol. 32, p. 465.)

Certainly, many of Lenin’s propositions, formulated
for the initial period of the current transitional era, have
got to be creatively conceptualized through analysis of
the new historical setting and the new opportunities of
revolutionary struggle. But is through creative develop
ment of Leninism, not its rejection, that these opportun
ities must be mastered in theory and politics. Lenin’s 
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greatness as revolutionary theorist and strategist de
rives from the fact that, at the dawn of the present
epoch, studying the tangle of complex contemporary
events, he put his finger on leading trends of history that
have come fully into their own in our time. For the
Communists of today, therefore, Leninist theory and
policy remain a valid method of revolutionary thought
and action. This was magnificently registered in its
address on the centenary of the birth of Vladimir Ilyich
Lenin by the International Meeting of Communist and
Workers’ Parties of 1969: “Communists regard it as their
task firmly to uphold the revolutionary principles of
Marxism-Leninism and proletarian internationalism in
the struggle against all enemies, steadfastly to make
them a living reality, constantly to develop Marxist-
Leninist theory and enrich it on the basis of present
experience of waging the class struggle and building
socialist society. Communists will always be true to the
creative spirit of Leninism.” (International Meeting of
Communist and ’Workers’ Parties, Moscow 1969, p. 41.)

The CPSU stands for a creative approach to the works
of Marx and Engels, and for creative conceptualization
of the highly varied practice of our time. If the theoreti
cal search of the fraternal parties is to be fruitful, it must
center on further development of the principles of Leni
nism as the Marxism of our time. These principles have
stood the test of time and practice. They have been the
basis for gigantic revolutionary transformations. And,
as history has shown time and again, rejection of this
heritage is fraught with the gravest of consequences for
the future of the revolutionary movement.
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9- Why Marxism-Leninism Has
Not Grown Old and Never Will

The question of whether Marxism-Leninism is vi
tally relevant and significant in our time, whether
it is “outdated” (as some would have us believe), is

no academic question. Apart from being an object of
theoretical debate, it has a direct bearing on the practice
of the working-class. Communist, and national libera
tion movements, on their present problems, on defense
of the interests of the working class and other working
people, and on the struggle for peace and socialism.
Scientific socialism, Marxism-Leninism, is the only
basis on which the present deep crisis of capitalist so
ciety can be analyzed, and the ways out of the impasse
into which imperialism and its ruling element has driv
en its countries, can be determined. It is only on the basis
of Marxism-Leninism and the vast experience of its use
in practice, taking into account what has been done and
accomplished, that the socialist countries can chart their
further development and gradual passage to commu
nism.

Those who maintain that Marxism-Leninism is “out
dated” and that the fundamental ideas of Marx, Engels
and Lenin are “incompetent” may be asked: whose
teaching is it that provided and continues to provide
solutions to all the agonzing problems facing millions
upon millions of people in the capitalist world? These
problems figure unfailingly in the activity of the Com
munist and revolutionary movement.

Why are capitalist countries continuously gripped by
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economic crises, why do the poor there grow poorer and
the rich grow richer, why is there unemployment, with
millions of people deprived of jobs? Why is ruin the lot of
millions of farmers? What are the causes of the first and
second world wars? Why are militarization and the arms
race being intensified in capitalist countries, and prepa
rations are under way for new wars?

No bourgeois or petty-bourgeois theory has been able
to answer these vital and burning questions. Marxism-
Leninism, collectively developed and enriched by the
fraternal Communist parties, is the only teaching that
gives substantiated scientific answers to these and other
problems of our time, and also shows the ways and
means of resolving them.

Marxism-Leninism derives its vitality and force pri
marily from the essence of its scientific method of know
ing and transforming the world. This method enables it
to absorb the new experience of humanity, the new facts
of science and practice, and to develop theory in keeping
with changes in the surrounding world.

The Marxist-Leninist scientific method presupposes
analysis of the life of society in motion, disclosing the
latest trends of development and recording objective
phenomena and processes in close, even organic, con
nection with the socio-political practice of the working
class. Its point of departure is that transition from cap
italism to socialism and communism on a world scale is
the leading trend of the historical process, and it pre
scribes thorough study of the historically concrete ways
of social development, and of the means of activity of the
foremost social forces fighting for this historical per
spective.

The Marxist-Leninist method presupposes a class ap
proach to all phenomena and processes in the life of
society. It proceeds from the fact that passage from
capitalism to socialism can result only from struggle of
the working class and its allies against capitalism under
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the motivated guidance of the Communist party, from
revolutionary transformation of society under the lead
ership of the working class. As Marxism-Leninism sees
it, the concrete forms of all these processes are highly
diverse. They may be altered or renewed, depending on
the historical conditions, but invariably presuppose con
sistent revolutionary struggle and leadership of the
working class in reconstructing society. It is from this
class angle that Marxism-Leninism assesses all concrete
social arrangements, the programs and activity of par
ties and socio-political movements, ideological currents,
and the character of political alliances and coalitions.

The Marxist-Leninist method is essentially an inter
nationalist method. It proceeds from the objective fact
that there is an international working class and that
there are united imperialist forces, and therefore main
tains that the interests of the working class and all other
anti-imperialist forces are international, and that these
forces must act in common within the frame of the
single, objectively-conditioned world revolutionary
process.

The Marxist-Leninist method of analyzing the life of
society is tied up with its theory, with its postulates,
which show the common historical laws in the develop-
Inent of society. How these laws operate in concrete
historical and national conditions is determined by crea
tive scientific analysis. This is why the Marxist-Leninist
method is a creative method, requiring a tireless search
for answers to new questions arising in the world. Yet it
is also a strictly scientific method, based on integral and
consummate theory—dialectical and historical mate
rialism, political economy, and scientific communism.

Furthermore, Marxism derives its vitality and time
lessness from the fact that, from its beginning, it has
been not simply a theory or scientific hypothesis, and
certainly not another “philosophical system” and.com-
pleted doctrine, but has harmoniously combined and
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embodied the supreme achievements of human thought
with a fervent revolutionism, theory with practice, and
science with politics.

This is why Marxism is not simply a theory that
explains the world in objective and scientific terms. It is
a dependable tool for altering the world’s course and
directing it toward social progress, a guide for the revo
lutionary action of the masses. Never forget Marx’s
tenet: “The philosophers have only interpreted the
world in various ways; the point, however, is to change
it.” (K. Marx, F. Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 5, p. 8.'
Thanks to these qualities, Marxism can be neither “de
stroyed” nor “refuted.”

At all stages of history, social science turned again and
again to the problems of the development of human
society. All down the ages people strove to understand
the processes behind the emergence, evolution, and fall
of states and entire civilizations, to determine the main
springs of history, to see whether it is governed by
objective laws, and if so, by what laws. Naturally, there
was no lack of ideas, all of them claiming to be scientific,
yet unable to pinpoint the true sense and objective
direction of historical events and phenomena. Not until
the teaching of Marx, Engels and Lenin came into the
world did humanity at last obtain a scientific explana
tion of the processes in society, and of the immanent
laws of social development.

A science in the finest sense of the word, Marxism-
Leninism has given all the sciences of society and the
development of the individual—history, political econo
my, law, sociology, psychology, and so on—the only
effective method of cognition. Furthermore, it has also
equipped natural science with the materialist dialectical
method. The fertility of this method may be illustrated
by the striking achievements of Soviet scientists. It was
also adopted by such giants of science as Frederic Joliot-
Curie, J. D. Bernal, and many many others. The influ-
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ence of Marxism-Leninism has fertilized the spiritual
culture of humankind and has greatly stimulated the
progress of truly democratic arts.

Marxism-Leninism was conceived, and is now, de
veloping, as a teaching consonant with the vital needs
and interests of the working class, the mass of the people,
all oppressed and exploited, and the fundamental inter
ests of all humanity. One of its most important and basic
distinctions is its organic link with the working people’s
struggle for a better future, for a society devoid of exploi
tation and poverty, for social justice, and for the ad
vancement of people’s material and intellectual life.

Out of all the social doctrines inspired by the
humanitarian ideals of freedom, equality and social jus
tice, Marxism-Leninism is the only one that shows the
way to achieving them. Its development is tied up with
the revolutionary struggle of the working class and with
the building of socialism and communism. It is the only
teaching that foresaw the future correctly and scien
tifically. It is the only teaching that shows the mass of the
people the real perspective of society’s advance to social
ism and communism.

Marxism-Leninism is creative. This is its inalienable,
organic feature, deriving from the fact that Marxist-
Leninist theory is a living science of the continuously
changing life of society. With the ceaselessly changing
reality, the content of Marxist-Leninist theory, too,
changes continuously to provide a scientific reflection of
the surrounding world and of the processes, laws and
tendencies observed in it. "It is precisely because Marx
ism is not a lifeless dogma, not a completed, ready-made,
immutable doctrine, but a living guide to action,” Lenin
stressed, “that it was bound to reflect the astonishingly
abrupt change in the conditions of social life." (V. I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 17, p. 42.)

Lenin's creative approach to revolutionary theory
was the decisive condition for its triumph in the setting
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of the stormy historical flux that highlighted the twen
tieth century. The bankruptcy of the leaders of the

. Second International, their inability to uphold the so
cialist aims and ideals of the working-class movement in
the new historical conditions, and then their renuncia
tion of these aims and ideals, their surrender to capital
ism, were largely due to their dogmatic approach to
Marxism and their incapacity to find scientific explana
tions for new phenomena.

“The materialist method,” Engels warned, "turns into
its opposite if it is not taken as one’s guiding principle in
historical investigation but as a ready-made pattern
according to which one shapes the facts of history to suit
oneself.” (K. Marx, F. Engels, Selected Correspondence,
Moscow, 1975, pp. 390-91.) The contentions appearing
these days that Marxism-Leninism is “outdated" show
that their authors’ understanding and interpretation of
Marxism-Leninism is sterotyped and therefore dis
torted; they are evidence of dogmatism, which is always
the reverse side of revisionism and reformism. Time
and again, the stormy campaigns of revisionists against
dogmatists and dogmatists against revisionists were
merely a screen for attempts at perverting and devitalis
ing Marxism-Leninism, stripping away its creative
character, and emasculating its essence.

Today, too, defending Marxism-Leninism as the sole
scientific revolutionary world outlook of the working
class and all other working people, its followers are
fighting on two fronts—against dogmatism and against
revisionism.

To the dogmatists, to all those who want to rest on
their laurels, who recline rather than stand on the posi
tions of Marxism-Leninism, which they see as a cate
chism, a compendium of ready formulas and schemes
suiting all situations—to them the creative Marxists-
Leninists have always said, and will always say, that
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Marxist-Leninist theory is an eternally living and con
tinuously developing teaching.

To the revisonists, to all those who depart from the
positions of Marxism-Leninism, which they regard as an
incomplete and imperfect doctrine, those who try to
“open" it to reformist concepts and opportunist views—
to them the Marxists-Leninists have always said, and
will always say, that Marxist-Leninist theory is an inte
gral teaching “closed” to alien and unscientific concepts
and views. This teaching, to use Lenin’s expression, cast
from a single piece of steel, and not one basic premise,
not one essential part can be eliminated from it without
departing from the objective turth. (See V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. 14, p. 326.) Conversely, not one
alien concept or principle may be added to it without
destroying its integrity and scientific nature.

Past and present experience shows that all attempts at
refuting Marxism-Leninism, or “improving” it with
ideas borrowed from the arsenal of bourgeois ideology,
are in vain. What can bourgeois or reformist theorists
put up to match the Marxist-Leninist, scientific world
outlook? What can they offer in concrete terms to solve
the problems arising in modern society? All their pre
scriptions boil down, in effect, to some variant of reform
ing or “modernizing” capitalism. Yet even in modern
ized form, bearing the trade mark of “industrial” or
“post-industrial” society, capitalism is a source of calam
ities, of acute contradictions and problems in such mat
ters as the war danger, the socio-economic
backwardness and poverty in newly free countries, the
energy, raw materials, monetary, financial, ecological
and other crises, inflation and unemployment, social
and racial inequality, oppression and exploitation, or the
spiritually bankrupt bourgeois way of life.

“Marxism-Leninism,” Comrade Brezhnev said at the
25th Congress of the CPSU, “is the only reliable basis for
formulating the right strategy and tactics. It gives us an
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understanding of the historical perspective, helps us to
determine the lines of our socio-economic and political
development for years ahead, and correctly to find our
orientation in international developments. Marxism-
Leninism derives it power from its constant and creative
development. That is what Marx taught. That is what
Lenin taught. Our Party will always be loyal to their
precepts.” (Documents and Resolutions. XXVth Con
gress of the CPSU, Moscow, 1976, p. 87.)

The address of the International Meeting of Commun
ist and Workers’ Parties of 1969 on the centenary of the
birth of Vladimir Ilyich Lenin says: “All the experience
of world socialism and of the working-class and national
liberation movements has confirmed the world signifi
cance of the Marxist-Leninist teaching. The victory of
the socialist revolution in a group of countries, the emer
gence of the world socialist system, the gains of the
working-class movement in capitalist countries, the ap
pearance of peoples of former colonial and semi-colonial
countries in the arena of socio-political development as
independent agents, and the unprecedented upsurge of
the struggle against imperialism—all this is proof that
Leninism is historically correct and expresses the fun
damental needs of the modern age.

“Today we have every justification for saying about
Lenin’s teaching what he himself said about Marxism: it
is omnipotent, because it is true. Marxist-Leninist theo
ry and its creative application in specific conditions
permit scientific answers to be found to the questions
facing all contingents of the world revolutionary move
ment, wherever they are active.

“Loyalty to Marxism-Leninism, to this great interna
tional teaching, holds the promise of further successes of
the communist movement.” (International Meeting of
Communist and Workers’ Parties, Moscow 1969, p. 41.)

The CPSU sees its theoretical work as a further de
velopment of the revolutionary teaching of Marx, En-
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■ gels and Lenin, and its practical embodiment and de

fense against reformist and revisionist distortions as its
international duty.

! In the 60 years since the October Revolution, our
Party has made a great contribution to the revolution
ary renovation of the world. This it owes largely to its
responsible, truly Leninist treatment of theory, its
fidelity to the fundamental principles of Marxism-Leni
nism, its heroic struggle for their implementation and
its continuous creative development of Marxism-Leni
nism through generalization of its own experience and
the results of the world revolutionary process.

As Comrade Brezhnev said, “We preserve as a great
achievement of social thinking all the knowledge about
society and the class struggle, about the laws of historical
development, about the socialist revolution and ways of
building socialism which Marx, Engels and Lenin had
given us. We preserve it not as an archivist keeps old
documents, but in a way befitting the heirs of this great
teaching, boldly employing this priceless capital of
knowledge in political practice and constantly develop
ing and multiplying the great theoretical wealth that has
peen handed down to us.”

The demands the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union sets itself in the field of theory, are:

• fidelity to Marxism-Leninism, defense of its princi-
i pies, uncompromising rejection of all departures from
| Marxism-Leninism, and resolute struggle against any
H and all attempts at revising it; *.

• creative approach to theory, mastering theory, de
veloping it to meet the changing conditions in society
and the tasks facing the Party at different stages of the
struggle for the victory of the proletariat and the build
ing of communism; resolute struggle against dogmatism
and isolation from life and the practice of the revolution
ary struggle;
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Has Not Grown Old and Never Will
• organic unity of theory and practice in all Party

activity.
Marxism-Leninism has not grown old, because it re

flects and determines the main tendencies of social pro
gress and shows the way to the communist future—a
classless system with the people owning the means of
production, and with complete social equality, where
harmonious development of people will be accompanied
by growth of the productive forces on the basis of contin
uously progressing science and technology, where all
sources of social wealth will yield abundance, and so
ciety will live by the great principle, “from each accord
ing to his ability, to each according to his need.”
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4 Flourishing Science/n^to Mies

Boris N. Ponomarev
The author, a prominent Soviet academician, discussing a wide
range of contemporary questions, presents a forceful polemic
against the notion that Marxism-Leninism is out-dated.
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