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I. THE THESES OF THE KRUSHCHOVITE REVISIONISTS ON THE "PEACE-
FUL PATH" AND THE C.P.OF CHINA'S STRUGGLE AGAINST THEM
{SUMMARY)

SEN0CERSNEEEREERSESSEASISERASERSRARIRINSSSECSNUNGESESRNENNINES

1. Krushchov Serves up the Tale of the "Peaceful Parliamentary
Path"” at the 2oth Congress of the C.P.5.U.

At the Zoth Congress of the C.P.S5.U. in 1956, Krushchov's pro-
bably "most sensational" "innovation', apart from the condemna-
tion of Stalin, was the propaganda of the possibility of a "peace-
ful path" to socialism. The revisionists asserted that this was
merely a "question of tactics". However,at the same time,they
mobilized their pen-pushers in all areas of Marxist theory in order
to give their theses a Marxist-Leninist cover, while, at the
same time, removing the Marxist-Leninist core from the theo-
ry of Marxism-Leninism. {*}

While Togliatti raised the "peaceful development of the revolu-
tion" into a "principle of world strategy” at the 1toth Congress
of the CP of Italy (**} , Krushchov strove to declare his "peace-
full- parliamentary path", his path to socialism "without vio-
lence", to be one of the two possible paths.

Thereby, the Krushchovite revisicnists made a frontal attack on
the path of the October Revolution, as the generally valid
path of the violent proletarian revolution. In its-place they
set a host of speculations "about the various possibilities of
transition” from capitalism to socialism:

"It is probable that more forms of transition to socialism
will appear. Moreover, the implementaticn of these forms need

(*) See Note 1: "Krushchov's theory of the ‘peaceful~- non-vio-
lent' path contains fundamental attacks on dialectical and hi-
storical materialismand on the theory of the dictatorship of the
proletariat." p. 49

(**} Togliatti declared:

"Today, we have elevated the Leninist thesis about the peace-
ful development of the revolution, which Lenrin in his time
hardly held to be possible, to a principle of world strate-
gy of the Workers' Movement."

{"Marxism-Leninism Will Triumph Over Revisionism", PLA Collec-
tion, p. 113, Translated from the Ger. ed. - Transl.,}

We shall see in the following that the essential difference bet-
ween Lenin and Togliatti does not at all consist in their assess-
ment of the probability of a peaceful path. On the contrary,
Lenin's understanding of the possibility of a peaceful path,

or a relatively peaceful stage of the revolution, was princi-
pally different from that of Togliatti.




not be associated with ¢ivil war under all circumstances. Our
enemies like to depict us Leninists as advocates of viclence
always and everywhere. True, we recognize the need for the
revolutionary transformation of capitalist society into so-
cialist society., It is this that distinguishes the revolu-
tionary Marxists from the reformists, the opportunists. There
is nc doubt that in a number of countries the vieplent over-
throw of the dictatorship of the bourgecisie and the sharp
aggravation of class struggle connected with this are inevi-
table. But the forms of social revolution vary. It is not
true that we regard viclence and civil war as the only way to
make society."

{"Report of the Central Committee of the C.P.S5.U to the 2oth
Party Congress", February 14, 1956, FLPH, Moscow 1956, p.55,
also "Contributions Towards An Ideclogical Struggle”" by the
Editorial Board of Westberliner Kommunist :* Main Positions
of the 2oth Party Condress of the C.P.85.U." {(German ed.},p.l10)

As can be seen, Krushchov does not recoil from representing and
rejecting Lenin's theory of the a b s ol ut e necessity of
viclent revolution to be a thesis of the enemies. Thereby
Krushchov mixes in a highly demagogical way two totally different
guestions., This he does by naming "violence and civil war" in
one breath. Lenin constantly underlined the generally valid law
of proletarian revolution, i.e., the violent smashing of the cld
state apparatus. He never understood the exceptional case of &
"peaceful" development of the revolution, or some phases of it
in the sense of being “non-violent" or  "pariiamentary" , to
which we shall return in greater detail later. Krushchov, how-
ever, unrestrainedly falsified all Lenin's comments, thereby
transfiguring Kautsky and Co's old revisionist nonsense into the
"most recent understanding of Marxism-Leninism."

The "peaceful" "path to socialism®, proclaimed by Krushchov, which
renounces revolutionary violence and is based on the ostensible
possibility of "trensformating" the bourgecis parliament by means
of the vote, has absolutely nothing in common with Lenin and his
teachings, i.e, with Marxism-Leninism,

Krushchov said:

"At the same time the present situation offers the working
class in a number of capitalist countries a real possibility
to unite the overwhelming majority of the people under its
leadership and to secure the transfer of the basic means of
production into the hands of the people. The Right-Wing
bourgeocis parties and their governments are suffering bark-
ruptey with increasing freguency. In these circumstances the
working class , by rallying around itself the toiling pea-
santry, the intelligentsia, all patriotic forces, and reso-
lutely repulsing the opportunist elements who are incapatle
of giving up the policy of compromise with the capitalists ad
and landiords, is in a position to defeat the reactionary for-
ces opposed to popular interest, to capture a stable majority
in parliament, and transform the latter from an oraan of bour-
gois demccracy into a genuine instrument of the people’s will.
{Applause} In such an event this institution, traditiocna: an

rd

many highly developed capitalist countries, may become an or-
gan of genuine democracy, dempcracy for the working people.

The winning of a stable parliamentary majority backed by a mass
reveluotionary movement of the proletariat and of all working

people could create for the working class of a number of gcapi-
talist and former colonial countries the conditions needed to
secure fundamental social changes."

{1Ibid., pp. 45,46; "Contributions Towards An Ideological Stzu-

ggle", p. 11}

As one can see, this is nothing but the age ¢ld revisionist path
of “parliamentary transition" to socialism without proletarian
revolution, which was propagated by the most stale revisionists
of the Second International. Krushchov even "outdid" Kautsky and
congsorts in so far as he proclaimed this parliamentary path to-
wards "fundamental social changes" to be a new possibility even
for “former colonial countries".

8o far as the Krushchovites conceived of a revolution or of a re-
volutionary use of viclence, they did it entirlyv d e f e n s i v -
e 1 y . They recognized the possibility of a "non-peaceful" path
only

"if the exploiting classes resort te violence against the
people®

{"The Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.S5.U. to the
Central Committee of the C.P. of China®, in: Peking Review,
No. 25, 1963, p.28)

The Xrushchovite revisionists spread massive illusions about the
fact that at the decisive moment the exploiting classes would
neither be ready nor capable of using violence. They recommended

to the communists and revolutionaries of practically the entire
world to orienmtate themselves entirely towards and prepare for the
"peaceful path"”. On what reasoning @id the Krushchovites base their
betrayal of Marxist-Leninist theory on the state and revelution ?

Their main arqument was that as a conseguence of the existence
of the 13 countries of the socialist camp, which had totally al-
tered the international balance of forces,, the viclent smashing
of the old state apparatus by means of armed struggle became

"superfluous”.

They tried to make people believe that, as a conseguence of the
“"favourable international situation”, because of the pressure
from outside, veal conditions had emerged for the parliamentary,
peaceful path. For them, the laws of history till then were no
longer valid because of the "new conditions", which had osten-
sible set in. (See:"Fundamentals of Marxist Philosophy", 1959,
p.-571, Ger.ed.).

Morecover, the Krushchovites aliso endeavoured to "exploit" vari-
ous passages of Marx, Engels, Lenin and even Stalir for their
purposes (+} , where they spoke about the possibility of a
“peaceful devalopment of the revolution."

{+) For example, at the Sixth Congress of the Socialist Unity
{Footnote contd. on next page).



The revisionists have especially referred to and stili refer to
statements by Marx and Enqels about England and America in the
pre-moncpaly epoch of capitalism (See, for example, 0. Kuusinen
and others, "Fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism", Moscow 1960, p.
7%, Ger.ed., Or later also R. Fahrle and P. Schdttler "Chinas Weg
~ Marxismus oder Maoismus® {China's Path - Marxism or Macism},
Frankfurt/Main 1969, pp. 181,182)

The revisionists alsc specially like to refer to Lenin ' s
statements about the possibility of a peaceful development of
the revolution in the distapnt future and especially in the short
peried before the victory of the October Revolution. (See A.
Belykov and F. Burlatski, 'Communist™, No.3, 1960, guoted in:
"The Proletarian Revolution and Krushchov'’s Revisionism", Peking
Review No. 14/1964. See also: "Fundamentals of Marxist Philosophy",
1958, Moscow, p. 569, Ger.ed)

The purpose of these manceuvres,which we shall deal with in detail
later because they have also misled and confused many conscious
communists, consisted in pretending that Krushchov's conceptions
of the peaceful path were a continuation and a further develop-
ment of the ideas of the classics of Marxism-Leninism, However,

in reality, there is an unbridgeable chasm between Krushchov and
the classics, even if ‘to some extent similar- sounding terms are
used.For,whereever a peaceful path is mentioned in the
Marxist-Leninist works, there is -~ in contrast to Krushchov's
views - B o guestion a t all of sliding intc socialism with
the help of the parliament and without violent revolution.

The Marxist-Leninists were faced with,and are still faced with

the task of exposing the falsifications of the modern revisionists
in this vital gquestion. It is their task to remove the confusion
created by them so that the ideas and teachings of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Stalin c¢an correctly be understood, and are a help and

a guideline in solving the problem of vioclent revolution,

2. The C.P. of China's Struggle Against Krushchov's Revisionism

Undoubtedly the C.P. of China was one of the parties and forces
n ot agreeing with Krushchov's "theories" and the 2oth Con-
gress about the "peaceful-parliamentary path™.{*}

The C.P. of China's ideological struggle suitably repudiated a
series of absurdities of revisionist 2oth Congress. However, in
some other guestions, the C.P. of China remained in the theore-
tical frame created by the revisionists, Let us now consider both
these aspects of the C.P. of Chinsks ideological struggle,

Let us first begin with the C.P. of China's correct positions:

{Footnote contd. from last page)

Party of Germany {(SED) in 1962, Krushechov referred to Stalin's men-
tion of a peaceful path of the revolution. Unfortunately, in the
years after the 2oth Congress, the PLA too interpreted some of
Stalin's remarks entirely in a revisionist way. See for that Note
2:"The Attitude of the Party of Labour Albania Tewards Violent
Revolution", p.52

{*) See Note 3:"The Moscow Declarations of 1957 and 1960 on the
Question of Violent Proletarian Revolution and the C.P. of Chi-
na's Position at these Conferences", p.57
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Point 11 and 12 of the “"Proposal Concerning the General Line" as
well as the comment "The Proletarian Revolution and Krushchov's
Revigionism" (Peking Review, No. 14/1964, pp.5-22) deal with
Krushchoav's theses on the "peaceful path". Side by side with a
sories of incorrect or insufficient formulations and theses,
these passages by the C.P, of China also contain many truely
fundamental Marxist-Leninist arguments and positions, whithcon~
stitute a declaration of war against the XKrushchovite revisio-
nists and in so far still have great significance.

Therefore our task consists not only in criticising and repudi-
ating the C.P. of China‘'s wx ong formulations and @hgses,
but also in recognizipng and defending their correct positions at

that time.

*%+% iIn the "Proposal' the C.P. of China emphasizes that the ru-
ling class will "never relinguish power voluntarily"(p.21) and
stresses that "there never was a revolution which was able
to achieve victory without zigzags and sacrifices". The C.P.
of China stresses that

"the birthpangs of a revolution are far less painful than
the chronic agony of the old society". (p.23)

The "comment" then states more comprehensively and much more
precisely:

*+* "Wiglent revolution is... the gnly road ...and (is} a uni-
versal law of proletarian revolution." {Peking Review, Ko.14,
1964, p.7) (*)

*%%* The comment guotes Mao Tsetung's Marxist-Leninist thesis
that "the seizure of power by armed force...is the central
task...of revolution." (Peking Review,No.14/1364, p.7) {**)

{(*} The revisionist standard work "A Critigue of Mao Tse-tung's
Theoretical Conceptions, published in Moscow in 197G, which
originates from a "Group of Authors" of revisionist professors
{Ger.ed. 1973, Frankfurt/Main, Engl.ed¢ 1972, Moscow) also vili-
fies the correct Marxist-Leninist theses of the "Proposal Con-
cerning the General Line" of the C.P. of China of 1963. There it
is said about the comment "Proletarian Revolution and Krushchow's
Revisionism, which appeared in September 1963:

"The same 'vioclent reveolution is the universal law of prole-
tarian revolution' was proclaimed to be the only Marxist

approach". {eng. ed.p.9%6)

These revisionist “savants” do not recoil from putting aside
Lenin's teaching on the law of violent revolution, put forth

by him in works like "The State and Revolution" and “Renegade
Kautsky'" from ridiculing and sneering at it. It can be seen that
in this guestion they have absclutely n o arguments at all to
oppose these Marxist-Leninist positions of the C.P. of China.

{**) See alsc Note 4:"Mao Tse-tung's Attitude Towards the Law
of Violent Revolution", p.60
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***% More than once it is unambiguously stressed: to "realize
socialism through the ‘parliamentary road' is utterly im-
possible and is mere deceptive talk" . (Ibid.p.13 ,p.5)

*** The C.P.of China quotes Lenin that the masses must systema-
tically be educated in the Marxist views on violent revolu-
tion and affirms that these teachings of Lenin are still va-
lid,{Ibid.p.7}.

**% The C.P.of China also refutes the particular arguments of
the modern revisionists, namely, their completely absurd re-
ference to Hungary after World War I, as well as their re-
ference to Czechoslovakia after Worlé War IX and proves
that in both cases the people's arms were decisive. Similar-
ly, the “comment" rightly characterizes the peculiarities
of the phase of the "dual power" in Russia, namely, that
the "arms were in the hands of the people, and that no co-
ercion from vutside was exercised in regaré to the people"
(ibid, pp 1eff.}

*** The C.P. of China shows the historical connection of Xrush-
shov's revisionism with Kautsky and Bernstein - and exposes
the revisionist currents of Browder, Togliatti and Thorez
{Ibid, pp.5-6,18-21),

*+% On the basis of the reality after World War IT, the C.P. of
China shows that the modern revisionists' reference to the
existence of the 13 sbcialist countries as a basis for a
"peaceful path" is absurd because this external factor can-
not prevent the immense expansion and militarization of the
state machines in the capitalist world. Similarly, in spite
of this factor, counter-revolutionary wars of intervention
have been the order of the day. (p.12}

*%* The C.P.China's comment closes with the famous conclusion of
Marx's and Engels’® "Manifesto of the Communist Party" that
the Communists can achieve their aims only "by the forcible
overthrow" (Ibid,p.2t) , which they declare openly.

In view of these excellent arguments by the C.P. of China against
the Krushchovite revisionists, which we have sketched here only in
brief, it is all the more important to ¢ r i t i ¢ i z e _even
the wr ong views of the C. P. of China which contradict in
part the correct views mentioned above.

Our c¢riticism essentially aims at the following views of the C.P.
of China from this period:

*** The theses of "preparation” both for the "peaceful" as well as
the “non-peaceful path": We find it absolutely wrong because
it accepts the core of the revisionists' views. (See Point
11 of the"25-Point Proposal", p.20}

**% The C.P. of China not only accepts the essence of the scheme
of the "two paths", but in the case of violent revolution it
also in fact proceeds from the defensive. It does not propa-
gate violent revolution offensively, it completely overlcoks
the liberating and educative role of armed struggle and is
inconseguent in so far as it finds it permissibie to mention

1

the “peaceful path” simply for “tactical reasons".

*¥**  The C.P, of China does n o t make a distinction in prin-
ciple between Lenin's comments regarding a "peaceful path"
in a certain p h a s e of the Russian Revoclution and Kru-
chchov's programmatic theses. The views of Marxism-Leninism,
compiete in themselves, are not comprehensively defended,as
we shall show. Rather, the C.P. of China also violates them.

In order to be able to fundamentally oppose the revisionist
distortions, we cannot only enumerate the C.P. of China's wrong
views, but must present the problem in a comprehensive manner.
For this, we find it absclutely essential to examine closely and
systematically Marx's, Engels', Lenin's and Stalin's views, which
constitute a complete system, taking into consideration the ex-
ceptional historical sitvations which have often been quoted and
distorted.
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I1T. SOME FUNDAMENTAL TEACHINGS OF MARXISM-LENINISM ON THE NE-
CESSITY OF THE VIOLENT SMASHING OF THE OLD STATE APPARATUS
AND THE PREPARATION OF ARMED STRUGGLE OF THE PEOPLE'S
MASSES
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1. Marxism-Leninism On the Necessity of the Violent Smashing
of the Bourgeopis State Apparatus

In his unsurpassed work "The State and Revolution™ with the sub-~
title "The Marxist Theory of the State and the Tasks of the Pro-
letariat in the Revolution", written by Lenin in August/September
1917, i.e,, between the February Revolution and the October Re-
velution, he first explains in the first chapter that the state
is a product of the irreconciliability of class antagonisms.

For this, Lenin evaluated Marx's and Engels' entire writings

and worked out the fundamental understanding of Marxism that
the army and police apparatus are the main instruments of the
State., In this first chapter he exposes bourgeois democracy as

a form of rule of the capitalist class. He repudiates all illu-
sions regarding the possibility of avoiding violent revolution
and states:

Firstly:

"The suppression of the bourgeois state by the proletarian
state is impossible without a viclent revelution".
{Lenin, "The State and Revolution", 1917, Coll.Works 25,p. 405}
Secondly: The liberation of the preletariat and the oppressed
classes is

"impossible not only without a violent revolution, BUT ALSO
WITHOUT THE DESTRUCTION of the apparatus of state power which
was created by the ruling class,.."

(Ibid., p. 393}
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The basic law,discovered (*} already by Marx on the basis of the
experiences of the 1848 revolution, brilliantly confirmed by the
Paris Commune in 1871 is that the working class must smash,break
the existing state machinery , because the proletariat can nei-
ther simply take it over, nor can it, so to say, bypass it and
slide into socialism. This is, als Lenin emphasizes:

"the principal lesson of Marxism regarding the tasks of the
proletariat during a revolution in relation to the state."
{Lenin, Coll.Works 25, p. 420}

Already the terms "smash","break", "destroy” the old state appa-~
ratus, the old state machinery, by means of the revolution con-
tain in themselves the conception of viclence and
the use of violence and would obviously be without any content
without that,

The immediate practical conseguence of these teachings is the
all-round preparation for civil war in the capitalist coun-
tries, is the preparation for the revolutionary wars of libera-
tion in the countries dependent on imrerialism. The consequence
is also to educate the masses for armed struggle and for armed
seizure of power., Thereby, the C.P. must prepare itself in an
all-round manner to really master the education and organiza-
tion of the masses for the fulfillment of these tasks.

* F x % ¥ ¥ % ¥

Proceeding from these fundamental guidelines in "The State and
Revolution", and including some of Lenin's later writings {es-
pecially his writing "The Proletarian Revolution and the Hensgade
Kautsky") and Stalin's writings, we want in particular to deal
with three aspects of violent revolution, which are specially
significant for fighting against revisionism and for criticizing
insufficient and wrong pasitions of the C.P. of China.

** How can the desire of the Communists to live in a world with-
out war be consistent with the active preparation for revolu-
tionary war ?

** In general, it is always the ruling class which begins with
the use of vicolence against the oppressed class. However,
the proletariat must not prepare and carry out the revolutiona-
ry war defensively, but must do it ocffensively.

**  Rautsky's "peaceful-democratic" path and Lenin's "violent-dic-
tatorial path” are not two possibilities, but an irreconci-
lable antithesis.

2. The Great Ideals of Communism Do Not Permit Any Margin For
Bourgeois Pacifism

The revisionists of all times and all countries have always dema-

{*} See for that Note 5:" The Develcpment of Marx's and Engels'
Views on the State and Revolution", p. 68
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gogically asked and still ask the Marxists the guestion:

Do you not regard the peaceful seizure of power to be
desirable ? Would vou not prefer it to civil war, which demands
many dead and many sacrifices ? Would it not therefore be better
to first prepare for a “peaceful path" 2 (*)

In 1899, when Lenin began his revoluticnpary activity in Russia,
he was already confronted with this demagogic question by the e-
ditors of "Rabochaya Mysl". He replied:

"The working class would, of course, prefer to take power PEACE-
FULLY..., but to RENCUNCE the revolutionary seizure of power
would be MADNESS on the part of the proletariat, both from the
theoretical and the practical-political points of view; it
would mean nothing but a disgraceful retreat in face of the
bourgeoisie and all other propertied classes."

{Lenin, 1899, Coll.Works 4, p.276-277)

With these words, already written by Lenin before the turn of the
century, long before the publication of "The State and Revolution®,
where he naturally could not yet consider the general features

of the epoch of imperialism and the proletarian revolution, he
already clearly pointed out the distinction between wish and re-
ality. Lenin showed that the reformists advanced the primitive
question:"Desirable is the struggle that is possible, and possi-
ble is the struggle which the workers are waging ‘at the given
moment'™ 11! Lenin lashed at this representation to be crass oppo-
rtunism:

I "It would be difficult to express more glaringly the senseless
and unprincipled opportunism.” (Ibid, p. 274)

It is very obvious that with the phrase "desirable struggle" the
opportunists want to misuse the - in a very general sense guite
understandable - desire for a peaceful take-over of the prole-
tariat, i.e., a take-over without sacrifices by the working class
in order to propagate bourgeois pacifism,

What would be agreeable is one thing and the necessities and de-
mands of reality ore another. Only in t h i s sense and with

t his emphasis, Lenin spoke about the fact that the proleta-
riat would have naturally preferred a "peaceful path" and empha-
sized elsewhere that:

“"violence is, of course, alien to our ideals".
{Lenin, Cocll. Works 23, p.69)

{*} In order to make themselves popular with the bourgeoisie ,
the revisionists even propagated that the peaceful path would
serve the "national interests of the country” (“The Letter of

the Central Committee of the C.P.S5.U. to the Central Committee

of the C.P. of China", in:Peking Review, No.25, 1963, p.28). The
revisionists thus documented hew they looked after the interests
of the bourgeocisie. In contrast, Lenin never allowed himself to
be impressed by the "interests of the whole nation”,i.e., by the
cares and needs even of the bourgeocisie. He was always concerned
with avoiding unnecessary sacrifices among the working class and

the working pecple,



The conditions, which the revolutionaries meet with and which
they have to take account of in their struggle, naturally differ
from the world historical aims and ideals of Communism. As a
result, there is necessarily a distinction between these ideals
on the one hand, and the necessary tasks and forms of political
struggle leading te them on the other.

Answering the hypocritical reproaches of the bourgecisie or their
helpers, the opportunists, who assert : Communism, that is sure-
ly elimination of war, oppression and violence against human be-
ings - therefore, how can you yourselves resort to such means (*),
the Communists say : Yes, we stand for communism, for the elimina-
tion of wars, of arms , of oppression and of violence, for the e-
limination of the state. But it fully corresponds to the world
outlook of dialectical materialism that, in order to eliminate
counter-revolutionary war, at first revolutionary war will have

to be waged and be victorious. And in corder to eliminate arms,

one must take hold of arms. In order to eliminate oppression, the
exploiting classes must be suppressed. In order to abolish the
state and eliminate violence, we need the dictatorship of the
proletariat at long date, which is based on the might of the armed
proletariat, These are nc anachronisms. We are fighting to realize
our wishes . However, we do not do this independently of the

given conditions, but according to the exigencies of the revolu-
tion, which alone can pave the way to Communism. Thus it is also
clear why Lenin demanded in precisely the same sentence , in which
he pointed out that "viclence is, of course, alien to our ideals®™,
that the programme of the International Communist Movement can
only be “recognition of civil war".(Lenin,"A Caricature of Mar-
xism", 1916, Coll. Works 23, p.6%) (**)

For the same reasons it is alsc understandable why Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Stalin did not limit the education of the proletariat

to recognizing the ideals of Communism, although such an egduca-

tion is indispensible. At the same time, they also educated

the proletariat, still living in the world of capitalism, to re-
alize the liberating role of revolutionary violence in general,

and armed struggle in particular.

The statements of the great teachers of Marxism-Leninism guoted
below are a slap in the face of all pseudo-Marxists who, with

{(*) Already in 1891, Wilhelm Liebknecht, in agreement with Kauts-
ky, fell into the trap of such a pacifist presentation of the

guestion:

“"What is revolutionary is not the means , but the goal. Vio-
lence is a reactionary factor since centuries".

{"Protocol. of the Erfurt Congress of German Social Democracy”,
1891, p, 206 - Translation from Ger.ed}

(**) We shall see in the analysis of the "dual power"™ that after
the first civil war in February 1917, Lenin, as he saw the chance
of avoiding a second civil war and thus "peacefully"” achieving
the transition to the socialist stage of the revolution, naturally
evaluated the realization of this chance to be "desirable" (Lenin,
Coll.Works 25,p.182,Ger.ed.).However, he did this without making
any concessions whatsoever to bourgeois pacifism.
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clenched teeth, stammer the proletariat will resort to violence
Yonly if it is forced to”, "if necessary” {*).

Behind such Gpportunist tirades there is fundamentally the view:
“war is war", "violence is violence'. The basic distinction bet-
ween a revolutionary war of liberation and its effects on the
fighters in this war on the one hand, and an imperialist war of
plunder and oppression, a counter-revolutionary war, and its
effects on the soldiers of this war on the other, the fundamental
distinction between revolutionary and counter-revoelutionary vio-
lence, is thereby totally hushed up, whereas Marxist-Leninists
lay emphasis on precisely this distinction.

In "“The Foundations of Leninism", Stalin recalled Karl Marx's
revolutionary approach to this guestion:

"!you will have to go through 15,20,50 years of civil wars and
international conflicts', Marx said to the workers, ' not on-
ly to change existing conditions, but also to change your-
selves and to make yourselves capable of wielding political
power.'" (See Karl Marx, "Revelations Concerning the Commu-
nist Trial in Cologne", Collected Works, Vol 11, p. 403;
guoted in "The Foundations of Leninism",p.45}

in “"The German Ideology"”, Marx and Engels wrote that

"Both for the production on a mass scale of this communist
consciousness, and for the success of the cause itself, the

alteration of men on & mass scale i necessary, an alteration
which can only take place in a practical movement, a REVOLU-

TION; the revolution is necessary, therefore, not only be-~
cause the RULING class cannot be overthrown in any other way,
but also because the class OVERTHROWING it can only in a revo-
lution succeed in ridding itself of all the muck of ages and
become fitted to found society anew,

{Marx/Engels: "The German ldeoclogy ,1845/46, Coll.Works, Vol.
5, Progress Publishers, Moscow 1976, pp.52,53)

Only by the use of revolutionary violence against its torturers
the proletariat will "rid itself of" the "muck" of illusions,
and also that of servility, of dullness and of humiliation.

With sharp irony, Engels exposed all "lamenting preachers" of
Herr Dihring's kind.

"To Herr Diihing force iz the absolute evil; the first act of
force is to him the original ain; his whole exposition is a
jeremiad on the contamination of all subseguent history con-
summated by this original sin; a jeremiad on the shameful per-
version of all natural and social laws by this diabolical po -
wer , force. That force, however, plays also another role in

{*) For example, it is typical for the Communist party of Germa-

ny, ML that the "Rote Rebell", organ of their youth organization

"Rote Garde" constantly propagated that one will fight for socia-
lism, "if necessary with violence".
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I! history, a revolutionary role; that, in the words of Marx, it
is the midwife of every old society pregnant with a new o¢ne,
that it is the instrument with the aid of which a social move-

ment forces its way through and shatters the dead, fossili-
zed political forms -~ of this there is not a word in Herr
Diihring., It is only with sighs and groans that he admits the
possibility that force will perhaps be necessary for the over-
throw of the economic system of expleoitation - unfortunately,
because all use of force, forsooth, demcralizes the person who
uses it. And this in spite of the immense moral and spiritual
impetus which has been given by every victorious revolution!
And this in Germany, where a violent colliision - which indeed
may be forced on the people - would at least have the ad-
vantage of wiping out the servility which has permeated the
national consciousness as a result of the humiliation of

the Thirty Years® War. And this parsons' mode of thought -
lifeless, insipid and impotent - claims the right to impose
itself on the most revolutionary party that history has known!"
{Engels, "Anti-Diihring™, 1878, FLPH, Moscow,1954, p.255)

Lenin said with regard to these words by Engels:

“The panegyric Engels sang in its honour and which fully co-
rrespondends to Marx's repeated statements...this panegyric
is by no means a mere 'impulse', a mere declamation or a pole-
mic sally. The necessity of systematically imbuing the masses
with THIS and precisely this view of viclent revolution lies
at the root of the ENTIRE theory of Marx and Engels."

{Lenin, “The State and Revolution", Coll.Works 25, p.405}

Lenin underlined:

"“Civil war is the most intense form of class struggle, but the
more intense it is, the more rapidly its flames consume all
petty-bourgecis illusicns and prejudices."

{(Lenin,"Third Congress of the Communist International®,1821,
Selected Works in 3 Volumes, Moscow 1877, Vol.3,p.562)

And elsewhere he saigd:

"The school of civil war is never lost upon nations. It is a
hard school...it is one that teaches the oppressed classes

how to wage civil war and how to carry the revolution to viec-
tory. It concentrates in the masses of contemporary slaves

the hatred which downtrodden, benighted and ignorant slaves
have always carried within them, and which leads to the supreme
history-making feats of slaves who have realised the ghame
of their slavery."
{Lenin, as Quoted by Dimitroff at the 7th World Congress of
the Communist International, p. 28, in: “The United Front.
The Struggle Against Fascism and War."; International Publi-
shers, New York, 1938; Lenin, Col. Works 15,p.183)

Lenin's passionate avowals to the immense educational significance
of the school of civil war and the use of reveolutionary violen-
ce, with the help of which the proletariat gains its emancipa-
tion and becomes capable of exercising its rule, thoroughly ex-
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pose all the lamentations by the opportunists about the possible,
or "if necessary"” perhaps after all not guite avoidable, use of
revolutionary violence.

Of course, the civil war, the revolutionary wars ' of liberation
will entail sacrifices by the working class and by the people.
However, Lenin proved that all the attempts to lament about this
indisputable fact only mean rendering flunkey services for the
counter-revolution.

"ro bempan a civil war against the exploiters, to condemn it
and to fear it is tantamount to becoming a reactionary.

It means fearing the victory of the workers that may possibly
cost tens of thousands of lives and allowing for certain ano-
ther imperialist bloodbath that yesterday cost millions of
lives and will tomorrow cost millions more."

{Lenin, "Draft {or Theses) of the R.C.P.'s Reply tc the Letter
of the Independent Social-Democratic Party of Germany", 1920,
Coll, Works 30, p. 341}

From all these realizations, Lenin not only concluded the absolu-
te necessity of educating the proletariat and the working masses
in the theoxry of violent revolution, but also ir the necessity
of training them pract ically to be ready to execute
revolutionary violence, and finally to carry out armed etruggle.
(*)

On this guestion he wrote:

"We have not confined ocurselves to accepting viclence in prin-
ciple and to propaganda for armed uprising. For example, four
vears before the revolution we supported the use of vioclence
by the masses against their oppressors, particularly in street
demonstrations. We sought to bring to the whole country the
lesson taught by every such demonstration. We began to devote
more and more attention to organising sustained and systema-
tic mass resistance against the police and the army.”
{Lenin,“Speech at the Congress of the Social-Democratic Par-
ty of Switzerlang", 1916, Coll.Works 23, p.123)

Lenin's advocation of revolutionary violence naturally did not
limit itself to the advocation of fisticuffs and stone-throwing.
He had a deeper conception of Marx's thesis that the "“weapon of
criticism" cannot replace the "criticism by weapons".

In accordance with the possibilities, he demanded, in theory and
practice, the arming of the proletariat., On this guestion he

wrote on principle:

to acguire arms, only deserves to be treated like slaves."”
{Lenin,"The Military Programme of the Proletarian Revolution™,
1516, Coll. Works 23, p.B8O}

! "An oppressed class which does not strive to learn to use arms,

(*) See also Note 6:" Some Remarks on the Use of Forms of Armed
Struggle Be fore Beginning an Armed Uprising and the Question
of Individual Terror”, p.72,



In our opinion, all these conceptions of the classics of Marxism-
Leninism do not leave any scope at all for making any reductions
in the education of the proletariat in the spirit of viclent re-
volution and armed struggle for "tactical reasons"; or, for'tacti-
cal reasons” to speak to the masses about t w o possible paths,
peaceful and non-peaceful, if in fact only the path of armed
struggle is open.

Stalin made clear that it contradicts the Leninist method, the me-
thod of the unity of theory and practice, the entire attitude of
the Marxists towards the education of the masses, if one does not
tell the w h o 1 e truth to the masses. Stalin e xp 1 1 ¢ i t-
1 y opposed all the slogans

"that are intrinsically false, that are actually untenable,
slogans in which the Party itself does not believe, but which
it nevertheless puts into circulation ih order to deceive the
masses. Socialist-Revolutionaries, Mensheviks and bourgeocis
democrats may act in that way, because divergence between
words and deeds and deception of the masses are one of the prin-
cipal weapons of these moribund parties. But that can never,
under any circumstances, be the attitude of our Party, for it
is a Marxist party, a Leninist party, an ascending party, and
one that draws its strength from the fact that its words are
not at variance with its deeds, that it does pot deceive the
masses, tells them nothing but the truth, and builds its poli-
cy not on demagoay, but on a scientific analysis of class
forces."

{stalin, "Concerning the Questions of A Workers' and Peasants'
Government", 1927, Works %, pp.182-183)

To tell the proletariat , the working masses the t r u t h, even
if the bourgecisie uses this for its campaigns of instigation, to
educate the masses, in theory and in practice, for vioclent revo-
lution and not to allow oneself to be diverted from this by any
kind of threats and momentary interests - this is the Marxist-Le-
ninist line, the line of Marx,Engels,Lenin and Stalin.

In this guestion the last passage in the "Manifesto of the Commu-
nist Party" of 1848 remains an indispensible programmatic point:

"Phe Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims. They
openly declare that their ends can be attained only by the
forcible overthrow of all existing social conditions. Let the
ruling classes tremble at a Communistic revolution., The pro-
letarians have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a
world to win. WORKING MEN OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE ("
{Marx,Engels, "Manifesto of the Communist Party", 1848, Coll.
Works 6, Progress Publishers 1976, p.519)
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3. The Violent Revolution Must Qffensively be Propagated,
Prepared And Carried Cut

Lenin declared:

"Major guestions in the life of nations are settled only by
force. The reactionary classes themselves are usually the
first to resort to violence, to civil war; they are the first
toe ‘place the bayonet on the agenda'".

{Lenin,"Two Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Democratic Re-

volution", 1905, Coll. Works 9, p.132)

The apologists of the "two possibilities", the "peaceful™and the
"non-peaceful"” develapment of the revolution,often guote these
words by Lenin. Another statement by Lenin also belongs, so to say,
to ene of the favourite guotations of the revisionists:

"This exploitation cannot be destroyed@ without war, and war
is always and everywhere begun by the exploiters themselves,
by the ruling and oppressing classes.”

{Lenin,"The Revolutionary Army and the Revolutionary Govern-
ment", 1905, Coll. Works 8, p.565)

With the help of these gquotations, which we must analyse more
closely, the modern revisionists try to create a completely defen-
sive scheme, which leaves the initiative totally to the ruling
classes. They reason approximately as follows: We will conguer 1.
political power peacefully , then possibly 2.the bour-
genisie will begin the civil war against the people and then 3.

in case the bourgeoisie has really done this, the people will re-
sort to violence, to non-peaceful means.

This revisionist scheme was formulated in the textbook "Funda-
mentals of Marxiem-Leninism", which appeared in 1960 in Moscow,
as follows:

"It cannot be ruled out that the ruling reactionary classes are
not willing to bow to the will of the nation, where the coa-~
lition of the democratic parties has gained the majority in
the elections, and that they will try to prevent the left par-
ties from taking over power by using violence. The democratic
parties will t h e n similarly be forced to reply to the
challenge of.the reaction with violence, The peaceful course
of the revolution will make way for the non-peaceful one®.
(Ibid., p. 584, Translated from Ger.ed.)

Can these views of the revisionists be reconciled with Lenin's
passages guoted at the beginning 7 We decisively reply no!

At first, a closer study shows that already Karl Marx in the "Ma-
nifesto of the Communist Party" did not show civil war to be a
solitary act, but to be a long-drawn-out process of class stru-
ggle with covert and open forms. Precisely in this sense Lenin
explains that the armed uprising of the proletariat of course can-
not take place "all of a suddem”, but it must be preceded by
extensive mass struggles of the working class, In the course of
these struggles, before the outhreak of the revolution, the ru-
ling class starts the e¢ivil war by internments, arrests, im-
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prisonments and shootings, thus by the massive use of its state
apparatus.

It already begins with the fact that Lenin stated that the ruling
classes, when their rule is5 seriously threatened, "always and N
everywhere" resort to violence, "place the bayonets on the agenda",
whereas the modern revisionists represent this to be a mere po-
55ibility, to be something which “cannot be ruled out". However,
this is not the most important thing at all.

Explaining this idea, Lenin made clear with regard to the revi-
sionist objection, one could surely not plan the uprising oifen-
sively, but had to wait till the ruling class had begun the “ci-
vil war" on a large scale:

" Get out of your study, look about you, and seek your answver
in the streets. Has not the government itself started civil
war by everywhere shooting down crowds of peaceful and unar-
med citizens 2"

{Lenin, "Two Tactics of Social Democracy in the Democratic
Revolution", 1905, Coll.Works 9, p.71)

The attitude characterizing the revisionists, is to shrigk back
from the reactionary argument that always the “attacker is in
the wrong"” and to accept it.

To this cardinal thesis of the revisionists, which had already
been put forward before the revolution of 1305 (See Lenin's po-
lemics against Struve's argument “im a civil war the attacker
is always in the wrong", Coll.Works 9, p.68}, Lenin replied not
only by saying that in the broader sense of the term the ruling
class had, in any case, already begun the civil war.

Above all, Lenin made clear:

"The revolutionary proletarian...argues differently.He says:
'The character of the war (whether it is reactionary or revo-
lutionary) does pnot depend on who the attacker was..it de-
pends on WHAT CLASS is waging the war, anéd on what politics
this war is a continuation of,'"

{Lenin,"Renegade Kautsky ", 1918, Coll.Works 28, p.287 }

The necessity for the proletariat to approach the problems of
revolution o f fensively has both reasons of princip-
le, as well as tactical-military ones:

1. The revolutionary struggle of the proletariat is not mere
self-defence, not a mere hitting-back. The revolutionary struggle
of the proletariat is above all an attack, it is a struggle “to
win a world"”. Orientating the proletariat defensively means, in
reality, sinking to the level of a bourgeois advocate of limited
"“interests of the workers”, and, in a revolutionary situation,
ooing over to the side of counter-revolutic-.

Lenin urgently demanded:
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"In the final analysis force alone settles the great problems
of political liberty and the class struggle, and it is our
business to prepare and organise this force and to employ it
actively, not only for defence but alsc for a t -
taek . " '

{Lenin, "Two Tactics of Social Democracy in the Democratic
Revolution”, 1905, Col. Works %, p.30}

The events in Indonesia and in Chile (*}, and shortly in Bolivia,
are not simply examples for the impossibility of the revisio-
nist "peaceful path", but they also show that the offensive pre-
paration for armed struggle, the absclutely essential orienta~
tion of the masses towards violent revolution, are necessary in
every case and in every respect, and that any deviation from
this will be paid for by tremendous blood sacrifices.

2. It is vital to understand this correctly specially for those
countries where the proletariat has to take the concrete path

of seizure of power as in the Octocber Revolution, the path of

an armed uprising , whereby even the correct fixing of the

exact day and date of the uprising can be decisive for victory.

(In any case, in a military sense, the guestion of revolutionary
defensive or offensive arises in a different way in all those
countries, where the ruling comprador and feudal landlord
cliques have for years been suppressing the oppressed population
with mass killings and fascist terror, and where a long- drawn-
out people’s war is necessary.)

Regarding the immediate fixing of the time of the uprising,

the Leninists naturally do not wait till the bourgeocisie has
beheaded them, and only then "reply to the challenge of the re-
action with violence™ (as the Krushchovite revisionists demand}.

Rather, the Leninist path is to anticipate the sud-
den assaults of the ruling classes, the concentration of their
troops etc, to start and offensively lead the uprising to vie-
tory. Lenin often guoted Engels' famous sentences:

"the insurrectionary career once entered upon, act with the
greatest determination, and on the offensive. The defensive
is the death of every armed rising,"

(Engels, "Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Germany",1852,
Coll. Works 11, Progress Publishers, Moscow,1979, p.B6)

It is very obvious what the revisionist speculations of a
"peaceful and non-peaceful path", the revisionist propaganda of
first the orientation towards the "peaceful path" mean under the
conditions, made clear hy Engels here (whether or not they now
hang on the phraseeto defend oneself with viclence "if necessary"}.
Such a path of waiting, of the defensive, which leaves the initia-
tive to the reaction, unavoidably leads to most frightful sacri-
fices angd setbacks, to a catastrophic defeat of the proletarian
cause.

{*} See for this Note 7: "On the C.P. of Indonesia's and the R.C.P.
of Chile's Line in the Struggle Against the Counter-Revolutionary
Theory of the 'Peaceful Path'". p. 75
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4, Kautsky's and Krushchov's "Peaceful-Democratic” Path On the
One Hand and Lenin's "Violent-Dictatorial™ Path On the Other
Hand Are Not Two Possibilities, But Irreconcilable Opposites

Before we set forth, in what sense and in what framework Lenin
spoke about the possibility 1n the epoch of imperialism and the
proletarian revolution of a “peaceful development of the revolu-
tion” , about a "peaceful path" - namely, in the phase of the
"dual power' - we must once again underline and document in de-
tail what the demagogy of the modern revisionists seeks to

hush up at all costs:

Lenin and Stalin on the one hand, and Bernstein, Kautsky,
Krushehov and Togliatti etc. on the other hand, use here and
there similar sounding words, namely, "peaceful path", but,

in reality, in relation to definition, content and range of
the term "peaceful path", there is an irreconcilable anti-
thesis between Lenin and Stalin on the one hand, and the revi-
sionists on the other.

Kautsky's "Peaceful Path"

Let us first consider how Kautsky defines h i 5 "peaceful path"
and how Lenin relentlessly castigates Kautsky's revisionism in
this question.

Kautsky characterized his "peaceful path"in one passage, as fol-
lows:

“Peacefully, i.e., in a democratic way “(guoted by Lenin in
"the Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky",Coll.
Works 28, p. 235).

in this explanatlon it can be seen very clearly that the rejec-
tion of Kautsky's "peaceful path", is not a subsidiary gquestion,
nor is it a question of form. It becomes clear that Kautsky
wants s omething entirely different
from the Communists,

Lenin drew attention to the fact:

” “and note how he inadvertently betrayed his cloven hoof when
he wrote :'peacefully, i.e., in a democratic way!" (Ibid.,p.239)

Lenin proved that Kautsky's basic idea consisted therein that
the pruletarlat should "proceed democratically and not dictato-
rially" towards the bourgeoisie , both
durlng the revolution as after it, that Kautsky's conception of
"peaceful” meant: No wuse of violence towards the bourgeoisie.
As Lenin showed, the truth came to 1xght through the definition
given by Kautsky “"peacefully,_j.e,, in a democratic way":

"it is a question of the contrast between PEACEFUL and VIOLENT
REVOLUTIONS.

That is the crux of the matter. Kautsky has to resort to all
these subterfuges, sophistries and falsifications anly to

Bxcusa himsé'lf ££6 VEGLENT | FdvoFae 7
ORenunciaticohcof it His_ddsertich ioithe s iak Af~th@ i BIBERAL
labour policy, i.e...to the 51de of the bourgeoxsle. That is
‘iiﬁthéjq_‘ ‘of-the ‘matter ? 9enel 2 T g 5TGINE

N \

: 1 w brs snclishae agisps )
Lenim polnhﬁd.autwthabdjmrﬁasencercf-thEHmabter,nthe ‘crax:of
the matter" is Kautsky's "great discovery'hithat 'the;antithaesiis
between the Bolsheviks and Mensheviks (including the entlre Se-
cond Internationad witth: Kanbsky @t its: head);sr- g o I

ongn watdio a8l o Wods BF

‘Thautrasﬁnbetwaanwnwo gaftioally 'ﬁferenm-methcds. the
4 asdiz ,:ami,,:}:hev .d:,e I O G iT aJt ot nLIb:rd-

-t

? &

-Lfvax sl § JRned oeo gdal oao okl % 2
Lenin retorted it was true that - fromuahclass~poxnt of-vlem -
the Bolsheviks would at all events carry out vielent, dictatorial
measures against the bourgepisie. These vioclent, dictatorial me«
thods, about which, however, Rautsky was:;-silenk.,-were ‘deeply de-
mocratic and llberatxng from the pclnt of v;ew af the proIeta—

"d-nlatgapé'bhe exp}oxteﬂ.masses.' S

; ; aM amiapl: %

In'"Renega&e Kautsky Lenin showed that Kautsky'. __hraag O{;ﬁhe
"peaceful path” contained a complete revisionist programme: re-
Lject;ng,thezdlctatorshlpfef the- proletariat; as; violence pvex; the

bourgecisie {while retaining its recognition in mere wordsl [
refu51ng to smash the state apparatus of the rul;ng class, rejec-
i f:

gouhnrdﬁmpcracy o

"the 'peaceful’ winning of ébﬁé]o y
- :(Lenlq,Cgl _quksq u,rp.231)

Elsewhefe, KautJ
alqu at%

wede .
a maagxity in par 1amen
qlup;ogii C011 ,works

Ha"rdutsrpoEakss ” f;oﬁ*ﬂarx1sm WHEE i
ctothe Eourgeaisié CEhé(dr FRIETam "GPt hE2NR AT " AGeBLP4nd fhe
progressive historical role of capitalism in general and of



24

capitalist democracy in particular), and discards, passes
over in silence, glosses over all that in Marxism which is
UNACCEPTABLE to the bourgeoigie {(the revolutionary violence
of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie for the latter’'s
destruction). That is why Kautsky, by virtue of his objec-
tive position and irrespective of what his subjective convic-
tions may be, inevitably proves to be a lackey of the bour-
gecisie.”

{tenin, "The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky™,
1918, Coll. Works 28, p.242)

In these expositions, particularly important for our subject,
Lenin crystallizes what is above all "unacceptable to the bour-
gepisie” and represents the essence of the proletarian revolution,
namely, "the revolutionary violence of the proletariat against
the bourgeoisie for the latter's destruction",

It is clear that the bourgeoisie and its lackeys can agree to
many things, but in no case at all to their own destruction,

Precisely this fact substantiates why the proletariat must estab-
lish its own dictatorship and why it cannot build sccialism in
the frame of bourgeois society. The borrceocisie cannct agree with
its own smashing, and it does not only not agree, but it also has
buiit up its own immense state apparatus, a powerful machinery
based on violence (police, gendarmes, military, justice, prisons,
jails etc.) in order to suppress and shoot down the revolutionary
proletariat and to choke the revolution in blood. Therefore, Sta-
lin, while summing up the debate with the opportunists of the Se-
cond International, said very emphatically:

"The dictatorship of the proletariat cannot arise as the result
of the peaceful development of bourgeois society and of bour-
geois democracy ; it can arise only as the result of the sma-
shing of the bourgeois state machine, the bourgecis army, the
bourgeois bureaucratic apparatus, the bourgecis police.”
{Stalin,"The Foundations of Leninism"™, 1924, FLP Peking,1977,
pp.48-49}

Krushchov's "Peaceful Path'

The Krushchovite revisionists of course knew about Lenin's and
Stalin's scathing criticism of the Second International and of
Kautsky. They desperately tried to demarcate themselves from the
"reformists". Apart from the fact that they still used terms like
"revolution®, “class struoggle” and even "dictatorship of the pro-
letariat®” - depleted of their content - their argument above all
consisted therein that the reformists had o n e path to offer,
they, on the contrary, more, namely, t w o paths:

"The reformists consider...the peaceful path to be the only
path to socialism. In contrast, the Marxist-Leninists (say
the Krushchovite revisionists- Authors' Note) on the one
hand state the possikility of a peaceful revelution but while
doing so they also see the other side."”

["Fundamental Questions of Marxism-Leninism'", Moscow, 1%6o
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p.5%81; translated from Ger.Ed., See also:"Fundamentals of
Marxist Philosophy", Moscow, 1958, p.572 -Ger .ed.}

tet us be clear: The revisionists concede the possibility of the
"peaceful path" to the reformists {the social-democrats), i.e.,
by the term "peaceful path" they understand e x a ¢ t 1y

t he s ame as Kautsky.

This is no mere assertion, this can be proved. At first the
Krushchovite revisionists emphasize, just as Kautsky did in his
time, that the "peaceful method" is not a guestion of the form
of the violent revolution , but actually it is the question of
the "character" of the revolution: For example, the revisionists
write:

“0f course, nobody asserts that the proletarian revolution in
ather countries must necessarily have the same charac-
t e r as in Russia".

{"Fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism", p.574, Transiated from
Ger.Ed.)

Elsewhere it is said:

"In that moment in which it orientates the masses towards the
proletarian revolution, every workipg class Party is confron-
ted with the guestion regarding the character of the revo-
lution 1 Will the socialist transformation take place peace-
fully or non-peacefully ?" (Ibid., p.575)}

From the standpoint of Marxism-Leninism, we willingly agree that
the modern revisionists think of the char acter of the
revolution whenever they talk about the alternative of the "pea-
ceful or non-peaceful path”. In a certain way, we are grateful
that with this the revisicnists help us to prove that their
"oeaceful path" completely contradicts the character of the Oc~
tobher Revolution.

That the “peaceful path® of the Krushchovite revisionists has
nothing , absolutely nothing in common with Leninism becomes also
clear by the fcllowing passage:

"The peaceful transfer of power into the hands of the working
class...is a transfer, whereby the existing power is over-
thrown without arred vieclence."

{"Fundamentals of Marxist Philosophy", Moscow, 1958, p.570,
Translated from Ger.ed.} ’

In the case of such a definition of “peaceful transition”, in
reality only the word revolution remains. In the face of such
a position, we necessarily think of Engels, who said :

“Have these gentlemen ever seen a reveolution? A revolution is
certainly the most authoritarian thing there is; it is an

act whereby one part of the population imposes its will upon
the other part bty means of rifles, bayonets and cannon, all
of which are highly authcritarian means. And the victorious
party must maintain its rule by means of the terror which its
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” arms inspire in the reactiocnaries.”
{Quoted in :"The State and Revolution", Coll.Works 25, p.442)

By this, Engels clarifies in all sharpness that, in this or that
way, the power of arms is decisive, or as Mao Tse-tung formulated
it, "Political power grows from the barrel of a gun”.

The revisionist formula of a "peaceful transition” is not the
conception of a relatively peaceful development of the revelu-
tion at all, and definitely not of one or the other of its
phases, but is in reality only a paraphrase of renbuncinq the
revolution. It is a move inte Kautsky's and the Second Ine-
ternational®s path, into the path of parliamentary cretinism.

Of course,the Krushchovite revisionists know about Lenin's and Sta-
lin's scathing criticism regarding any kind of illusions about

the parliamentary path. Once in a while they deferentially pay
their respects to this "old" criticism by Lenin, dating from ear-
lier times, in order to declare afterwards that for today, under
supposedly “new conditions” precisely the "path of attaining

the majority in parliament" is possible as a "form of peaceful
transition to socialism" (See "Fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism",
p-5BZ, Ger.ed.)

In the revisionist standard work "Fundamentals of Marxist Philo-
sophy" of 1958 it is said:

"Earlier the Marxists utilized the parliament as a plat-
form...however, at the same time they turned against the 'par-
liamentary illusions' of the reformists that the task of so-
cialist transformation of society could be solved by the par-
liamentary path. *The Marxists were right in this...at that

time."

However, directly after that it is said that

"Present?ly ..,.under certain circumstances, the parlia-
ment could...become an instrument for the sociaglist transfor-
mation of society." (p.571 Ger .ed. - translated ¥rom Ger .ed.)

Here it becomes clear that in reality the '“peaceful path" of the
modern revisionists, just like Kautsky's "peaceful path", con-
tains an entire programme of reformism and parliamentarism, i.e.,
the renunciation of revolution, the relinquishment of smashing
the old state apparatus, the refusal to destroy the bourgeoisie.
As an instrument of the socialist revolution, they are putting
the parliament in the place of the "power of arms".

In the struggie against the modern revisionists it is necessary
to clarify in all distibctness and without any concession the fact
that their "peaceful path", their scheme of the “peaceful and
non-peaceful path” is not an isclated deviation from Marxism-Le-
ninism. Rather it is a complete programme which is revisionist
through and through. It is a programme of non-violent, "democra-
tic" “"revolution", which is based on the vote and of which nothing
remains, but mere reform and a pious hope for the revolution.({*)

{*} Footnote, see the following page

27

" In the next chapter we shall deal in detail with the fact that

Lenin, too, in certain contexts had spcken of a2 “peaceful path"
cf the revolution, a "peaceful development" in a certain phase of
the revolution. Alsoc, we shall deal with under what pre-conditions
and with what understanding he spoke of this. Before this, how-
gver, we have to make a fundamental statement, which will make
clear that there is no agreement at all between these passages

by Lenin and the ideas of Kautsky,Krushchov etc.

Vihenever Lenin considered civil war to be avoidable under cer-
tain pre-conditions in a certain period, he never permitted
the least doubt about the fact that he a 1l way s procee-
ded from the armed proletariat, from the destruction of the
old state apparatus of the exploiters, from violent revolu-
tion and from the violent suppression of the bourgecisie,
Indeed, he proceeded from the fact that the avoidance of civil
war, eventually possible, would actually he based on the
successes already attained in the previous civil war.

There is only a superficial resemblance between Lenin's formula-
tion and the formulation of the revisionists. In reality, there
is an irreconcilable opposition between the revisionist progra-
mme of a “peaceful path" and Lenin's remarks about a possible
"peaceful path". In fact, this opposition is the opposition bet-
ween Marxism-Leninism and revisionism.
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(Footnote from last page)

A kind of pseudo-left variation of modern revisionism developed
in & few revisionist parties which was different from that of
Krushchov and from the official C.P.S.U. textbooks of the late
50's and early 6G's, guoted farther abeve.In the 70's the leader-
ship of the C.P.8.U., too, tried to conceal its revisionism
better and, in the question of the "peaceful path", preferred to
seek its salvation in some pseudo-left variastions.Whereas Tog-
liatti declared the "peaceful path" to be the only one, Krush-
chov spoke about two possible paths, the non-vialent and the
viclent, and as a t h i r 8 variation, these revisionists fi-
nally propagated the following:

"A peaceful victory of the socialist revolution is not at all
equivalent to denying the use of force in the struggle...in
this sense,noc deep-going social revelution is conceivable
without the organisation of massive political action, without
the use of coercive measures with respect to the exploiters,
and without the establishment of a dictatorship of the revo-
lutionary classes."
{("A Critique cof Mao Tse-tung's Theoretical Conceptions% 1970, p99f)

Thereby, the revisiorists no longer defined their "pesceful path"
to be "non-viclent”, but merely to be a path “withowt civil

war" (Ikic.p.98), which was nevertheless bases on violence., Of
course, this is a more refined variation than that of Krushchov,
because it seems to come closer to Lenin's formulations. Contrary
to Lenin, however, even in this verszion the revisicnists proceed

11 not from the armed pecple’s masses, but merely from the

{Footnote continued on next page}
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I11, WITH WBAT UNDERSTANDING DID LENIN AND STALIN SPEAK ABOUT
THE EXCEPTIONAL POSSIBILITY OF A "PEACEFUL PATH"?
SESAGERSSNINRIESSCNOER0RLESEINENSRADIRRGSIOENSENBLRIRNORRNN

1. Peculiarities During the "Dual Power” in Russia in 1917

a) Lenin and Stalin about the possibility of a "peaceful" fur-
ther development of the revolution in the phase of the "Dual
Power® mid 1917

In their attempt to sell their revisionist conceptions of the
“"peaceful path" as being "Leninist", the modern revisionists
specially like to gquote scraps of sentences from the period of
the "dual power” in Russia, when Lenin spoke about the necessity
of attempting a "peaceful" further development of the revolution.

At that time, at the FPirst Ali-Russia Congress of Soviets, Lenin
said concerning the further development of the February Revolu-
tion of 1917 into the socialist revolution:

"In Russia, this reveolution can, by way of excepticn, be a
peaceful one."

{Lenin, "Speech On the Attitude Towards the Provisional Govern-
ment", 1917, Coll. Works 25, p.23)

S5talin too proceeded from such a possibility during the phase
of the "dual power'" as he retrospectively said about the activi-
ty of the Centra! Committee in May , in the Report of the Cen-
tral Committee at the 6th Congress of the R.S5.D.L.P.{(B}, held on
July 27, 1917:

"The Central Committee proceeded from the fact that our reve-
lution was developing along peaceful lines , and that the
composition of the Soviets of Workers' and Soldiers' Deputies,
and hence of the government, could be altered by new elections
to the Soviets.”

{Stalin, "Speech Delivered At the Sixth Congress of The R.S.
D.L.P.{Bolsheviks}"”, Juli 27,1917, Works 3, p.168&)

{Footnote from last page}

“extra-parliamentary struggle” of the masses, from strikes, demon-
strations and such things {Ibid.,p.5%9)

2) not from the analysis, whether the old state apparatug has
already been smashed or not (if yes, then how other than with

the power of weapons?). Instead, they merely drivel akbout a
"revoluticnary mass movement'.

3) just as in the other veriety, {rom the conception of making
"the parliament serve the people" {Ibid.p.99}.

Here also parliamentary cretinism clearly emerges.This t h i r d
variety of revisionism claims that the "peacetul path” 1s a gues-
tion of "real peolitical tactics and strateqgy" {Ibid.,p.5%8}.This
is completely in contrast to the Marxist-Leninists, who know that
everywhere todsy reactionary state apparatuses exicsi arnd are be-
ing externded. For this reason, they reject every talk of the "pes-
ceful path” as 2 r e a 1 possipility.
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bh) The armed uprising in February 1917 was the pre-condition
for the "Dual Power". Only its success makes the essential
features of the "Dual Power" comprehensible

The revisionists, whe refer to Lenin's (or even Stalin's) state-
ments from the pericd of the "dual power", however, carefully
avoiad e s tablishing the CONTEXT of these words,
in order to evade the ESSENCE OF THE QUESTION, in order to lea-
ve put e verything which could expose their revisic-
nist demagogy.

The fact that in Russia a ¢ i v i 1 war had already
taken place is the first and mo s t fundamental
recognition for correctly understanding and classifying Le-
nin's and Stalin's words quoted above. The possibility of a
peaceful development did not concern the entire path of the
Russian revelution, but only a particular phase in the entire
process of this revolution. The revolution would have been
inconceivable without the foregoing ci-
vil war of the proletariat.fimply forcetting this hercic bloo-
dy CIVIL WAR OF THE RUSSIAN PROLETARIAT and pretending that

it did not have any influence on the continuvation of the revo-
lution up to October 1917 is the most base and gross deception!

Lenin e x pr e s s 1y wrotey after the "first civil war",
after the first stage of the revolution, on the basis of its
results, the possibility of perhaps avoiding a s e c on d ci-
vil war came up. {See Lenin, Cocll.Works 24, p.236).

The armed struggle for smashing tsarism was the most essential
pre-condition for the possibility of a peaceful development in
the s econd stage of the revolution.

It is totally impossible to understand the peculiarities of the
"Dual Power" and to draw the regquired lessons from it WITHOUT THE
KNOWLEDGE OF THIS FACT, WITHOUT TAXKING INTO ACCOUNT THE FEBRUA-
RY REVOLUTION IN RUSSIA.

The "History of the C.P.5.U.[B}" gives a graphic description of
the course of the February Revolution:

"On the morning of February 26 {March 11} the political strike
and demonstration began to assume the character of an upri-
sing. The workers disarmed police and gendarmes and armed
themgelves. Nevertheless, the clashes with the police ended
with the shooting down of a demonstration cn Znamenskaya
Syuare...

On February 27 {March 12} the trcops i1n Petrograd refused to
fire on the workers and began to line up with the people in
revolt. The number of scldiers who had joined the revolt by
the morninog of ¥February 27 was still no more than 10,000, but
by the evening it already exceeded 60,000.

The workers and soldiers whe had risen in revelt began to
arrest tsarist ministers and generals and to free revelutio
naries fror sail. The released peclitical priscners joineg the
revolutionary strucole.

In the streets, shcts were still being exchanged with pelice
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“ and gendarmes posted with machine guns in the attics of houses."

{"History of the C.P.S.U.(B}", 1939, FLPH, Moscow; Red Star
Reprint, 1976, London, p.175/176)

It was a harsh, bloody struggle, full of sacrifices, in which
both sides used all available means of violence - it was a revo-
lution! Only its successes, along with some other peculiarities
which emerged in Russia at that time, gave rise toc the possibili-
ty, ascertained by Lenin, (and moreover characterized to be
"extremely exceptional") of passing over to the socialist stage
of the revolution without a renewed civil war, and in so far
"peacefully"”.

The absclute pre-condition for this possibility was not just the
fact of the February Revolution, but the decisive role of the pro-
letariat im this reveoluvtion. Lenin unambiguously stated:

"rhe revelution was made by the proletariat. It displayed he-
roism; it shed its bloed; it swept along with it the broadest
masses of the toilers and the poor..."

{Lenin,"Letters From Afar", March, 1917, Coll. Works 23, p.310}

Thugs , the February Revolution was a violent, armed uprising

of the proletariat, which led to the overthrow of tsarism and
gave rise to extraordinarily favourable possibilities of develo-
ping further into the socialist revclution,

The most essential thing about this much guoted

and seldom unterstood phase in the course of the Russian Revolu-
tion - characterized as the phase of the "Dual Power" by Lenin
and Stalin,under the conditions of which the peaceful further
development of the revolution became at all conceivable - con-
sisted above all in the following two decisive: facts.

The core, the essence of it wag :

1. The proletariat was armed because of the preceding civil
war., It had extensive possibilities of carrying out its own
arming and that of the people unter its leadership. This was
an indispensible pre-requisite for successfully carrying for-
ward the revolution.

2. Though the state apparatus of the ruling class was not yet to-
tally smashed, it was not in 2 functioning condition . It wasg
partly smashed and partly paralysed, while already basic
forms of power organs of the proletariat had emerged in the
form of the Soviets.

¢) "UNSTABLE STATE POWER" - "ARMS IN THE HANDS OF THE PEOPLE" -
the ESSENCE OF THE "DUAL POWERY

A f ter the phase of the Dual Power, Lenin summed up the pecu-
liarities of this phase as follows:

"Let us not forget that the issue of power is the fundamental
issve of every reveclution.
At that time state power was unstable. It was shared by volun-
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tary agreement, between the Provisional Government and the
Scviets. The Soviets were delegations from the mass of free -
i.e., not subject tc external coercion - and armed workers
and soldiers. What REALLY MATTERED was that arms were in the
hands of the pecgple and that there was no coercion of the
people from without. That is what cpened up and ensured a
peaceful path for the progress of the revolution.”

{(Lenin, "The State and Revolution™, 1917, Coll. Works 25, pp.
1B85-186)

At the time of the dual power, Lenin elakorated with regard to
the real existing armed might of the people and their organs.

"What is this dual power? Alongside the Provisional Government,
the government of the BOURGEOISIE, ANCTHER GOVERNMENT has a-
rigsen, so far weak and incipient, but undoubtedly a govern-
ment that actually exists and is growing - the Soviets of
Workers' and Soldiers’ Deputies.

What is the class composition of this other government? It con-
sists of the proletariat amd the peasants (in soldiers' uni-
forms). What is the political nature of this government? It

is a revoluticnary dictatorship , i.e., a power directly based
on revolutionary seizure, on the direct initiative of the
people from below, and NOT ON A LAW enacted by a centralised
state power...THIS power is of THE SAME TYPE as the Paris

Commune of 1871." "
{Lenin, "The Dual Power", 1917, Coll.Works 24, p.38)

The stzte of the Commune type replaced the army and the police,
separated from the people by the direct and immediate armament of
the people themselves. Similarly it replaced the privileged offi-
ciatdom, standing above the people, by employees of the pecple
who could be directly elected or dismissed, who were directly
responsible to the people and who were payed a worker's wage.
Like the Paris Commune, the Soviets were not based on a juridical
foundation, but were a revolutiocnary reality created by the di-
rect arming of the people's masses.

THE ARMING OF THE PROLETARIAT anf of the people's masses, led by
the proletariat, was an ESSENTIAL FEATURE of the phase of the
dual power, It was vigorously carried forward . In every revo-
ivtion the POWER OF ARMS iz decisive, during civil war as well
as in a phase of the revclution, when a "peaceful™ further deve-
lopment sesms conceivable.

Correspondangly, Stalin wrote,in conformity with Lenin,that a re-
volution

“"cannot win without an armed force that is resdy to serve it
at all times."

{Stalin, "Conditions For the Victory of The Russian Revolu-
tign", 1917, Works 3, p.14])

Stalin urgently emphasized that an armed force

“ "an army of armed wcrkers whe are naturally connected with
the centres of the revolutionary movement™ {Ibid)

was absolutely necessary and at the time of the dusl power it
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had been present in Russia,i.e., it had largely been formed and
developed.

The armed working class, arms in the hands of the people - this
was only on e peculiarity of the phase of the "dual po-
wer, which a 1l on e was not adequate and sufficient to make
a peaceful development of the revolution really possible.

The ot h e r aspect of this matter wag the IMPOSSIBILITY OF
THE RULING CLASS to use armed forces against the revelutien.

Lenin paid extraordinary attention to this second aspect . He a-
nalyzed exactly the condition of those parts of the old state appa-
ratus, which were still existing and had not yet been smashed.

He carefully observed every change in this regard and he orienta-
ted himself in all respects towards the fact that the ISSUE OF THE
STATE, the issue of armed power is the fundamental issue of every

revelution.

In the FEBRUARY REVOLUTICN, the workers in Russia had already be-
gun to smas h the old state machine. This was ascertained
by Lenin in his “Letters From Afar" (written in March 1817 during
his Swiss emigration)):

"I said that the workers have smashed the old state machine.
It will be more correct to say: have begun to smash it."
{Coll. Works 23 , p.326)

What this implied was vividly described by Lenin with the gxam-
ple of Petrograd, one centre, if not the centre of the revolu-
tion - where the situastion was characterized by the fact that big
sections of the troops, disorganized and demoralized because of

the continuing war situation, had gone over to the side of the
revolutionaries in the course of the February Revolution. In Petro-
grad and in many other places the police had partly been wiped

out, or had partly been disbanded by the revolutionary masses.

The tsarist bureaucrats had been thrown out of coffice by the wor-

kers etc.

In Petrograd, power already lay, in effect, in the hands of the
workers and soldiers. The revolutionary democratic dictatorship
of the proletariat and the peasantry had already largely become
a reality, even if in an extraordinarily original way, as Lenin
ascertained. In relation to Petrograd he emphasized :

“the new government is NOT using and cannot use viclence
against them, because THERE IS NO police, NO army standing
apart from the people, NO officialdom standing all-powerful
ABOVE the people.”

{Lenin, "Letters on Tactics", 1917, Coll. Works 24, p.46)
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WHAT LESSONS CAN BE DRAWN FROM THIS ANALYSIS OF THE CONDITIONS,
UNDER WHICH LENIN DEEMED POSSIBLE A "PEACEFUL PATH OF THE REVOLU-
TION" 2

Perhaps that even without the “power of arms" power can be con-
quered?

Perhaps that the old state apparatus of the ruling class does
not have to be smashed ?

Cbviously not at all! Exactly the opposite is shown by the study
of this phase of the history of the Russian Revolution, the phase
of the dual power. Armed strusgle, reliance on the armed workers'
guards, smashing the old state apparatug , at first and at least
its main constituents,i.e., above all the army - all this nmust
unconditionally be carried out before ome can even talk about a
Toeaceful path™, or more pecisely, about a "peaceful further
development" of the revolution:

T H IS is the essence of the matter, which is so assiduously e-
vaded by the apologists of the "two paths of the revolution'.

d)} Has Lenin been refuted by history, when he took a course to-
wards the "peasceful path" in a certain phase of the revolution?

It is well-known that, finally, even in the second stage of the
Russian Revolution, the peaceful development of the revolution
was NOT realized, but that it came to a second civil war.

Can we say that this was & WRONG ASSESSMENT BY LENIN and STALIN?
Has PRACTICE shown that there can never be a "peaceful revolution"?

These guestions are wr ong 1l y raised right from the be-
ginning . If we more precisely examine the period in which Lenin
talked about "peaceful reveolution", we shall see that not only
Lenin's assessment was correct, but alsc that in this period and
under these conditions, Lenin and the Bolsheviks had uncondi-
tionally to take a course towards a "peaceful further develop-
ment,

Based on the fact that the arms were in the hands of the pro-
letariat, and that the old state apparatus, particularly the oid
army, was not in functioning order, the following reasons were
decisive for this necessity:

* The proletariat was
"owing to the insufficient ciass—consciousness and organisation
of the proletariat”(Lenin,"The Tasks of the Proletariat in the
Present Revolutien", 1917, Coll.Works 24, p. 22}

n ot yet ready to overthrow the objectively coun-
terrevolutionary government of the bourgecisie (even if this was in-
capable of attacking at that meoment}).

Rather , the majority of the working class had i t s e 1 f v o-
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luntarily and trustingly conceded power to this govern-
ment.

* This objectively counter-revolutionary imperialist government
had not yet demonstrated its character by means of d e e d s.

Thus, the situation was characterized by

"the absence of viclence towards the masses, and, finally, by
their unreasoning trust in the government of capitalists, tho-
se worst enemies of peace and socialism." (Ibid.,p.22)

* Finally, in this phase, it was n o t & Question of the fact
that the government did not w a n t to use violence against the
people, but that it was not ina po s i t ion todo so. (To
he sure, the bourgecisie, of course feverishly worked towards
putting together the remains of the old state apparatus, towards
setting up troops for counterrevolution ctc.)

On the one hand, the severely damaged reactionary state appara-
tus was s ¢t 1 1 1 pot in a2 position to proceed with violence
against the people. On the other hand, it s t i 1 1 enjoyed an
almost blind trust of the masses. iIn addition, reveolutionary po-
wer organs had already emerged in the form of Soviets. Neverthe-
less, these Soviets lacked experience and the Bolsheviks consti-
tuted only a minority in them. Under these conditions,the main
thing was - which was also possible ! - to take a course towards
a phase of "peaceful revolution", that is, to win the majority
of the people, to carry out the conguest of the majority in the
Soviets " peacefully "™ , in order to then strive at
constituting a provisional REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT, based on the

povwer of the Scviets.

Issuing the s 1 o gan of further civil war, of armed struggle,
would under these circumstances have been totally wrong and would
have led to a severe sethack, since it did not correspond to the
necessities and possibilities of the situation.

In the "History of the C.P.5.U.(B}" it is said about this phase
of the Reveolution in Russia:x

"This meant that Lenin was not calling for a revolt against the
Provisional Government, which at that moment enjoyed the con-
fidence of the Soviets, that he was not demanding its over-
throw, but that he wanted, by means of explanatory and re-
cruiting work, to win a majority in the Soviets, to change
the policy of the Soviets, and through the Soviets to alter
the composition and policy of the government.

This was a line envisaging a peaceful development of the revo-
lution. "{"History of the C.P.5.U.{(B} - Short Course”, 1339,
Red Star Press Reprint, London 1976, p.186)

That in the given period this path was the o n 1l y correct one,
does not mean that it could also definitely ke realized. That is
why, in spite of taking 2 course towards the "peaceful path", Le-
nin did not for a moment disregard the fact that again , in the
next moment, the struggle with bullets and civil war could be put
on the agenda. He and the Bolsheviks in no way concealed this,

as

but spoke about it openly.

As it is known, the situation could not be utilized for a peace-
ful development in the sense of successfully carrying forward

the revolution, but only in the sense of gaining the support and
sympathy of the ma s s e s , above all, the working class, In
the long run, the counter-revolutionary government disposed of
enough troops to start again disarming anéd suppressing the re-
velution. The SECOND CIVIL WAR, the October revelution, took its

victorious course in the form of an armed uprising.

e) Evaluation of the experiences of the "Dual Power" in the light
of Marxism~Leninism ageinst the revisionist theoreticians of
the "Peaceful Bath"

In our opinion, a successful evaluation of the experiences of
the "Dual Power"™ is only possible in the fight against revigio-
nist theories of the "peaceful path".

For Lenin the phase of the "peaceful path" is ASSQCIATED preci-
sely with such CONDITIONS which totally spoil the revisionists'
fun and thoroughly refute all their theories.

* Itwas only possible on the BASIS OF THE C I Vv I L
* W AR 1IN FEBRUARY .

*. Only the armed Februvary uprising fulfilled the basic
precondition that the working class, the people were
arme d.

By means of the February Revolution, the proletariat's up-
rising and its armed struggle, the process of smashing the
* old state apparatus had already begun in a massive way.

As a further very essential factor, the total situation brought
*  forth by World War I should finally be added (which we are pre-
senting only for the sake of completeness).

THE "PEACEFUL" FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF THE REVOLUTION - ON THE
BASIS OF THE ARMED STRUGGLE OF THE PROLETARIAT, ON THE BASIS OF
SMASHING 'HE STATE APPARATUS OF THE RULING CLASS, WHICH HAD AL-
READY BEGUN, -

t hi s was the conception that Lenin and Stalin had of the
"peaceful path".

It is possible to talk and discuss about such a possibility -
mark vou~in relation to a certain phase in the entire process

of a revelution. S u c h a possibility (particularly in those
countries where the smashing of the old state-apparatus has already
largely been "accomplished" in the first stage of the revolution,
so that possibly the second stage can be carried cut "peacefully")
can n o t be ruled out in principle. Even this dees not mean
that the possession of arms and the armed might of the proleta-
riat, as well as the use of viclence in general,can be dispensed
with, It only implies that under certain circumstances,a renewed
civil war is avoidable.
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Eut such a conception of the "peaceful path™ has absclutely no-
thing to do with the situation in the countriez of the imperialist
world syetem and, in particular, cannct be used in the advanced
capitalist countries, where the state apperatus nss not been da-
maeged cr parelyzed by any previous armsd alitercatiocon, where ar-
med fcrmat\rnm ers more than ever anflated, u?nle the prole-
b BT 1)11.,.rma.r1 Lt ::r;ri c;i’nn
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peacefui path” of the rEVOlu“JDh in Lhe phgse ol LnL TPuai o
wer'™ CONFIRM THE PRINCIPLES AND LAWS that the smashing of the
old state apparatus must take place by armed struddle, that the
old ztate apparatus must unconditionally be smashed.

Aithough Lenin and Stalin had talked about the possibility of a
"peaceful path' in a situstion for which there is no parallel
today, this iz no resson & t a 1 1 to make a n y CHANGE
Wwhatoever in the propaganda for the ARMED STRUGGLE
OF THE PRGLETARIAT AND THE PEOPLE'S MASSES, in the PROPAGANDA
FOR THE VIOLENT SHASHING OF THE OLD STATE APPARATUS WHICH 15
ABEOLUTELY HWECESSARY.

2. The Thecretical Possibility of a "Peaceful” Path of The Re-
volution As An Erceptional Case Cohceivable 1n The "Distant
Future" Does Not Rlter The Necessity Of Preparing The Armed
Etrudgle Of The Mecmes

The modery revisioniste specislly love to refer to Lenin's and
Stalin's comments on the posmlbxllty. eventually conceivable in
the "distant future', of a “peaceful path of the revalution in
soine countries . They act as if this "distant future" has already
arrived, They say: What has earlier besn valid for isoclated codun-
tries iz hoéw valid for many or most countries.

A closer examinstion even revesls that the modern revisionists
not only completely separate the guotations in guestion from the
context, but also distort and twist them.

Lenin wrote:

"Howgver, it c¢anhot be denied that in individual cases, by way
of exception, for instance; in somg small country after the
sprial revolution has been acdcomplished in a neighbouring big
country, peace f ul surrender of power by the bourge-
oisie 18 POSSIBLE, i f it is convinced that resistance is
hopeless and if it prefers to pave its mkin .

{Lenin, “A Caricature of Marxism", 1916, Coll. Works 23, p.69)

From the entire manner of presentation, it already becomes clear
that Lenin does n o t proceed from an UNARMED PROLETARIAT,
which plesds and begs, but from the fact that the MILITARY PRE -
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DOMINANCE of the proletariat on the whole is s60 g r e a t that
the ruling class finds 1t5elf in a hopeless situation
and wishes at least to “"save its skin! 5 h o u 1l d all this
oceur somewhere, should the ruling class not have any possi-
bility of waging civil War or in the case of military resistance,
should it, apart from its property,inevitably also lose its skin
and knows this very exactly, then it is of course possible that
it surrenders power “peacefully”. (In such a situation it would
have had this power only on paper).

"Peacefully", this obviocusly means nothing but WITHOUT CIVIL
WAR! This, however, precisely does not mean " v o 1 un t a r-
ily ", i.e., WITHOUT THE POWER OF ARMS, OR WITHOUT ANY
VICLENCE AT ALL. It also does n o t mean that the old

state apparatus does n o t have to be smashed, and it es-
pecially does n o t mean that in such a situvation the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat would be superfluous.

THE OPPOSITE 1S5 TRUE, because only the POWERFUL, ARMED proleta-
riat can comp e 1 the bourgeoisie to endure a development
which culminates in its liquidation as a class., .

The consequence drawn by Lenin in relation to the above mentio-
ned possibility -is of special importance.

Does he now say that the proletariat should prepare for tw o
paths, for the civil war and for the peaceful path 7{*) Does he
constantly speak of t w o possibilities ?

Nothing like that. Immediately after Lenin: has mentioned the
"exceptional case"” that the bourgecisie in a small country
“peacefully surrenders power", which, after all, is possible, he
continues : )

{*)_In 1919 Lenin declared:

"There can be no peaceful evolution towards.soc1aizsﬁ
{Lenin, "Decept;on of the People With Slogans of Freedom and
Equallty L919 Coll Works 29, p. 363) ;

And in the "Hlstory of the C.P.5.U.(B), Short Course", it is
said:

*Marx and Engels taught that it was lm20551ble to get rid of
the power of capital ... by peaceful means
("History of the C.P.S.U.{B}", op. Clt. P 9}

-Is-there a contradiction between these statements and those guo-
“ted above in the text ? Not in the least. For, as it very clear-

ly emerges from “the context , here - in the polemic with the

- Mensheviks - "peaceful" is used in the sense of non-violent-

democratic , and a "non-violent-democratic” victory over the
bourgeoisie is in fact i mpo s s i bl e under all circumstan-

" ces. 'If, on the contrary, "peacefully" is used in the sense of

without ecivil war ", then it is evidently something quite diff-

‘erent. Lenin and Stalin considered such 2 possibility to be

conceivable as an exceptional case , under particularly favou-
rable circumstances.
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“It is much more likely, of course, that even in small states
socialism will NOT be achieved without civil war , and for
that reason the ONLY programme of international Social- Demo-
cracy must be recognition of civil war.”

{Lenin,"A Caricature of Marxism", 1916, Ccll.Works 23,p.69,
emphases in capital letters by Lenin)

In this way or that, regardless of any theoretically concei-
vable exceptional case , the proletariat must under all circum-
stances prepare itself for civil war. T his is the LENINIST
ANSWER, which does not leave any scope a t all for a path
"without the power of arms”, without the smashing of the old
state apparatus etc.!

EVEN WHERE LENIN CONSIDERED A PATH WITHOUT CIVIL WAR TO BE A
"THEORETICALLY POSSIBLE" EXCEPTIONAL CASE AND IN SO FAR TALKED
ABOUT A "PEACEFUL" PATH, HE ALWAYS PROCEEDED FROM THE ARMED PRO-
LETARIAT, FROM THE VIOLENT REVOLUTICN, FROM THE DICTATCRSHIP OF
THE PROLETARIAT, WHICH WAS BASED ON REVOLUTIONARY VIOLERCE ! (*)

As far as Stalin's comments about & "peaceful path" as a possi-
bility conceivable "in the distant future" are concerned, they
coincide totally with those of Lenin.

{*} A clear example of what restrictions Lenin made in rela-

tion to certain exceptional situations, in which it would have
been conceivable that the civil war as a typical form ©6f the vio-
lent revolution could be avoided and the power of the armed pro-
letariat coipncided with the weakness of the ruling class in
such a way that a "peaceful"” revolution forced the bourgeoisie

to relinguish power,is to be found in "A Publicist's Notes"

from 1920. There, Lenin proceeded from the cazse that in "n in e
countries, including a 11l the Great Powers" al-
ready the dictatorship of the proletariat had been established
and the bourgecisie had been crushingly defeated. Then, as Le-
nin said Mspeaking theoretically, which in this case means
speaking wguite abstractly" it was guite
“"conceivable”™ that then ina t e n t h country, in
"one of the s malle s t and most 'peaceful’ countries”, the
bourgeoisie of that country, under the pressure of circumstances,
announced its readiness to come to terms with its systematic ex-
propriation and submitted to it "peacefully”. Of course, one
could not absclutely exclude such an exceptional case, as Lenin
conceded. However, he once again emphasized the following, highly
improbable pre-conditions: .

'...presumes an a b s u t el y secure victory of the
proletariat, the a b lute hopelessness

of the pos it ion of the capitalists, the absolute ne-
cessity for them to display the most scrupulcus o b e g i-
ence and their readiness todo so,"(C.W.30,p.361}

ol
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We see that Lenin 8id not leave even the smallest lacuna for the
revisionist conceptions of a "peaceful path'". That is why these
are forced to resort to the demagogic method of again and again

asserting that Lenin toc foresaw a "peaceful path", however w i t h-

o u t making clear, in what sense and under what totally extra-
ordinary circumstances Lenin talked about such an "abstract" possi-

bility.
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For the sake of completeness, we also quote this passage which
in essence contains exactly the s a m e.

In "fhe Foundations of Leninism", $talin wrote:

"Of course, in the remote future, if the proletariat is viec-
torious in the principal capitalist countries, and if the pre-
sent capitalist encirclement is replaced by a socialist
encirclement, a 'peaceful’' path of development is gquite
possible for certain capitalist countries, whose capitalists,
in view of the 'unfavourable' international situation, will
consider it expedient 'voluntarily' to make substantial con-
cessions to the proletariat.”

{Stalin, "The Foundations of Leninism", 1924, Works 6, p.50)

Victory of the preletariat and establishment of the socialist so-
cial order in the "most important countries" - that would at
least be in all imperialist Great Powers of the world !

It is very evident that this "remote future” has not yet arri-
ved by far. Therefore, what Stalin prudently added, is valid
e ven today:

"But this supposition applies only to a remcte and possible fu-
ture. With regard to the immediate future, there is no ground
whatsoever for this supposition™. (Ibid}

And Stalin underlined, not by chance, precisely in the context of
such an idea:

“the law of violent proletarian revolution , the law of the
smashing of the bourgecis state machine as a preliminary con-
dition for such a revolution, is an inevitable law of the
revolutionary movement in the imperialist countries of the
world.” (Ibid.}

tne core of Marxist-Leninist theory, the necessity of the armed
power of the proletariat, the unconditional necessity of smashing
the old state apparatus, is n o t affected by any possibilities
in the distant future, This core is unconditionally v a 1 i d

even in this "remote" future, even if then a "civil war" can po-

ssibly be avoided here and there,

Finally, for all "distant futures", the point must be adhered to
that, in relation to the selzure of power, even the "improbable"
possibility of avoiding civil war does n ot change a n y-

t hing with regard to the fact that the programme of the Commu-
nists ~ as far as the seizure of power by the proletariat is con-
cerned - has to S5 O L EL Y orientate itself towards CIVIL WAR!

3. The Epoch of Imperialism and the Proletarian Revolution Ren-
ders Indispensible the Preparation by the Proletariat and the
Oppressed Masses of the People For Armed Struggle, Feor the

Smashing of the Old State Apparatus in All Countries of the World

In 1920 (after the experience of the "Dual Power" and after his
reflections regarding the conceivability of "peaceful" revolu-
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tions in the distant future), Lenin set himself the task of ta-
king a stand on the guestion of the path of the revelution, which
would be programmati¢ for the Communists of the whole world.

We underline our conviction that even today, and precisely today,
it is absolutely essential for Marxist-Leninists to unreservediy
support these expositions by Lenin and make them the base for
their own activity. THE THREE UNDERSIGNING SIDES SEE IN THEM THE
BASIS FOR THEIR ENTIRE PROPAGANDISTIC AND ORGANIZATIONAL ACTI-
VITY,

In "The State and Revolution™, Lenin wrote that in the epoch of
imperialism INCREASINGLY STRONG STATE APPARATUSES HAD DEVELOPED
in all countries. Be wrote that the law of smashing the old state
apparatus WAS INDISPENSIBLE and that this smashing had to take
place by means of armed struggle.

"There is not the slightest doubt that these features are

common to the whole of the modern evolution of all capitalist
states in general. In the three years 1848-51 France displayed,
in a swift, sharp, concentrated form, the very same processes
of development which are peculiar to the whole capitelist world.

Imperialism - the era of bank capital, the era of gigantic
capitalist monopolies, of the development of monopoly capi-
talism into state-monopely capitalism - has clearly shown an
extraordinary strengthening of the 'state machine' and an un-
precedented growth in its bureaucratic and military apparatus
in connection with the intensification of repressive measures
against the proletariat both in the monarchical and in the
freest,republican countries.

World history is now undoubtedly leading, on an incomparably
larger scale than in 1852, to the 'concentration of all the
forces' of the proletarian revolutidn on the 'destruction' of
the state machine."

{Lenin, "The State and Revolution", 1920, Coll. Works 25,p.415)

On this basis, in 192c, Lenin declared before the COMMUNIST IN-
TERNATIONAL:

"In the concrete situation created throughout the world, and
above all in the most advanced, powerful, enlightened and free
capitalist countries, by militarism, imperialism, the oppre-
ssion of colonies and weak countries, the world-wide imperia-
list butchery and the 'Peace' of Versailles - in that situation
the very idea of the capitalists peacefully submitting to the
will of the majority of the exploited, the very idea of a pea-
ceful, reformist transition to socialism, is not merely sheer
philistine stupidity but also downright deception of the wor-
kers, embellishment of capitalist wage-slavery, ang con-
cealment of the truth. That truth consists in the bourgecisie,
even the most enlightened and democratic, no longer hesitat-
ing at any fraud or crime, even the massacre of millions of
workers and peasants, s0 as to preserve private ownership of
the means of production., Only the forcible overthrow of the
bourgeoisie, the confiscation of its property, the destructian
of the entire bourgeocis state apparatus from top to bottom -
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parliamentary, judieial,military, bureaucratic, administrative,
municipal, etc. - right down to the wholesale deportation or
internment of the most dangerous and stubborn exploiters and
the institution of strict surveillance over them so as to foil
their inevitable attempts to resist and to restore capitalist
slavery - only such measures can ensure real submission of
the whole class of exploiters.”

{Lenin,"Theses of the Second Congress of the Communist Inter-
national", 1920, Coll. Works 31, pp.186-87)

These emphatic, programmatic statements by Lenin make clear
that today a 1 1 Communist Parties must take a course towards
o n e path, the path of armed struggle by the masses of the
people under the leadership of the proletariat. We underline,
today there exists no rea 1 possibility for a "peaceful
path" in a n y country of the world.

«
[ R A N N N ]

Mao-Tse-tung aptly said:

"Experience in the class struggle in the era of imperialism
teaches us that it is only by the power of the cun that the
working class and the labouring masses can defeat the armed
bourgeoisie and landlords; in this sense we may say that anly
with guns can the whole world be transformed."
(Mao-Tse-tung,"Problems of War and Strategy", 1938, Vol I1I,
p.225; also guoted in "Phe Proletarian Revelution and Xrush-
chov's Revisionism", Peking Review, No.14,1%64, p.7)

To defend this cardinal Marxist-Leninist thesis against the att-
acks by the modern revisionists and opportunists of all shades
was and remains the task of all Marxist-Leninists.
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IV. CRITIQUE OF THE C.P.OF CHINA'S FALSE AND INADEQUATE POSITIONS
ON THE QUESTION OF THE PATH OF THE REVOLUTION
GUSESINRGNNINLESSEIIESREC ORI RENONENS ORISR INNEINRSSESERENS

1. The Propagation of the Scheme of the "Peaceful And Non-Peace-
ful Development of the Revolution" Was A Central Concession
Tog the Modern Revisionisks

In the "Proposal Concerning the General Line of the International
Communist Movement" (Point 11) the C.P. of China set forth its
views on this question in opposition to the propaganda of the
Krushchovite revisionists regarding "two possible paths of the re-
voiution"” - peaceful and nen-peaceful. It declared:

1."The proletarian party must never base its thinking, its poli-
cies for revolution and its entire work on the assumption
that the imperialists. and reactionaries will accept peaceful
transformation.” ("A Proposal Concerning the General Line of
the International Communist Movement”,1963, FLP,Peking,p.22}
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2."The proletarian party must prepare itself for two eventualities
~while preparing for a peaceful development of the revolution,
it must also fully prepare for a pon-peaceful develcpment.”
{ihid.)

Our criticism of this central position of the C.P. of China con-
sists above all therein that here it entirely neglects the fact
that the debate with the modern revisionists on the"peaceful path”
is centred on questions of principl e and makes imper-
missible concessions to them.

From the C.P, of China's reasoning it emerges that, for it, the
contradiction with the modern revisionists touches more the gues-
tion of accentuation, rather than the fundamental issues of Mar-
xism-Leninism.

Indeed, from the statements just guoted, it even emerges that the
C.P. of China accepts a major manoeuvre of the modern revisionists,
namely, that the guestion of "peaceful, non-peaceful” is allegedly
a guestion of tactics.

2. N o Distinction of Princa2pl e is Made Between the

Krushchovite-Revisionists' Programmatic Statements On the“Peace-

ful Path" On the One Hand, and Lenin's Comments On the "Peace-
ful Path" On the Other

Precisely with regard to the guestion, "what do the modern revisio-
nists uvaderstand by a peaceful path and what did Lenin understand
by this", it should first of all have been cleared up that the re-
visionists had built up an entirely anti-Leninist Programme basing
on their thesis of the "possibility of the peaceful path to socia-
lism".

"peaceful path" - this was for the revisionists the programme of
the non-violent "establishment of socialism", a programme of dis-
puting the necessity of a dictatoership over the bourgecisie, of
rejecting the dictatorship of the proletariat, a programme of"a
peaceful, parliamentary passing of the old social order into "so-
cialism”, without eliminating the bourgecisie as a class. It was
the programme of an absolute break with proletarian revolution,
with revolutionary theory and practice altogether.

Was it possible to guarrel with the revisionists about the"fact
that it was wrong to concentrate the “"entire" work on the "peace-

ful path" under these circumstances ?

Did one not automatically accept that the "peaceful path" - and
in fact the way the revisionists understood it - was at least
hal f the truth ? This is one thing.

Further: in our opinion, the C.P. of China n e v e r ought to
have accepted the scheme "peaceful-non-peaceful” of the modern re-
visjonists. For the FOUNDATIONS of this scheme, created by the mo-
dern revisionists, were precisely r e v i s ion i g t., This
scheme is not to be found in any programmatic document of Lenin,
Stalin or the Comintern for the world communist movement in the .
epoch of imperialism and the proletarian revelution, because it is

thoroughly rotten.
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The basis of this scheme was and is that allegedly r e a 1 po-
ssibilities emerged for a "peaceful transition". And precisely
this is vomplietely false. {Even Krushechov did not trust
himself toc name openly, and by name, the countries in which this
"peaceful transition' would be possible. He left this “concreti-
zation" to his star pupils in other countries). The C.P. of China
neglected to state very clearly that “real possibilities" for such
a peaceful path did not exist in ANY COUNTRY OF THE WORLD.

The C.P. of China did n o t first clear up in Point 11 of the
"Proposal" what Lenin understood by a "peaceful path'", did not cla-
rify that Krushchov's formulations, as fas as their CONTENT was
concerned, had nothing to do with Lenin. By this the C.P. of China
fell into the first trap of the modern revisionsts, who unconditio-
nally wanted to make believe that “even Lenin" had certainly spo-
ken about the peaceful path, and therefore it ought to he allo-

wed to them, too.

The C.P, of China fell into the second trap of the Krushchovite
revisionists by accepting at all the scheme of both

the peaceful as well as the non-peaceful path. For, the Krushcho-
vite revisionists' main concern was to bring through the idea that
today a REAL possibility of b o t h paths would exist, which
would have to be taken into account while fixing the tactics.

IN OUR OPINION, THE SPEARHEAD OF THE C.P.OF CHINA'S REASONING
IS NOT AT ALL DIRECTED AGAINST THE KRUSHCHOVITE REVISIONISTS
{who not only spoke of the peaceful path, but canceived

b o th paths to be “real", as could be inferred from Krush-
chov's report at the 2oth Congress), BUT AGAINST THE MORE EX-
TREME RIGHT OPPORTUNISTS LIKE TOGLIATTI, who admitted o n 1l ¥
o ne , that is the "peaceful path", and declared it to be the
STRATEGIC, or even the WORLD STRATEGIC PRINCIPLE.

Thus, the C.P; of China does not begin its point 11 by accident
with the following words: .

"Communists would always prefer to bring about the transition
to seocialism by peaceful means.(*} But can peaceful transition
be made into a new world-wide strategic principle for the in-
ternational commynist movement ? Absolutely not."

("A Proposal Concerning the Geperal Line fo the International

Communist Movement",1963, p.21)

Here Togliatti's variant of revisionism is clearly rejected. The
C.P. of China goes into only this extreme and fundamentally crude
variety of revisionism - even if it does this clearly, uneguivo-
cally and unambiguously.It only stigmatizes the ABSOLUTIZATION

of the “peaceful path". Thereby, it remains completely within the
framework set by the Krushchovite revisionists at the 2cth Con-
gress as well as at the 1957 and 1960 Conferences, in which they
initizlly wanted to coop up the World Communist Movement.

We repeat: Proceeding from t w o real possible paths, accepting

{*} As you may remember, we have already gone into this emphasis
of "preferring” a peaceful tranistion.
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the representation of the Krushchovite revisionists that their
thesis of the "peaceful path" is connected with what Lenin said
on this theme, means NOT ONLY TO LEAVE UNTOUCHED BUT ALSO TO
TAKE OVER THE FUNDAMENTAL POSITIONS OF THE KRUSHCHOVITE REVISIC-

NISTS,.

3., The C.P. of China‘s Thesis of The Tactical Preparation , Both
For a Peaceful As Well As For A Non-Peaceful Development of
The Revolution, Is Completely False

In the second passage, guoted by us from point 11 of the Proposal
of the C.P.of China Concerning the Generzl line,it is said that
every Communist Party must master b o t h tactics: the non-pea-
ceful development of the revolution as well as the peaceful deve-
lopment of the revolution, that every Communist Party must tac-
tically prepare itself for both paths.

At first, this idea seems evident.After all, it recalls the well-
known fundamental Leninist precept to be "well shod onm all four
feet™, to master ALL FORMS OF STRUGGLE, to fight with all the
means at one's disposal and more of such things. However, we

must recognize that it is on no account a problem concerning

the FORMS OF STRUGGLE, that is to say a guestion of tactics. -

® The preparation for givil war , for the "non-peaceful develop-
ment of the revolution", as it is called, is IN NO CASE one

of two possible tactical forms, but a great and guestion of
principle,.The entire Party building (namely, not on the basis
of the principle of legality), the entire education of the
masses in the spirit of revolutionary war, precisely even in
non-revolutionary periods, is affected by this fundamental
ouestion of revolution .

In addition, the C.P. of China must permit the guestion why it
gdoes not at all explain (or can explain} how one can prepare for
the "peaceful path™!

Even in the period of the “Dual Power", when Lenin considered a
"peaceful" further development of the revolution to be possible,
he continued to unremittingly prepare the Party and the masses

for the possibility of a renewed civil war,

bid he speak of the necessity of "preparing" the "non-occurrence"
of civil war in “The State and Revolution", in "Renegade Kautsky',
or in his programmatic speeches at the world Congresses of the
Comintern or elsewhere 7? Can one find such an idea in Stalin's
works ?

The study of all these documents shows that there is n o such
demand whatsoever in the classic Marxist-Leninist works. For,it

is absolutely senseless to specially prepare for a civil war

which will n o t take place. And a guasi "egual preparation

for "both possibilities” is all the more senseless and e n t i-
reijy misleading. It stirs up extremely dangerous illusions,
particularly among the masses, and amounts to disarming ?he prole-
tariat, pboth in a political-ideclogical as wall as a military

material sense.
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4. 1Instead of Propagating The Offensive Armed Struggle, The C.P.
of China Propagated The "Possibility" cof Armed Struggle Only
As a Reply to The Violence Of The Ruling Classes That
is To Say In a Defensive Way

The modern revisionists have allowed the "non-peaceful path" in
case the ruling class uses the power of arms on a large scale
and massacres the people, thus preventing the "peaceful path".

Here, it is not necessary to recall once again in detail Indo~
nesia and Chile in order to make evident the catastrophis con-
sequences of such a seguence that one must first wait for a
bloodshed caused by the ruling class.

Let us consider the C.P. of China's attitude:

"They must defeat counter-revolutionary armed force with re-
volutionary armed force whenever imperialism and its lackeys
resort to armed suppression."”

{("A Proposal...”, p.16)

“Whenever" - this ist the core of the C.P, of China's reasoning.

Similarly, the "General Line Pclemics" propagates z passage from
the 8th National Congress of the C.P. of China:

"But when the people were compelled to take up arms, they
were completely justified in doing so."
{In: "Peking Review", No 14/1964, p.8)

It emerges as if the people have this right only at that point
of time, and not earlier.

We have already stated that, of course, seen over a longer period
of time, the bourgeoisie in all countries has already resorted

to arms thousands of times. In any case, everywhere, the bourgeoi-
sie was the "first" one who resorted to violent measures,

However, this gquestion has already been clarified 1 on g a4y o.
It cannot be dealt with in the same breath with the guestion
w h e n the people are allowed to use the force of arms.

The C.P.cf China's formulations leave SCOPE for the revisionist
gnderstanding that the revisionist attempt to arrive at socialism
"peacefully" should be undertaken UNTIL the bourgecisie,

by means of fascist uprisings and massacres, has, in a bloody
manner, drummed in the foolishness of such an attempt. Their for-
mulations even suggest that the armed struggle of the people's
masses "ought'. to be a mere R E P L ¥, 2 mere reaction, or
even only an act of defense, to the respective actions of the ru-
ling classes.

Such a conception of the armed struggle of the preoletariat and
of the revolutionary masses contradicts Marxism-Leninism,

The C.P. of China should have clearly propagated the teachings

of the Marxist-Leninist classics, that in any case not the bour-
geoisie, but the proletariat, led by its Party, must i ndep e-
ndently determine the time of the armed struggle and
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should nat first wait for the armed attack of the bourgeoisie.

Particularly in relation to the gquestion of the armed uprising
in the capitalist countries, the C.P. of China should have clar-
ified that defensively waiting for the attack of the reaction,
as well ag the DEFENSIVE IN GENERAL, is the D E A T B of any
armed uprising etcetc. However, all these teachings of Marxism-
Leninism were not even me n t i on e d or propagated.

What remains is the formula "whenever...". And precisely this
formula , in its elasticity and ambiguity favouring the revisio-
nist creation of illusions, led to bleoody defeats fer the prole-
tariat and the pecple's masses.

5. If There Is No Peaceful Path, Why Did The C.P. of Chiva Men-
tion It From The'Point of View of Tacties?" -

The C.P. -of China explained:

“it is advantageous from the point of view of tactics to refer
to the desire for peaceful transition'" o .

{“The Origin and Development of The Differences Beween The
Leadership of The C.P.5.U and Ourselves", Peking 1963,p.59}

We categorically declare that we regard such considerations
“from the point of view of tactics" to be false and dangerous in
all respects. ’

In relaticn to the bourgecisie, the mention of such 2 wish would
.certainly n ot in the least change its attitude towards us.

The Communists, of course, seen in the abstract, do not desire
war and civil war, but take up arms in order to eliminate arms.
-.{This is how it should be formulated. It should not simply be
mentioned. that the "peaceful path" is "desirable"). In relation
to the masses, this guestion should not be approached from "the
point of view of tactics". Rather, it is & guestion of ‘tonscious-
1y elucidating the world outlock, the_programme“aﬁd strategy of
the communists to the masses of the people. It is a guestion which
must be embedded in the system of correct education in such basic
guestions like .that of revolutionary war, which is opposed to
;counter-revolutionary imperialist war ete. o .

.-0f .course, one must .clarify .that the argument of the reactionary
forces that the Communists are "blaobdthirsty" and want to “wage
a war for .the sake. of war" i% completely absurd, because the en-
tire existence of imperialism forces upon the world proletariat,

in this or that way, a revolutionary war spread over different

. phases. But, thereby it is decisive to make a sharp distinction
between "wishes" on the one hand, and real events on the other,

to argue in a principled manner and not on the level of conside-

ring "tactical™ advantages. .

‘(A this poirt we call to mind how Mac Tse-tung replied to the
“reproach":"You are advocates of war'. He did not answer.from the
point &f view of “tactical advantage" but in a - fundamental and
offensive manner: Yes, we are advocates of regvolutionary war
and we openly declare that the world can ‘be.transformed oniy by

means of arms! )
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gepusly. Here the C.P. of Chins's soning ccomes clo
scious deception of the masses, althcugh one knowe ex
the "menticned wish" ¢ a3 nn ot become & R E AL

Elve "oy
t PeEai!
Eaif!
. in bhe
sbopmEnl of

shivyld emeiige (i.6,,
’ S G CUuLEFY e
EEibadin £ibdu E i : v Of A he v 1§ dle
tariat, neverthelsss, recognizing the path of ecivil war is the
only permis¢ible stendpoint of the prograpme of the Wworid coipmu-
nist movement:

LTSN ETS IR TH
[T P
RN

Sty ome i i

¥

The C.F. of China did n o t do thig; and with its formulation
of "from the point of view of tactics') it exposed itself to the
justified réproach of not having ssid clearly and uneguivecally
whether it considered the "pesceful path" to be really poigsikble
oi not.(*}

€. The Liberating Role of The Armed Struggle By The Masses of
_The People is N o t Dsfended in The C,P, of Chinafs'FrspOEEI"

Emphasizing or mentioning that in the abstract the Communists

haturally wish t6 already live in Communism, i.e., in & world
without armed struggle, i€ on 1 ¥ on e side of the p¥éb-
lem.

Certainly, it -is permisgible to mention such a desire in the
framework of 2 vigorous and Cohvinding.propadanda. The propagan-
da should point out the absolubte necessity of the armed strugdle
of the world proletariat and armed gEFuggle in every single eouhs
try, clafifying the magnificent libersting role of the feévolutio-
hary war of thé people's asses;  its educative, smancipatory
significance for them.

This aspect of the problem is so essentially sidnificant that it
ought not to be neglected under any circumstances. This is all
the more true in view of the pacifist drivel about peade by the
modern revisionists, who,Wwithéut making any .di&tinction, present
e ve iy Wwab, whethei revolutidhary of couhter-ievolitionsary;
te be a "terrible evil® and set their "pesceful path" against
Hwar® and "viglence" in general.

It i8 one of the C.P. of Chins's gravest mistskes nh o &t  t8 have
Stressed this aspect of the matter at 411 in the "Propesal’ and

{*} The modern revisioniszts slec promptly butt in. They reproach
the C.P, of China with the passage qucted above - of course, to
emiphasize that for them the "psaceful path" is no tactical finesse,
but a real path towards which they "honestly" corientate the pro-
letariat .

{S5ee "A Critigue of Mac Tse-tung's Theoretical Conceptions',
Moscow 1970, Frankfurt 1973, p.9%8)
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in the "Polemics", and not to have defeated modern revisionists
in this respect, too,

Summarizing our criticism of the C.P. of China,of its "Proposal

On the General Line" of 1963 regarding the path of revolution,

it can be seen that it is essentially baesed on cur views set forth
in the detailed second section of this analysis.

Accepting the scheme of the "two paths™ is the main error. The
cther errors mentioned, necessarily result from this. THE FUN-
DAMENTAL TASK FOR THE COMMUNISTS OF THE WORLD IS TO MAKE A THO-
ROUGHE BREAK WITH THE SCHEME OF THE "TWG PATHSY.

The proletariat in every country, where there is an exploitative
system, must be orientated:

-~ towards violentiy overthrowing the ruling class by the power of
arms and towards establishing the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat as an unconditional pre-condition for building sccialism;

- towards the only real path of revolution in today's world, the
path of revolutionary war {civil war, people's war} as an in-
dispensible means to SMASH THE STATE AFPARATUS OF THE RULING
CLASS and thus to open up the path towards a higher social or-
der.

We should beécome completely clear about the fact that the only"ex-
ceptions" ,which Lenin spoke of in the epoch of imperialism (or
which one could have spoken in some countries after World War II)
were situvations based on the results of ALREADY PRECEDED ARMED
STRUGGLES OF ONE SECTION OF THE WORLD PROLETARIAT, in the course
of which the INDISPENSIBLE TASK OF SMASHING THE OLD STATE APPARA-~
TUS had already been achieved, or had been achieved to a large
extent.

The armed struggle for smashing the old state apparatus and for
establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat is therefore the
ONLY path towards which the proletariat must be orientated in
these countries, where the state apparatus of the exploiting cla-
sses still exists.

WSS I ST IS I TR S EIEFFEE S S ERE R E P F SN S S S Sl ol S S S b o o
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Note 1 1 Krushchov's Theory of the "Peaceful - Non-Violent! Path
Contains Fundamental Attacks Against Dialectical and Bisto-
rical Materialism and Against the Theory of the Dictator-

In 1956, at the 2oth Congress of the C.P.S.U, apart from the con-
demnation of Stalin, Krushchov's probably "most sensational inno-
vation" was his propaganda for the possibility of a "peaceful -
non-viclent path” to socialism. The revisioconists asserted that
this was merely a "question of tactics."” However,at the same tinme,
they mobilized their writers in all areas of Marxist theory in
order to give their theses a Marxist-Leninist cover while re-
moving the Marxist-Leninist core from all parts of the theory

of Marxism-Leninism,

In order to recognize the entire extent of the modern revisionists'
onslaught, the Marxist-Leninists must clarify for themselves in
every respect the significance of the principle of violent revolu-
tion. .

The "peaceful - non-violent" path - this was a fundamental attack
on the basic principles of dialectical and historical materialism
and the main conclusions of Marxist-Leninist pelitical economy.
It was a fundamental attack on the basic concept of the uncondi-
tional necessity of the d i ctatorshdip of the prole-
tariat of violently suppressing and destroying all the exploiting
classes, of conseguently carrying out class struggle up to the
victory of Communism, -

Stalin said that the Marxist-Leninists, paying strict heed to the
laws of dialectica) materialism, and in correspondence with them,
had tc learn to grasp the development as the "struggle of opposi-
tes". He wrote:

"that the struggle between these opposites....constitutes the
internal content of the process of development, the intermal
content of the transformation of guantitative changes into
qualitative changes.

The dialectical method therefore holds that the process of de-
velopment from the lower tc the higher takes place not as a
harmonious unfolding of phenomena, but as a disclosure of the
contradictions inherent in things and phenomena, as a ‘struggle'
of opposite tendencies which operate on the basis of these
contradictions ."

{Stalin, "On Historical and Dialectical Materialism", in:“His-
tora of the C.P.S5.U.(B} - Short Course", op.cit., p.109}

In glaring contradiction to this, the ¥Xrushchovite revisionists’
propaganda of the "peaceful path" consists in hushing up, deny-
ing or prettifying the

"social antagonisms that spring from the natural laws of capi-
talist prodection.”
{Marx, “Capital™, vol.1, p.31, Penguin ed., London 1879)

in order to substantiate their "harmonic path” to socialism, their
“"peaceful - non-violent path".
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In opposition to thig, Stalin said:

"By expanding...production and concentrating millions of workers
in huge mills and factories, capitalism lends the process of
production & social character and thus undermines its own foun-
dation, inasmuch as the social character of the process of
production demands the social ownership of the means of produc-
tion; yet the means of production remain private capitalist
property, which is incompatible with the social character of
the process of production...

This means that capitalism is pregnant with revolutien, whose
mission it is to replace the existing capitalist ownership of
the means of production by Socialist ownership."
{Stalin,"Histary of the C.P.S.U,{B}...”", op.cit., p.126}

Precisely this antagonism shows that the guiding principle of
historical materialism is valid for capitalist society:

"Force is the midwife of every old society which is preanant
with a new one".
{Marx, "Capital", Vol 1, op.cit. p.916}

Stalin points out the indissoluble connection between the concepts
of dialectical materialism and the necessity of revolution. He
stresses that the

"transition from capitalism to Socialism and the liberation
of the working class from the ycke of capitalism cannot be
effected by slow changes, by reforms, but only by a qualita-
tive change of the capitalist system, by revolution."”
{Stalin,”History of the C.P.S,U.(B}..." op.cit,,p.111}

The fundamental recognition of historical materialism that,
since the end of primitive scciety, history is a history of class
struggle , is based precisely on the recognition of the law that
necessaxy qualitative changes come about because of the breaking
through of contradictions and the struggle of opposites:

“if development proceeds by way of the disclesure of internal
contradictions, by way of collisions between opposite forces
on the basis of these contradictions and so as to overcome
these contradictions , then it is clear that the class stru-
ggle of the preletariat -is a quite natural and inevitable phe-
nomenon. . .

Hence, in order not to err in policy, one must pursue an un-
compromising proletarian class policy, not a reformist policy
of harmony of the interests of the proletariat and the bour-
gepisie, not a compromisefs policy of 'the growing of capita-
lism into Socialism.'"

fop.cit., p.111}

It is ¢lear that the Krushchovite revisionists deny this connect-

ion in their entire ideolegy and programme. The "peaceful - non-vio-

lent path", the possibility of which had emerged because of alle-
gedly "new conditions” & la Krushchov, implies the attempt to de-
ny the principles of dialectical materialism, which say that the
contradictions of capitalist society can only be resolived by a

qualitative leap, by the irreconcilable struggle of opposed classes,
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thus only by means of violent revolution.

As is well-known , violent revolution, begun with the seizure of
power by the proletariat, with the establishment of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, must be continued under the dictator-
ship of the proletariat.

The revisionists, who propagate their "peaceful path" as an alt-
ernative to the violent seizure of power by the proletariat,

mu st necessarily be against the use of viclence by the prole-
tariat, not only during this process but also afterwards.

Lenin declared the feature ¢f v i ol e n'c e to be the indis-
pensible (although not the only) condition of the dictatorship
of the preoletariat:

"The indispensable characteristic, the necessary condition of
dictatorship is the FORCIBLE suppression of the exploiters as
a CLASS..."

{Lenin, "The Proletarian Revolution ané the Renegade Kautsky",
1918, Coll.Works 28, p.256)

For Marxist-~Leninists the conguest of political power and its
maintenance are nct something that can be mechanically separated
from one another but two steps on the same path profoundly line-
ked with one another, Wishing to conquer political power w i t h-
ou t wviolence also implies the wish to retain it without vio-
lence.

The revigionist propaganda of the “peaceful - non-viclent path"
also consists in rejecting violence after the victory of

the proletariat, in rejecting the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

Geing into this coanection, Lenin wrote:

“"The revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat is rule

w on and maintained by the use of violence by the prole-
tariat against. the bourgeoisie, rule that is unrestricted by
any laws,”

{Ibid., p.236)

This definition by Lenin clearly shows that all attempts of the
most varied shades by the modern revisionists at solving social
antagonisms by “non-antagonistic™ methods , at restricting the
class struggle of the proletariat instead of bringing it to its
full development, - precisely the negation of the use of violen-~
ce to smash the ©ld social order, to shape the transition from ca-
pitalism to communism so to say in a harmonic way, - fundamenta-
1ly contradicts Marxism-Leninism and its basic idea of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat.

In his fundamental work "The State and Reveolution, Lenin explai-
ned, as if he had foreseen the various demagogic maneuvers of the
Krushchovite revisionists about the "manifold forms" of transi-
tion and their phrases about "taking the concrete historical
conditions and national peculiarities into consideration" :
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“The transition from capitalism to communism is certainly

bound tc yield a tremendous abundance and variety of political
forms, but the essence will inevitably be the s a m et t h e
dictatorship of the proeletariat."
{Lenin, "The State and Revoclution", 1817, Coll. Works 25, p.418)

The Krushchovite revisionists refer to "varied forms", to histori-
cal examples, to the concrete situation after the Second World

War in East Europe, toc the new international situation etc.etc,
but not in order to really analyse and determine the various

fgrms of viclent revolution and the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat {as demanded, in fact, by Marxism-Leninism), but in order

to disregard and to deny the necessity of the violent seizure of
power by the proletariat and <its continuation, the dictatorship

of the proletariat.
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Note 2 : The Attitude of the Party of Labour of Albania Tewards Vio-
ient Revolution

The tesis that cone should “prepare oneself for both paths","for
two possibilities”, for the "peaceful"” and the "non-peaceful path"
was also a component of the PLA's line and that of its First Se-
cretary Enver Hoxha, who thought they ¢ould thereby oppose the
open betrayal of the Krushchovite revisionists in the guestion

of the violent revelution. )

Ig his speech of November 1%6c, held at the Meeting of 81 Commu-~
nist and Workers' Parties in Mcscow, which in fact dealt blows
to the revisionists in some basic guestions, E. Hoxha stated on
the question of the path of revolution:

“So far, n o people, no proletariat and no communist or wor-
kers' party has assumed power without bloodshed and without
violence...

Our Party thinks that, in regard toc this matter, we should

be prepared for both eventualities, and we should be well pre-
pared, expecialliy,for taking power by v i ol ence ,

for i f we are well prepared for this, the pther possiki-
lity has more chance of success.” {*)

{Enver Hoxha, “Speech Delivered at the Meeting of B1 Commu-
nist and Workers' T:arties in Mcscow on Behalf of the CC of

the PLA", Novembe: 't, 1960, pp.ici-102)

Thus, Enver Hoxha spoke of t w o paths. One path for the se:-
zure of power was characterized by the use of v i o0l e nc e
From this, it directly follows that the second path for the sei-
zure of power was w i t hout viclence . Thus, it is
in effect conceded tc the revisigrists tnit e peaceful path
without violence does evist, a path that could

lead to the extablishment of the d:ctatorhip of the proletariat,

{*) For Footnote please see the next page
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without a violent armed revolution and w i t hout the
violent smashing of the old state apparatus.

Fnver Heoxha remained within the framework of Krushchov's abselu-
tely primitive reasoning because he did not understand the dis-
tinction between “peaceful" and 'non-peaceful™ as being one of
Muith or without ¢ i v i 3 war ", but made 1t more rou?hly

intoc the opposition - "violent or mon - vi1o0lent?, which
is something entirely different.

Thereby, among other things, he exciuded for himself g¢very possi-
bility of being able to understand and explain that Lenin ana Sta-
lin in no way spoke about the fact that using violence had become
unnecessary. Rather, they spoke about a "peaceful" phase of the
development of the revolution in the sense of an absence of a re-
newed civil war , which was possible under certain circumstan-
Ces. After Fnver Hoxha treated alike and confused both these diffe-
rent things by the formula "without bloodshed and without viclence”,
he in fact lent support to Krushchov's falsification of correspon-
ding statements of Lenin and Stalin.

Moreover, in this speech, Enver Hoxha used the same reasoning
which was rightly fought to be a revisionist creation of iliusions
by the Politbureau of the Central Committee of the C.P. of Indo-
nesia in its self-criticism:

It is the argument that: if one prepares for the non-peaceful,
vielent path, then the possibility of a non-violent path will al-
sc gain "chances of success".

Mark you: Here it is n o t the guestion of the fact that the pro-
letariat can naturally restrict toc a certain extent its sacrifi-
ces by means of a better preparation for the armed conflict. Ra-
ther, it is fundamentally the guestion of the conception that in
view of the preparations of the proletariat for the armed strug-
gel the ruling class could be so intimidated that it waives the

use of its power apparatus and voluntarily steps down. Such an ab-
surd and iilusionary conception not only contradicts Marxist-Le-
ninist science, but also every practical historical experience.

the PLA's polemics against Togliatti’s openly revisionist line
at the 10th Congress of the C.P. of Italy shows that it proceeds
from the fact that there are actually some countries, in which a
“peaceful, namely, non vioclent development towards
socialism is possible.

{Footnote from last page)
The opportunists - people of the likes of the Communist League of

Rustria (KBf)) - seize upon precisely this passage of E.Hoxha. In
doing so , they do not err! They do not let slip the chance of
decking out their revisionist nonsense with Enver Hoxha's quota-
tions: Thus, in the organ"Kommunist" No.l of November 1976,the C.L.
of Austria advocated "that b o t h an armed a s well as

a peaceful path is possible" ("Statement On the Criticism of the
Programm”, p.50, German edition), whereby this sc-called

peaceful path was a path without viclence . They asserted that
the Marxist-Leninists did not recognize 'violence to be an uncon-
ditional principle" (p.51). This could already be read in Enver
Hoxha's speech of 1960.




54

develop the revolution along peaceful lines, the Communist
Party must analyze this possibility. However, it must not de-
clare it to be an absclute , because this possibility could

be transformed into its opposite by a change in circumstan-
ces which Co not depend on us.But if one s i mu l t an e~

0 u s 1y prepares for the non-peaceful possibility, then the
chances of the peaceful path increase." -
("On the Theses of the loth Congress of the C.P. of Italy"™,
Zeri i Popullit, Nov. 1962, in:'"Marxism-Leninism Will Triumph
Over Revisionism", p. 119, translated from the German Ed.) {*)

“"Even in t h 0 s e countries where it is po s sib ] e to

Here, toc, the PLA considers it possible to cppose the revision-
ists by emphasizing that one should npt only prepare for the "pea-
ceful path”, but "at the same time also” for the non-peace~ful one.
The modern revisionists - apart from a few specially extreme re-
presentatives - hardly had any obiections against such a thesis,
which admitted the "peaceful path™ not only to be a real possibi-
lity, but also practically tc be an egual, if not the primary
thing. They themselves often take this stand in order to influence
the revolutionaries in 2 refined way and in order to spread their
illusions more demagogically,

{(*) These theses,which apparently contradicted Krushchovite revisio-
nism, but in r@aiity left untouched and accepted their anti-Leni-
nist, illusionary core , were not only upheld by the PLA, but
2lso by many of the young parties and oppositional groups, which
had constituted themselves in the early 6os in the struggle agai-
nst Krushchovite revisienism. The Communists of Austria, too,

who later founded the MLPA upheld in their polemics against
Austrian revisionists of the likes of Fiirnberg "two possiki-
lities" of the path of the development of the revelution ("Rote
Fahne", No.?1, October 1963). In the self-critical working up of
their fundamental document against modern revisionism - which

was published in the foreword of the 1979 reprint of the ROTE
FAHNE , No.l, on the occasion of the 15th anniversary of the
publication of "Rote Fahne™ - it is said about this:

n

The problem, on which the 'Rote Fahne' failed, was among other
things that also Lenin and Stalin had not denied the possibi-
lity of a relatively peaceful develaopment of the revolution

in any case and for all time. The 'Rote Fahne'® was not aware
of this problem, and therefore could net elaborate that the
kind of ‘peaceful path' , the Krushchovite revisionists were tal-
king about, namely the way of non-violence, of parliamenta-
rism, ballots and sc on, was diametrically oppocsed to what
Lenin and Stalin had talked about as a theoretically thinka-
ble special case...

This fault led to the evern more weighty fault that the first
issue of 'Rote Fahne' set solely the demand for 'preparing
for both possibilities' against the thesis of the Austrian
Khrushchovists that ore has tc¢ prepare and can prepare only
for one way, for the ‘peaceful path'."

("15 Years of 'Rote Fahne', On the Reedition of The First
Issue of Rote Fahne, Declaration of the Editorial Staff",

RF 170, 197%, English Issue - September 82, p.4)
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As is well-known, the catastrophes in Indonesia and Chile showed
how the conception of the two possible paths, of countries in which
the “peaceful path" of the revoluticon is "possible", worked out in
practice.

The last-named guotation, too, characteristically declares that
the aim of preparing for the "non-peaceful path" is precisely
to increase the "chances of the peaceful path". This is nothing
but appeasing the revisionists : Please do not upset yourselves;
we t oo are for your 'peaceful path'. Indeed, we are prepa-
ring for the "non-peaceful’ path precisely in order to make the
“"peaceful" one more probable!

Finally, it was the Secretary of the Central Committee' of the
PLA , Ramiz Alia , today the chief functionary responsible for
the international relations of the PLA, who took the cake on the
part of the PLA. In his speech on the occasion of the loth anni-
versary of J.V. Stalin, he declared that the idea of the "peace-
ful path to socialism" did not originate at all from Krushchov,
but from Stalin. Ramiz Alia said:

"J.v.S8talin also made a great contribution to working out the
paths of national liberation of the peoples and to the tran-
sition of various countries to socialism. As an outstanding
Marxist-Leninist he alsc did not negate the possibility of
peaceful transition of single countries to socislism. How-
ever, like Lenin, he considered this to be a possibility
seldom encountered in histery. N, Khrushchov him-
self, who said all kinds of things against Stalin, was com-
pelled to concede at the 6th Congress of the SED that it was
precisely Stalin , who, in a talk had spcken about the use
of the peacefvl path. And if this is so and there is no reason
to doubt it, where does the merit of the revisicnists and the
2oth Congress of the C.P.5.U0 lie in this guestion ? There is
no merit for them at all in this."

{Ramiz Alia, "Marxism-Leninism Will Triumph", 1963, Tirana, p.
2%, Translated from Ger.ed.)}

Thereby, not only the entire revisionist stupidity of Xrushchov
and his 2oth Congress is accepted. Beyond that, Stalin is alsc
advertised to be its inventor. Krushchov is not criticized be-
cause he has thrown overboard and has betrayed the teachings of
Marxism-Leninism in general and those of Stalin im particular,
but, on the contryrary,because he supposedly.says
the same thing as Stalin. Thus, according to this interpretation,
Krushchov does not deserve any "merit", but rather "he decks
himself with borrowed plumes”. .

After the catastophic events in Indonesia, the PLA changed its
attitude towards the guestion of violent revolution in so far as
it combatted the illusions of the revisionists about the "peace-
ful path" for the seizure of power, and began to defend armed re-
velution to be the o n 1 y path:

"From the tragic events in Indonesia, the Communists draw the
lesson that it is not encugh to merely reject the opportunist
illvsions about the 'peaceful path’ and to characterize the
revolutionary path of armed struagle teo be the only path for
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achieving power. The proletarian Party, the Marxist-Leninists
and every revolutionary must take effective measures to pre-
pare for the revelution, beginning with the education of the
Communists and the masses in a militant, revolutionary spi-
rit up to the concrete preparation for opposing the counter-
revolutionary viclence of the reactiocnary forces with the ar-
med revolutionary struggle of the people's masses."™

{"The Fascist Coup d'Etat in Indenesia and the Lessons Drawn
By the Revolutiocnaries From It", Zeri i Popullit, May 1968,
p.10, Translated form the German ed.}

After the similarly catastrophic events in Chile, the PLA une-
quivocally repudiated the revisionist theory of the "pariiamenta-
ry path" being a possible "peaceful transition", ard defended
the principles of Marxism-Leninism about the violent revolution
and the smashing of the old state apparatus:

"By swearing by the 'parliamentary path’, the modern revisio-
nists merely follow the old blind alley of Kautsky and con-
sorts. The further they follow this path, the earlier they
will get exposed and the bigger will be the defeats they will
supffer. The entire history of the International Communist and
Workers' Movement proves that violent revolution, the smashing

of the state machine of the bourgecisie and the establishment
of the dictatorship of the prol&tarlat constitute the general

law of the proletarian revclution,"

{"Chile - A Lesson for Revolutionaries of the World", Zeri i
Pgpullit, Oct. 1873, reprinted in "Rete Fahne"of the MLPQ,
No.147, p.6)

Unfortunately, the PLA never wasted a word about the fact that,
in its polemics against the Krushchovite revisionists, it had,
for some time itself spread illusions about a possikle non-vio-
lent “peaceful path™. Thouah the correction of this serious mis-
take was in itself very welcome, it was never linked with any
self-criticism. Rather, the PLA did this in such a way, as if it
had always had the correct standpoint.

The dishonesty of such an attitude is expressed very clearly for
example, in the PLA-brochure "The Historical Victory of Marxism-
Leninism Qver Rev151cnlsm, published in 1971 This writing,among
other things, also goes into Enver Hoxha's speech of 1960 held in
Moscow. However, it simply claims that in this speech the "v i o-

l ent revolution” had been propagated " as the gener al
path of transition tc socialism" (p.32). There is not a word about
the preparation for t w o paths, among them for a "peaceful- non-
violent"one, which Enver Hoxha spoke about in Moscow.

However, on the other hand, the PLA again confirme Enver Hoxha's
revisionist thesis from the scme speech of 1960 in its "history

cf the Perty cof Labour Albania", similarly putlished in 1971, Here
the revisionist passage about the preparation for t w o paths
and the possibility of the peaceful path are also gucted. (See
"History of the Party of Labour Albania", p. 4£2)

Wiinout & thorough, self-critical investicat:zr. a serious mistake
carnot be corrected in a consequent manner. Th.s, it is ng acci-
dent that the PLA, and especially its head Enver Hoxha, even to-
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day confuse and unpardonably underestimate the danger of revisio-
nism. Among other things, this is shown by the views upheld by
Enver Hoxha in his book “Imperialism and the Revolution'.

"...(the revolution) cannct triumph on the peaceful road. Lenin
did speak of this pcssihility, in s pec¢cif ic instances,
but he always put the ma in s t ress on revolutiona-

ry viclence , because the bourgecisie never surrenders its po-
wer voluntarily".
{E. Hoxha,"zmperlallsm and the Revolut1on 1878, p. 234}

According to this presentation, it seems as if the entire distin-
ction between Lenin and Krushchov is simply that what Lenin ex-
timated to be a specific possibility, Krushchov finds to be a
general possibility, that what Lenin regarded to be a rare case,
Krushchov regards to be a freguent one. However, this presentation
bypasses the essence of the problem, namely, the unconditional
necessity of using revolutionary violence. Under the specific con-
ditions of the absence or the inability of the old state appara-
tus to function to a large extent on the one hand, and the arming
of the revolutionary masses on the other, the absolute necessity
of using revolutionary violence need not necessarily take the form
of civil war. Thus, not only the "main emphasis" for Lenin lay

in the use of reveluticnary violence, but he,under all circum-
stances,upheld the necessity of the v { o 1l e n t revolution.
For Lenin the guestion at issue was in no case "with viclence

or without violence".Rather, he was merely concerned with the
question of the f or m s of violence used, that is to say,
with'or without c¢ivil war. Enver Hoxha completely loses sight

of this aspect, and, compared to Krushchov, Lenin merely appears
to be a revisionist with less illusions.

dokdrkkdhkhkkkkkdhbkdkhhkhdkddbkhkbdddhkdhdh bk i d kb hdh bk dkrdrhddhdhdh b ki ki

Note 3 : The Moscow Declarations of 1957 and 1960 on the Question
of the Violent Revolution of the Proletariat and the Po-
sition of the C.P. of China at These Conferences

Although the documents of the Conferences of the Communist and
Workers® Parties in 1957 and 1960 in Moscow declare that:

"Leninism teaches and historical experience confirms that the
ruling classes do not cede power voluntarily" (*)

a fundamentally wrong iine is laid down in the guestion of the
viclent proletarian revolution. Not a2 single word is wasted about
the general law of violent revolution, about the necessity of
viclently smashing the bourgeois state apparatus, about civil

{*) "Documents of the Moscow Conference 1957, p.77 , and "Do-
cuments of the Moscow Conference 1960", p. 122; both in "Declar-
tions of the Moscow Conferences 1957 and 1960", Rot Fromt, Dort-
mund; all the following gquotations are taken from this German
edition and translated by us.
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war, unavoidable under today's conditions, for smashing the po-
wer of the bourgecisie.

Instead, the following revisionist theses are propagated, which
are not only in no way inferior to theose of the 2oth Congress of
the C.P.S.U., but which in many passages copy these almost word
by word:

1. The conception is upheld that ostensibly two paths of the
transition to socialism are possible, & "peaceful" and a "non-
peaceful" one {(p. 77,0r p.122), whereby the emphasis is clearly
laid on the "peaceful path", which limits itself to "peaceful

{non-violent?} means":

"The working-class and its avantgarde,the Marxist-Leninist
Party s tr i v e to carry through the socialist revoluticn

by peaceful means." {(Ibid.,p.76,0r p.122)

2.1t is represented, as if, under®today's conditions% the prole-
tariat really has the possibility of establishing its power in

a2 number of capitalist countries without smashing the bourgecis
state apparatus by means of civil war:

"Under today’'s conditions the working class led by its avant-
garde has the possibility of conguering state power without
civil war in a number of capitaligt countries.”™ {(Ibid}

Incidently, what is essentisl here, is not so much that armeg
struggle - that is civil war - is propagated as being avoidakble.
But what is important is that a peaceful "conquest” of state po-
wer is propagated, which suggests simply taking PO S S-
e s 51 on of the old state power. At least, not & single word
about the necessity of s ma s hing it is uttered here.

3. Asserting that the working class has the possibility

“to change the parliament from a tool which serves the class
interests of the bourgeocisie to an instrument which serves
the working people'{Ibid., p.77, or p.323}

the "parliamentary path" te socialism is propagated.

4. The violent revoclution as a general law is denigrated to a
"necessary evil", to which one resorts only in the case of dire
necessity, when the bourgeoisie has already earlier rescrted to
massive viclence:

"I f the exploiting classes use viglence, one should have in
view another possibility, the one of the non-peaceful transi-
tioen to soc:ialismV{Ibid.)

5. The correct demand to keep the sacrifices of the proletarist

as less as possikle 1s used as an argument for the "peaceful path™
and ig also extended to the bourgeoisie withcut taking irntc
account the class aspect at all.

"The rezlirzatior of this possibility {(of the 'peaceful path',
Authors' note) would correspond tc the interests of the wor-
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king class and the whole people, to the national interests
of the country”.{Ibid, p.76,0r p. 122} (*}

The C.P. of China agreed to all these positions at the Conferen-
ces of 1957 and 1960, although at both these conferences it dis-
tributed its own position, differing in some points, to the par-
ticipating delegations, Evidently, the C.P. of China was criti-
sized later from different sides because it had signed the abo-
ve-mentioned false position. On the basis of this criticism, the
C.P, of China declared in the comment "The Proletarian Revolu-
tion and Krushchov's Revisionism" that this criticism was right
and demanded an amendment of the corresponding passage in the
1960 declaratian:

"If comrades now make the criticism that we were wrong in gi-
ving this consideration to the leaders of the C.P.5§5.U., we
are guite ready to accept this criticism. As the formulation
of the question of peaceful transition in the Declaration and
the Statement was based on the drafts of the C.P.S5.U. and in
some places retained the formulations by its 2cth Congress,
there are serious weaknesses and errors in the overall pre-
sentation, even though a certaln amount of patching up was
done". (Peking Review, No,14/1964, p.9)

The following errors are expressly mentioned by the C.P.of Chi-
na: the possibility that

"state power tan be won...without civil war;”
the possibility that
"a stable majority can be secured in parliament and that par-
iiament can thus be transformed into an instrument serving
the werking people™;
and the failure to stress

"violent revolution as a universal law'",

As the C.P. of China declared, because these errors gave the po-
ssibility of

"peddling Krushchov's revisionism",
to the revisionists, it put forward the demand:

"to amend the formulation of the gquestion in the Declaration
and the Statement through Joint Consultation of Communist and
Workers' Parties so as to conform to the revclutionary princip-
les of Marxism-Leninjism"

{For all this see: Peking Review, No.14,1964, p.9)

{(*} This thesis in no way differs from statements on this by the
Krushchovite revisionists, who propagated that the peaceful path
would serve
“the national interests of the country",
{"The Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.5.0.",in"Pe-
king Review} No.25,1963, p.28)
In this way, the revisiconists documented their concern about spa-
ring the bourgeoisie.



-rElTne order toisi vfoﬁﬂxlts views on; thls questlon, thé Cié;Téf
China cnce,agaln C1ted the "maln lentS" from;‘the document. dis-
1 1ch At stlll dld

“nmt conslder.tc be false.
".'—'*,‘."H‘“ Jl H B
Hawever ;havlng analysed this document, we have to. say';hat the
C.P, of China's self-criticism-in.the questlon of the two paﬁhs,
the "peaceful® and the "non-peaceful® was not thorough-going .
Far,: in: somewparts—cf this document, it itself expre sed the
: W =y Th;s contraélcts Harx1st -Lenini £ heory on
the violent revolution and is clearly false. In “Ehe' document
*tOutline .of: Views On. the Questan of Peaceful Txans;t;on of

ag ﬁo : dpestmon of_the transmtlon ‘from cagltallsm to socxa—
115m ;t would be more. flexible to.refer to the t'¥

geacefui trapsition. and nonwgeacefﬁl tx nsi ;on,“
‘than to just ope, ang’ thzs ‘would place us in a pOSlthﬂ wh“re
we can have the initiative polltlcally at ‘any tfime. -
v b Referring. to the, possibility.of peace f u 1l .transi-
tion indicates that for us tha use of vidlence is primarily
a matter of self-defence. It enables the Communist Parties
.}wln,the capitalist: countries.to. sldastep attacks .on, them on
this issue, and it is polltxcaily aidv.ant a'g e a ;s -
.71 advantageous, for winning the masSes .dnd also for depriving
"“ the bourgebisie of its pretexts for ‘such attacks and 1sa1a—
ting it.
4gi.ﬂlf'gxa¢t1cal .possibilities for.peageful transition were
tararise:dn- individual countries; 1n the .f u. t 't e  when
the international.or.domestic:sitiation, changas drast;cally,
P wes condd, Lhen«make txmely use. cf the.. opportunlty to win, kthe
support of the masses and solve the problem.of state pawer
by peaceful means."
#{"The Origin;and Development. of.the Differences BHetween the.
Lgﬂdgrship of the. C.?P,5.U. And Ourselves M FLP Pek;ng 1963,

2

Mao Tse- tung 5 clear Marxlst Lenlnlst 9051t10ns about revolut;o-
nary war, revolutionary struggle and its significance played a
’h‘%eTX" rb&e for the Marxlst Lenlnasts of many countrxes 1n the

These teachlngs Gf Mao Tse tung from VolumeII IV thus orlglnan
mmAilng f:cm.the perlod of Ethe Chlnese pecplg armeé struggle, be-

*ﬂ%évolufloﬁian Chana. arsf

61

At this point, we underline that we completely agree with Mao
Tse-tung's views which we shall guote in the following. We under-
line that today these basic views of Mao Tse-tung must vigou-
rously be de fended against the modern revisionists and
their diverse followers, because they contain fundamental MHarxist-
Leninist prineciples. Similarly, these Marxist-Leninist positions
of Mao Tsetung must be stressed while repudiating those, who,
after his death, run him down completely.

Let us consider Mac Tse-tung's most important statements and the
frenzied attacks against them by the revisionist "theoreticians"

In their revisionist piece of work "A Critique of Mac Tse-tung's
Theoretical Conceptions"™, published in 1970 in Moscow, Mao Tse-
tung's views are quoted in detail. The revisionist attempt at
"refutation" essentially consists in shrieks of indignation and
the simple assertion that Mao Tse-tung's views are false or con-
tradict Marxism-Leninism. Thereby, not even a single serious att-
enpt ist made to provide proof for this.

The modern revisionists angrily quote Mao Tse-tung's splendid
words:

"Every Communist must grasp the truth, 'Political power grows
out of the barrel of a gun'".

{Mao Tse-tung, "Problems of War and Strategy", 1938, sW II,
p.224} (*)

"The seizure of power by armed force, the settlement of the
issue by war, is the central task and the highest form of re-
volution. This Marxist-Leninist principle of revolution holds
good universally, for China and for all other countries.”
{Ibid., p.219)

Besides themselves at this position, which sharply crystallizes
the essence of the guestion, the modern revisionists comment:

"One is struck by the inflexibility and peremptory character
of these formulations. If they 'hold good universally', one
may well ignore the concrete conditions, the time and place.
This simplifies the theory of revolutionary struggle to the
limit. At long last one has got universal means of solving
all kinds of problems..."

("A Critique of Mao Tse-tung's Theoretical Conceptions®
Progress Publishers, Moscow, 13972, p.91)

And this is the entire "refutation"! {Those who do not believe
it, must read up themselves the following and the just cited pri-
mitive statements of the very learned and well-paid revisionist
ascademicians}.

Let us consider their meagre “arguments". It is very obvious that
Mao Tse-tung's statement is "categorical" and exudes "self-con-
fidence", but this has nothing at all to do with the fact whether
it is right or wrong.

{*)} The "Polemics"” (1963,64), too, quotes these words of Mao Tse-
tung in the struggle against Krushchov revisionism {See,"The Pro-
letarian Revolution and Krushchov's Revisionism®, Peking Review,
No. 14/1964, p.7)
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Further: It is n o t true and also not at all Marxist to con-
clude from the word "universally"”, as from the words "for all
other countries" that Mac Tse-tung was against taking
into account the"concrete conditions". Whoever studies Mao Tse-
tung's presentation further will see that he demands exactly the
consideration of the "concrete conditions" - to be sure, on the
basis of the general principles of Marxism-Leninism.

In the following, Mac Tse-tung shows the di st inction
between a pp i y ing this general principle to China {(where
liberated areas could be established@ in the countryside)on the
one hand, and to the highly industrialized capitalist countries
on the other. For these imperialist countries, he declares in re-
gard tc the form of revoluticnary war:

"The one war they want to fight is the civil war for which
they are preparing”.
(Mao Tse-tung,"Problems of War and Strateqy",1938, SW II, p.220}

Mao Tse-tung then warns against premature uprisings in imperia-
1ist countries, explains again the difference in China's concrete
conditions etc.

The revisionists' argument is absolutely untenable. Rather, it
shows that the revisionists completely negate universally va-
1id principles under the pr et e x t of the "concrete" con-
ditions, which are supposedly always different.

Their last "argument" that the “theory of revolutionary struggle"
is simplified "to the limit" and is made into a "universal means"
is simply a falsification, since Mao Tse-tung talked of the “hig-
hest" form of the revolution and not of the ognly one.

Besides,already over three decades ago, Mao Tse-tung replied ve-
ry appropriately to the revisionists of that time, regarding
their tittle-tattle about his "absclutization" of the revolutio-
nary wars

“Some people ridieule us as advocates of the ‘omnipotence of
war'., Yes, we are advocates of the omnipotence of r e v o 1~
vwtionary war; that is good, not bad, it is Marxist.
The guns of the Russian Communist Party created socialism.

We shall create a democratic republic. Experience in the class
struggle in the era of imperialism teaches us that it is conly
by the power of the gun that the working class and the la-
bouring masses can defeat the armed bourgeecisie and landlords:
in this sense we may say that only with guns can the whole
world be transformed.”

{Mao Tse-tung, "Problems of War and Strategy™,1938, SW 1I,p.
225) (*)

The modern revisionists also guote this passage from Mao Tse-
tung's works and attempt a “refutation™:

“No, this is not a Marxist approach at all... The only almighty

(*}The Polemics™ (1963-64) also guotes these words of Mao Tse-
tung in the struggle against Krushchov's revisionism {8th Comment,
PR No.14, 1964, p.7)
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means is the active organisation of the revolutionary masses,
the proletariat above all”. ) .

{" A Critique of Mao Tse-tung's Theoretical Conceptions”,Pro-
gress Publishers, Moscow, 1972, p.95)

Hore it can be seen very clearly, how the "revoluticnary spirit
evaporates' behind the phrase: Are the revolutionary masses r e-
1 1y almighty in independent organizations if they do not have
& ny weapons ?

Actually, this guestion suffices to make clear that the modern
revisionists have cut out the cardinal guestion, i.e., the ques-
tion of power, the guestion of political power, which in fact
does"grow out of the barrel of a gun", replacing it by the phrase
"independent organizations".

In faet, Mao Tse-tung's views in this question are Marxist, and
those of his "critics" assail fundamental Marxist-Leninist pre-
cepts. Immediately prior to this, Mao Tse-tung had elucidated:

"According to the Marxist theory of the State, the army is the
chief component of state power. Wheoever wants to seize and
retain state power must have a strong army." .
{Mao Tse-tung, ibid., 8W II, p.225)

Precisely for this reason it isa cor r e ¢ t summary, which
concentrates on the essential, to say that "political power grows
out of the barrel of a gun" and to characterize revoluticnary

war as "almighty”.

It is not surprising that the modern revisionists do not

like precisely this guotation of Mao Tse-tung at all, because ,
as is well-known, they wish to stress the role of the parliament
to be central, That is why they simply declare in brief after
they have cited the above menticned passage:

"liao turned these notions inte a b s o 1l u t es and identi-
fied them with Marxism".
("A Critique...", op. cit. p.146)

This is the entire "refutation". The revisionist professors have
only overlocked the fact that in these sentences Mao Tse-tung on-
ly reproduces that which already L en i n in his time very
clearly stated against the revisionists in "The State and Revolu-
tion":

"Like all great revolutionary thinkers, Engels tries to draw
the attention of the class-conscious workers to what prevai-
ling philistinism regards as least worthy of attention, as
the most habitual thing, halleowed by prejudices that are not
only deep-rooted but, one might say, petrified. A standing
army and police are the ¢ h i e f instruments of state po-
wer., But how can it be otherwise ?

(Lenin, "The State and Revelution", 1917, Coll.Works 25,p.394}

The thesis of Mao Tse-tung that the army, the armed power, is
the "main component of state power” fully corresponds to reality
and to the theory of Marxism-Leninism and it is n o accident
that the modern revisionists, as adherents of parliamentary cre-
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tinism, wish to conc¢ e a l precisely this important truth
from the class-conscious workers.

Two further statements by Mao Tse-tung, which are fully correct,
excite the anger of the revisionist "humanists®.

Mao Tse-tung says:

"But there is only one way to eliminate it and that is to
oppose war with war, to oppose counter-revolutionary war
with revolutionary war..."

{Mao Tse-tung, “Problems of Strategy in China's Revolutiona-
ry War", 1936, SW I, p.182}

The comment of the modern revigionists- hard to believe, but true-
runs simplys:

"The inhumanity of this thesis is manifest.” .
(*a Critigue...",op.cit; translated from the Germ.ed.,p.i118)(¥%)

Actually, it is hard to surpass such a philistine, counter-revo-
lutionary ignorance.

This also becomes c¢lear in the attack against another passage by
Mac Tse-tung. In "On Protracted War®, Mac Tse-tung wrote:

", ..revolutionary war is an antitoxin which not only eliminates
the enemy's peison but also purges us of our ewn £ilth, Every
just, reveolutionary war is endowed with tremendous power,
which can traasform many things or clear the way for their

transformation.” i
{Mao Tse-tung,”On Protracted War”, 1938, SW II, p.131)

The comment of the revisionists is:

"The Maoists refuse to consider this elementary truth: the
MEANS OF TRANSFORMATION cannct be neutral with respect
to the A I M OF TRANSFORMATION...
On many occasions the founders of Marxism warned the proleta-
riat that the use of violent means was limited and f or c e d
and emphasised the dangers arising from the use of extreme
means of struggle.”
{"2 Critique,..", op.cit., p.115,118)

It is evident that Mao Tse~tung n e v e r said anything about
the "neutrality” of the means. Rather, he established a posi-
tive relationship between the means and the purpose. The revisio-
nist professors, on the contrary, establish a negative relation-
ship enfirely in the manner of pacifist clerics who bemoan

that all violence is evil, that it stains, corrupts and ruins
men etc,

The revisionists boldly tell fibs about “dozens of comments" of
the classics, but they literally cannot cite a s ingl e gquo-
tation of the teachers of the proletariat which in the least re-
semblés their pacifist, whining nonsense. In reality, namely, it

(*)}This line is missing in the English translation and has there-
fore heen translated from the German edition of this book.
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is completely the other way round: The classics of Marxism-Leni-
nism have stregssed dozens of times precisely the e man c i p a-
tory role of armed struggle. Engels ridiculed Diihring's
“difficulty" with the possibility of armed struggle. As far as
the relation between means and purpose is concerned, it precise-
ly corresponds to materialist dialectics that means like armed
struggle, like establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat
etc, are wsed which apparently contradict Communist aims. In re-
ality, however, they are absolutely necessary on the way to the
ideals of Communism (See for this Part II/2 of the present num-
ber, which shows the attitude of the classics in this guestion).

All the demagogic slandercus attacks of the modern revisionists,
precisely against Mao Tse-tung's undoubtedly Marxist-Leninist
views, went hand in hand with attacks against the C.P. of Chi-
na's revolutionary practice in the 6o's of supporting armed stru-
ggles in other countries., The modern revisionists wished to
function as "extinguishers of the revolution”. They wrote in re-
lation to the t h en C.P, of China:

"Tthis question arises: what is the purpose of the Chinese lea-~
ders’ strong advocacy of 'people's war'? There is only one
answer: their only purpose is to provoke armed conflicts in
various parts of the globe... Take the war-mongering policy...
their intensified support of the extremist elements in Indone-
sia, Burma,Congo, Thailand, Malaysia."

("A Critigue of..." op.cit.,p.82)

What the revisionists are attacking here is the support given at

that time by the C.P, of China to the C.P. of Indonesia, the C.P.
of Burma, the C.P. of Thailand and the C.P. of Malaya etc., which
was an expression of proletarian internationalism.Indeed, the re-
vionists go one step further and even declare that in these coun-
tries armed liberation struggle is the last thing one needs:

“At present, political and economic methods of fighting imper-
ialism are being brought to the fore in the countries of
Asia,Africa and Latin America...

That is why it is guite wrong today to regard armed struggle
as an absolute and to insist on it as the central task facing
the peoples of these continents."

{Ibid., p.82)

By means of these views (entirely systematized in Krushchov's
spirit by the revisionist Teng Hsiao-ping in his UNO-Speech of
1874) ,the modern revisionists reveal themselves to be anti-revolu-
tionary ideologues of world imperialism, Here we can also find

the actual reason for the primitive attacks against Mao Tse-tung's
Marxist-Leninist teachings c¢oncerning armed struggle, contained

in his works from the period 1927-1049.



We must underline that all the guotations of Mao Tse-tung , guo-
ted further above originate from the pericd b e £f or e 1949,

Thus, the guestion arises about Mao Tse-tung's attitude to vio-

lent revolution in the years a £f t er t h a t, especially

after the 2oth Congress of the C.P.5,U., at which the "peaceful-

parliamentary path’ to socialism was announced,

Unfortunately, there are n o authentic, authorized writings

by Mao Tse~tung which directly discuss the "peaceful path" of the
2oth Congress. In order to provide material on this guestion, we
are left with no other alternative but to refer to the so-called
"Wolume V", published by the Teng-Hua-revisionists.

We must emphasize thereby that we cannot proceed from the
fact that the speeches and writings, not published earlier, are
necessarily authentie and unfalsified. Also gross falsifications
cannot be ruled out. {*} However, since this volume undoubted-
ly exerts an ideological influence, we are taking a stand on the
positions contained in it, w i t h o u t being able to clearly
ascertain whether and to what extent these are really Maoc Tse-
tung's positions.

Directly referring to the theses of the 2oth Congress of the
C.P.S8.U., it is said in the unauthorized writing "Be Activists
In Promoting the Revolution" of 1957:

"...We also- d i s agree with Khrushchov and his associa-
tes on the guestion of peaceful transition. We maintain that
the proletarian party of any country should be prepared for
two possibilities, cnefor peace and the other
for war. In the first case, the Communist Party demands
peaceful transition from the ruling class, following Lenin in
the slogan he advanced during the periocd between the Februa-~
ry and Octcber Revolutions. Similarly we made a proposal to
Chiang Kai-shek for the negotiation of peace., This is a
defensive s 1 0ogan against the bourgeoisie, a-
gainst the enemy, showing that we want peace, not war, and
it will help us win over the masses. It is a slogan that will
give us the initiative, it is a tactical slogan. However, the
bourgecisie will pever hand over state power o f t heir
own accord, but will resort ot violence. Then there
is the second possibility. If they want to fight and they
fire the first shot, we cannot but fight back. Ip seize state
power by armed force -~ this is a strategic slogan. If you in-
eist on peaceful transition, there won't be any difference
between you and the socialist parties. The Japanese Socialist
Party is just like that, it is prepared for only one possibi-
lity, that is, it will never use violence. The same is true
of all the socialist parties of the world. Generally speaking,
the political parties of the proletariat had better he pre-
pared for two possibilities: one, gm5gg§;gmggmg§g§q§i§ngggge7

not his fists, but two, if a bastard uses his fists, T'11 use
mine . Putting the matter this way takes care of both possi-

67

bilities and leaves no loophole.®
{Maoc Tse-tung, "Be Activists in Promoting the Revolution",
19857, Vol.V.,p.455)

Evern if one takes into account that here a strong dose of rheto-
rical irony may play a role, this standpoint contains gross mis-
takes and is highly contradictory:

a) On the one hand, this guotation expresses real opposition to
the Krushchovite revisionists by saying, the bourgecisie "will
newver hand over state power of their own accord, but w i 1
resort to viclence", and in connection with this by saying:"¥o
seize state power by armed force - this is a strategic slogan.”
But these correct statements are not consequently and offensively
sharpened against the Krushchovite revisionists. Thus, it would
have been necessary to stress the necessity of the violent smash-
ing of the old state apparatus against the Krushchovite “peace-

{(*} Such falsifications in no way require extensive altera-
tions. Already the alteratiom or leaving out of a single word, in-
deed a stroke of brush of the Chinese symbols, can totally falsi-
fy the meaning.Beyond this, the translation, precisely from the
Chinese, offers manifold possibilities of falsifications, espe-
cially where nuances are important,

ful-pariiamentary path". Instead, the correct statements are di-
rectly depreciated in the further argumentation,

b) The generalization of par t i cul ar situations in

the course of both the Russian and the Chinese revolutions is
impermissible. The peculiar circumstances of the Russian prole -
tariat, a £ t er it had just carried ocut the February revolu-
tion and was armed, but also the peculiar situvation which emer-
ged in China a f ter a protracted, revolutionary war - which
had led to the building of such a powerful, armed force like the
People's Liberation Army -~ are s chematically
carried over to a } 1 countries and situations. It is suggested
to the proletariat to adopt similar tacties in a 1 1 countries,
independent of the concrete conditions as Lenin and Mao Tse-tung
in a particular, historically conditioned situvation did.

in addition, the essence of the situation after the February re-~
volution is grossly distorted by saying that Lenin “demanded"”
peaceful transition from the ruling classes.

Thereby, the core of the matter is hushed up that Lenin - on
the basis of the results of the February revolution, especially
of the arming of revolutionary people's masses while the old
state apparatus was already partially destroyed and thus paraly-
zed - for some time considered a '"peaceful”, i.e., a further de-
velopment of the revolution without civil war, to be possible.

c) Moreover, in the passage about "tactics", it emerges as if
tactics are a kind of “trick" to win the masses of the people:
One knows that the bourgecisie will "resort to vioclence". Yet one
demands a “peaceful transition™, a peaceful surrender of the
bourgeoisie in order to put them in the wrong if they do not vo-
luntarily give up state power, which they will certainly not do.
In ne case Lienin was concerned with winning the masses of the
people by using the "tactical trick™ of making a "demand" which
could not be realized, Rather, his starting-point was the r e a 1
possibility, arising at times, of being able to compel the bour-
geoisie - which temporarily had been able to come to the fore,
Eut could not base itself on a reliable apparatus of power - to
g%vi up" state power peacefully, i.e., without a ¢ i-
v i war.



d)} Further on, the closing passage rescinds the differing eva-
luation of both possibilities - one as a tactics, the other as

a strategy - and speaks "in general" of two Eossib;lit%es. One
has to prepare oneself both for the path of’ arguments” as well
as that of “fists". In the context, this gives rise to not just
confusion, but it also means propagating, just like tﬂe Krgshcho~
vite revisionists, the non-violent "path of arguments bﬁsxde§
the “"path of the fists". This is the path of peacefully "convin-
cing" the exploiters and their organs of power.

e) This passage in the text also contains 5§rong elements of'a
defensive attitude, namely, beginning the armed upri-
sing only when the bourgecisie has already_ta%en up arms accor-
ding to the motto "You shoot first, dear Sir!l This is a dgadly
conception which leaves the initiative, the choice of the time
and the element of surprise completely to the bourgeoisie !

f) The masses cannot be educated for revolutiQnary war wi?h Ehe
defensive affirmation of not wanting war and Wl?h phe thesis "a
gentleman prefers arguments to fists®, Thereby it is gresented

to be a "necessary evil®, i.e., it is presented negatively and
not as a powerful liberating and pur%fying force, as done not
only by Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, but also by Mao Tse-tung
who earlier himself propagated it in the above-mentioned authen-

tic writings |

This statement attributed to Mac Tse-tung (the authenticity of
which, as we said, we cannot prove) is not & principled reply to
the Krushchovite revisionists' attack. It is also not a conse-
quent defense of Mao Tse-tung's correct views, propagated in his
earlier writings, as already cited by us. Tb15 reply is an ex- .
pression of retreat and capitulation in view of Kr?shchov1terev;—
sionism, whereby direct bridges leading to Xrushchov's thesgs

are erected. The practical-political propaganda, corresponding

to the views developed in this guotation, are hardély less cata-
strophic in their consequences than open and dirgct_propagaqda
for the "peaceful-parliamentary path” itsel?. This is true inde-
pendent of the motivation of sgetting something in opposition to
Krushchovite revisionism, which definitely has Fo be recognized.
Although their motivation of opposing Krushchovite revision must
definitely be seen, the above is true,

**********t*********ii’****************************************i*

Note 5 : The Development of Marx's and Engels' Conceptions About
nzu:ap:::zzEggaﬁEgggxgggeggggiggégg===:==t==:a:=mn:nzu::su:::::===
Iin his fundamental work “The State and Revolution® (the girst
chapter of which shows Marx's and Engels' “panegyries" with re-
gard to violent revolution, while polemicizing against all prea-
chers of the "negative role of violence" ), Lenin provides magni-
ficent examples how one must study the classics of Marxism: not
only by singling out and setting forth the fun@amental pginc;pal
conclusions of their teachings, but alsoc by gaining clarity about
the historical developments, on the basis of Hh}ch they worked
cut, concretized and made precise their conceptions.

Commencing with the experiences of the years of revolution from
1848 to 1851 (Chapter 2), continuing with ! Marx's analysis of
the experiences of the Paris Commune of 1871 {Chapter 3) and ’
with 2 collection of Engels' supplementary statements from 1872
to 1881 (Chapter 4}, Lenin develops in detail - guoting and co-
mmenting on Marx and Engels passage for passage - how Marx and
Engels developed, concretized and applied the theory of the hege-
mony of the proletariat and its accomplishment by means of the
dictatorship of the proletariat (Lenin, Collected Works 25,pp.
31B85-497).

~ how Marx and Engels, on the basis of the experiences from 1848
to 1851 concluded from the growth of bureaucracy and above all
of the standing army, from the perfection and consolidation abo-
ve all of the bureaucratic - military apparatus that the revo-
lution must "concentrate all its forces of destruction” against
this state power. (Ibid., p.414)

- how Marx and Engels evaluvated the experience of the Paris Com-
mune as the first application of the principle of destroying

the old state apparatus and passed over to the analysis of the
question, what gualities the new state of the dictatorship of

the proletariat should have, and what perspectives existed for
it.(We have excluded this complex of problems from the present
number, but we shall evaluate it in detail in the issue dealing
with the guestion of the dictatorship of the proletariat).(Ibid.,
pPp.422£F.)

- Particularly important is the relentless lashing out at parlia-
mentarism, whose election farces Marx characterized to be an opp-
oertunity to decide "which member of the ruling class was to re-
present and repress the people in parliament" {Ibid.,p.427}.

- Evaluating Engels' supplementary explanations, Lenin emphasi-
zed that Engels’ question, namely, whether the oppressed clags,
the proletariat, has arms, to be the essential criterion for a
analysing the different phases of the revolution. {Ibid.,p.454)

~ After dealing with problems of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, specifically with the economic foundations for the wi-
thering away of the state, on the basis of all the relevant passa-
ges of Marx and Engels (chapter 5}, Lenin finally analysed {(Chap-
ter 6) the vulgarization of Marxism by the opportunists. (Ibigd.,
p. 4BOff.). He also examined Kautsky's brochures before his apen
betrayal of Marxism and expressly warned against all vague for-
mulations like "conquest of the state power", which did not

stress the destruction of the state machine.

He showed how the principles of violent revolution and the sma-
shing of the entire state apparatus were watered down, and how
step by step this degenerated into the reformist idea of Ycapita-
lism growing into socialism”. All this led to boundless refor-
mism, namely, to the so-called “"conguest of state power by winning
a2 majority in parliament”. (Ibid., p.494)

Relentlessly struggling against opportunism, even in its most
concealed forms, Lenin above all developed Marx's and Engels'
teachings about the unconditional necessity of smashing the old
state apparatus in his work "The State and Revoiution",
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From the beginning, as revolutionaries, Marx and Engels had a
clear assessment of the necessity of violent revolutions, They
had attentively studied the history of previous revolutions and
were fully clear about the fact that the exploiting ruling class,
already historically outlived and condemned to its downfall,
would never veoluntarily give up its power and its paradise.From
the beginning, Marx's and Engels' works contained the idea that
the oppressed masses could not remove the ruling expleiting
classes by appeals to reason and by pious wishes. Already in one
of his very first writings Marx unmistakably emphasized that:

" "The weapon of criticism cannot, of course, replace criticism
by weapoas.”

{Marx,"Contribution to the Critigue of Hegel's Philosophy of

Law, Introduction", 1844, Coll.Works, Vol 3, Progress Publi-
shers, 1975, p.182)

Marx and Engels always remained true to this basic revoluticnary
‘recognition. They studied the great bourgeois revolutions against
feudalism up to then and after that the peculiarities of the re-
voluticons at the end of the 4os in Germany and France and fina-
lly in 1871 the heroic Paris Commune. They recognized as a pecu-
liarity of the proletarian revolution {(in contrast to the ear-
lier hourgeois revclutions) that the existing state apparatus
could not be simply taken over and used for their own interests
like other institutions in society (factories, hospitals, rail-
ways etc.}. Instead, the ruling state apparatus of the exploi-
ting class had to be smsshed from top to bottom and from bottom
to top and had to be replaced by a fundamentally different and
new type of state.

This decisive recognition that the old state apparatus must uncon-
ditionally be smashed, broken and destroyed is one of the most
important arguments for the unconditional necessity of violent re-
.volution, for the necessity to systematically prepare the masses,
ideologically and organizationally for armed struggle.

That is why Marx and Engels considered it necessary to make

more precise their powerful call in the "Manifesto of the Commu-
nist Party" (1848) for the "violent overthrow of all existing so-
cial orders™, in the sense that this presupposed not merely ta-
king over the existing state apparatus, but s ma s hing it,

In 1872, they added in the Preface to the "Communist Manifesto",
y

A year earlier, Marx had already stated that it would no longer
be possible, as in the case of previous rewvolutions, to

"the working class cannot simply lay hold of the ready-made
state machinery, and wield it for its own purposes".
{"Manifesto of the Communist Party”, Selected Works,Vol 1,
Moscow 1973, p.99)

"transfer the bureaucratic - military machine from one hand to
another! Marx emphasized that now the task is™o s m a s h"
this state machine™
{Marx, "Letter tg L. Kugelmann™, April 12, 1871, Selected
Letters, FLP Peking 1977, p. 36}
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merely one exploitative order was replaced by another, was
iricted by Marx and Engels in the epoch of pre-monopoly capi-~
ism by two exceptions, namely England and America. There the
te machinery was nct yet “ready", i.e., at that time no po-
rful bureaucratic-military machine had as yet been set up a-
gainst the people, like on the European continent.

=
W

For this reaspon {(and for ne other) Marx declared, the smashing
of the cld state apparatus

"is the preliminary condition for every real people's revolu-
tion on the continent."
{Ibid., this means excluding England and America)

The unceonditional law of smashing the old expleiting state in
the proletarian revolution must always, without exception, be
applied when such a developed state apparatus exists. The revi-
sionists' talk, from Kautsky to Krushchov, about the possibility
to do without such a smashing and even declare proletarian vio-
lence to be superfluous by referring to England and America at

the end of the 19th century is an argument which backfires, when exa-

mined more closely. For the truth, easy to understand, is that
where the state bureaucratic-military machinery was not yet de-
veloped, there was also no necessity to smash it. This incorpo-
rated for Marx and Engels the idea, that everywhere, where
such a machinery existed, it had also unconditionally to be
smashed.

In the epoch of imperialism, of monopoly capitalism, in which
the whole world is divided amongst the imperialist Great Po-
wers, there exists in all countries of the world a highly de-
veloped, powerful bureaucratic - military machinery of the ex-
ploiting classes, which must be smashed.

The core for understanding ail those cases which the modern re-
visionists bring forward as examples for t h e i r ‘*peaceful”
path (the "Dual Power, Eastern Europe after the Second World War),
consists in the fact that before the proletariat of the concerned
country established the dictatorship of the proletariat, the old
state apparatus of the exploiting class had already been smashed
by the armed proletariat, or already found itself in a total
state of disorganization.

This took place in the phase of the "Dual Power” by means of the
civil war in the February Revolution of 1917 (also favoured by
the situvation in the First imperialist World War). This also
took place after the Second World War in Eastern Europe by means
of the common anti-fascist national liberation wars of the peo-
ples of these countries and by means of Stalin's Red Army, the
powerful blows of which smashed the fascist state pover in a se-
ries of countries.

Thus, on closer study, even the examples, which the revisionists
refer to, show that Lenin was right, who in principle stated
that the liberation of the proletariat and the oppressed classes

H "is impossible not only without a vielent revolu-



72

tion, but also WITHOUT THE DESTRUCTION of the apparatus of
state power which was created by the ruling class.”
{Lenin,"The State and Revolution",1917 , Coll.Works 25,p.393 )
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Nete &€ : Some Remarks on Using Various Forms of Armeé Struggle
Before Starting an Armed Uprising and On the Question
of Individual Terrorism

While propagating the liberating role of revoiutionary violence
it is necessary, not only to stand up against Right opportunism
which denies the necessity of armed violence in general, but
alsc against "Left"-opportunist falsifications, as to be found
inlthelcase of groups who understand themselves to be “city gue-
rillas".

While demarcating oneself from individual terrorism, the atti-
tude of the Marxist-Leninists towards the question of using the
form of armed struggle b e f o r e starting an uprising in the
capitalist countries is of fundamental significance.

In the struggle primarily against Right-opportunist, but also
"Left"- opportunist views, the first pre-condition for working
out a clear Marxist-Leninist attitude to such forms of struggle
is propagating the basic Marxist-Leninist theses on this subject.

It is indispensible and, not lastly, alsc an expression of soli-
darity with all those comrades tortured, imprisoned and murdered
by imperialism, to make the most extensive possible Marxist-Leni-
nist analysis and criticism of the various groups, which propaga-
ted individual terrorism. In this context, and with this task in
mind, the Marxist-Leninists must study texts by Marx,Engels,Lenin
and Stalin and apply them to contemporary conditions.

The brochure brought out by the "Marxist-Leninist $tudy Series”
“Lenin-Stalin on Some Questions of the Armed Strugglie of the
Masses and on Individual Terrorism" (German edition) contains
some texts which are important for the demarcation from indivi-
dual terrorism,

** In "What is There in Common Between Economism and Terrorism"
Lenin shows - in the framework of his great work "What Is to be
Done?" - that not only the worshippers of the spontaneous econo-
mic struggle, but alsoc the supporters of murderous assaults on
Psarist personalities “underestimated the revolutionary activi-
ty of the masses" and have not understood the actual task, name-
ly, "to connect the revolutlonarg struggle and the worklng clase
movement into an integral whole.'(Brochure, p.23, and 26; also
Lenin, "What is to be Done?", 1902, Coll.Works, pp. 420,418}

Lenin names the worshipping of spontaneity to be the common
root of “economism" and “terrorism'. The adherents of individual
terrorism do not woship the spontaneity of the workers' movement
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but the “spontaneity of the passionate indignation of intellec-
tuals" , who have lost or have never had belief in the connec-
tion between the workers' movement and the revolutionary cause.
Therefore they do not find any other way out for their anger

but terrorism.{Ibid., p.418).

Lenin also refutes the wrong argument, put in the forefront,
that with the help of terrorism the workers' movement can be
“excited" and be given a "strong impetus". For those, as Lenin

says:

“who are n o t , and cannot be, roused to excitement even by
Russian tyranny will stand by ’twlddllng their thumbs' and
watch a handful of terrcrists engaged in single combat with

the government.”
{Lenin,"What is tc Be Done?", Coll.Works 5, p.420)

*% Stalin , too, in both his articles about economic terrorigm,
convincingly criticizes the arguments of the adherents of indivi-
dual terrorism, who assert that they use it in order to "intimi-

date the bourgeoisie".

"Of what use to us is the f l e e t i ng f£fear of the bour-
geoisie and the concessions this fear may wrlng from it, if
we have not behind us a powerful,mass workers’ organlzatlon,
which will a 1 wa y s be ready to fight for the workers'
demands and be capable of retaining the concessions we have
won ? Indeed facts tell us convimcingly that economic terro-
rism kills the desire for such an organization, robs the wor-
kers of the urge to unite and come out i ndependen t-
1y - since they have terrorist herces who are able to
act for them."

(Stalin, "Economic Terrorism and the Labour Movement", 1908,
Coll.,Works 2, pp. 114,115}

Proceeding from such a criticism of the tactics of economic terro-
rism, Stalin shows, however, that the c a u s e s for such ma-
nifestations are the activities of the bourgecisie, which incense
and embitter the workers. He exposes the hypocrisy of the capi-
talists who speak of the horrors of "blood and tears" , when it
concerns members of their class, but do not waste a single word
about the terror of the capitalists towards the working class.
{Stalin, "The 0il Owners on Economic Terrorism",1908, Coll.Works

2, pp.125-126)

** Lenin and Stalin did not regard the gquestion of terrorism
against individual capitalists and against reactionary forces to
be a "moral" question, but to be a guestion of t act ic s.
fn this respect, on the occasion of Friedrich Adler's attack on
the Austrian Minister President Stlirgkh, Lenin declared in his
letter about political murder :

" ..that individual terrorist acts are INEXPEDIENT methods of
political struggle...we are NOT AT ALL OPPOSED to political
killing...but as revolutionary tactics individual attacks
are inexpedient and harmful."

{Lenin,"To Franz Koritschoner",1532, Coll.Works 35, p.238}
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With regard to the guestion of moral evaluation, Lenin demands
that the "lackey-like", "servile behaviour" of the oppertunists
be "branded in the sharpest possible way" and "Adler's act {be)
morally justified". {Ibid.}

The guestion thus presents itself not as : for or against terro-
rism, but against individual, terrorist killings, separated from
the masses. However, Lenin never lefi any doubts about the fact
that he firmly advocated the terrorism of the masses against
their oppressors, that he advocated red proletarian terrorism:

"whereas people who were capable of condemning 'on principle’
the terror of the Great French Revolution, or, in general,
the terror employed by a victorious revolutionary party which
is besieged by the bourgecisie of the whole world, were ‘ridi-
culed and lawghed to scorn by Plekhanow in 1900-03, when
he was a Marxist and a revelutionary.™
{Lenin, "'Left-Wing'Communism, An Infantile Disorder", 1920,
Coll.Works 31, p.33)

In a letter to 2inoviev in 1918 {when he was still a revolutiona-
ry} ., Lenin protested firmly against obstructing the initiative
of the masses towards mass terrorism:

"Only today we have heard at the C.C. that in Petrograd the
WORKERS wanted to reply to the murder of Volodarsky by mass
terror and that you (not you personally, but the Petrograd
Central Committee members, or Petrograd Committee members)
restrained them.

I protest most emphatically !

We are discrediting ourselves ! we threaten mass terror, even
in resolutions of the soviet of Deputies, yet when it comes
to action we OBSTRUCT the revolutionary initiative of the
masses, a QUITE correct one.

This is im-poss-ible !"

(Lenin, "To G.Y.Zinoviev", 26.6.1918, Coll.Works 35, p.336}

Generalizing, Lenin states:

"in countries beset by an unprecedented crisis, the collapse
of olé ties, and the intensification of the class struggle
after the imperialist war of 1914-18 - and that means all the
countries of the world - terrerism cannot be dispensed with,
notwithstanding the hypocrites and phrase-mongers. Either
the whiteguard, bourgeois terrorism of the American, British
{Ireland}, Italian (the fascists), German,Hungarian and other
types, or Red, proletarian terrorism. There is no middle
course, no 'third®' course, nor can there be any."

{Lenin, "In Tax In Kind", 192%, Coll.Works 32, p.356)

Summing up, we c¢an say that in the case of adherents of individu-
al terrorism the central error consists in organizing political
murders and terrorist actions w i t h o u t any connection with
the revolutionary moveme.t of the exploited masses, without edu-
cating the masses .

However, the Communists by far do not condemn the use of terra-
rism in its totality. They enguire about the connection between
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the use of terrorism and the revolutionary mass movement. They
educate the masses in the use of revolutionary ma s 5 t e r -
r o r against their oppressors and exploiters.

Red proletarian mass terror against counter-revolution - this
is what the Communists must propagate against the adherents of
individual terror.
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Note 7 : The C.P. of Indonesia‘'s and the R.C.P. of Chile's Line

In the Struggle Against the Counter-Revelutionary Theo-

1. Two Lessons Drawn By the C.P. of Indonesia From the History
of the 194% Revolution, and From the Counter-Revolutionary
Events in 1965 in Indonesia For Solving the Problem of the
Path cf the Revolution,

In 1965 the C.P. of Indonesia suffered a catastrophic defeat.
The counter-revolution massacred hundreds of thousands of Commu-
nists and patriots.Upon this, the C.P. of Indeonesia subjected
its line, which contained the "preparation for t w o paths",
namely, for the peaceful and non-peaceful path of the revolu-
tion, to a self-cirtical analysis.

13 The fundamental problem of every revolution is the question
of State Power

One area of self-criticism of the C.P. of Indonesia concerned
the August-Revolution of 1945, which had failed and the tasks of
which still awaited a solution. The Indcnesian comradzs stated:

"The precondition for the complete realization of the task of
the 1945 August Revolution instead of merely seizing the sta-
te power from foreign imperialism and transferring it to the
Republic of Indonesia, should have been the smashing of the
entire colonial state machinery and the establishment of a
completely new state, namely the people's democratic dictator-
ship, constituting the joint power of all anti-imperialist
and anti-feudal classes under the leadership of the working
class, i, .. Since it was not led by the proletariat, the Au-
gust Revolution of 1945 did not lay this precondition as it
should have done.The colonial state machinery was not com-
pletely smashed. The Republic of Indonesia which was set up,
is not the people's democratic dictatorship, but a bourgeocis
republic,™
{"Take the Road of Revolution to Realize the Tasks Which
Sheould Have Been Accomplished By the 1943 August Revolution®,
statement of the Political Bureauv of the CC PKI,August 17,
1966, in: "Build the PKI Along the Marxist-Leninist Line to
Lead the People's Democratic Revolution in Indonesia",p.77)
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The C.P. of Indenesia stated further :

"Phe participation of Communists in the government and even
when the cabinet was led by a Communist, DID R O T give

the Rupublic of Indonesia the nature of a people's state,
because THE APPARATUSES OF COLONIAL BUREAUCRACY WERE NOT
ENTIRELY SMASHED and substituted by completely n e w
apparatuses created by and in the service of the revolution.”
(Ibid}. ’

A central lesson is that the Indonesian Revolution in 1945 was
not able to establish a people's democratic power, since the
old state apparatus had not been completely and entirely des-

troved.

2) Self-criticism on the guestion of the “peaceful path"

In their self-eriticism, the C.P. of Indonesia uncovered a
further fundamental error of their line: the attitude towarés
violent revolution and towards the “peaceful path":

“The experience during the last fifteen years has taught us
that starting from not firmly refuting the 'peaceful rpad'
and not firmly holding to the general law of revolution in
colonial or semi-coclonial and semi-feudal countries, the
PKI gradually got bogged down in parliamentary and other
forms of legal struggle. The Party leadership even considered
these forms of struggle to be the main form of
struggle to achieve the strategic aim of the Indonesian
revolution."

{"Build the PKI Along The Marxist-Leninist Line to Lead

The People's Democratic Revolution in Indonesia, Self-Cri-
ticism of the Political Bureau of the CC PXKI, September 1966,
op. cit., p.112,113)

"In order to prove that the road followed was not the opportu~
nist 'peaceful rocad’', the Party leadership always spoke of
the two possibiiities, namely, the possibility of a '"peaceful
road' and the possibility of a non-peaceful road, and that
the better the Party prepared itself to face the possibility
of a non-peaceful road, the greater {*) would be the possi-
bility of a 'peaceful road', In fact, such statements show
precisely the existence of dualism concerning the road follo-
wed by the Party leadership. By doing so, the hope for a
‘peaceful road' which in reality did not exist was always
implanted in the minds of Party members , the working class
and the masses of the working people.

(*) At this point, we have to make a correction. In the "Joint
Statement: Criticism of Teng Hsiao-ping's Three-World-Scheme™

we had erroneocusly claimed that the C.P., of China's polemics
contains the idea that the peaceful path becomes more probable
by means of the thorough preparation for the pon - peaceful
path. However, a re-examination showed that this idea is n o t
to be found in the C.P, of China's documents of the “Polemics"
of 1963/64. Rather, this ides 1s contained in the PLA's articles
from 1962, There it is said:"However, if one simultaneously al-
so prepares for the non-peaceful possibility, then the chances
of the peaceful path will increase.”(“Marxism-Leninism Will Tri-
umph Over Revisionism", p.119; translated from Ger. edition)
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Hin practice, the Party leadership did not prepare the whole
ranks of the Party, the working class and the masses of the
people to face the possibility of a non-peaceful road. The
most striking proof was the gravest tragedy which happened
after the outbreak and the failure of the 'September 3oth Mo-
vement'. Within a short space of time, the counter-revolu-
tion succeeded in massacring and arresting hundreds of thou-
sands of Communists and non-Communist revolutionaries who
found themselves in a passive position, paralysing the orga-
nization of the PKI and the revolutionary mass organizations.
Such a situation surely would@ never happen if the Party
leadership did not deviate from the revolutiopnary road."
{Ibid., p. 116,117)

As the C.P. of Indonesia stated, the revisionist conception of
the "peaceful path" found its expression also in the Party Pro-
gramme:

"It was said in the programme that the peaceful road or
parliamentary road ' is a possibility, a possibility that we
must persistently strive to transform into a reality'."
{"The Programme of the Communist Party of Indonesia For
People's Democracy in Indonesia", November 1967, op.cit.,
p.237)

The C.P. of Indonesia arrives at the conclusion:

"The PKI is of the view that the only road leading to the
liberaticn of the Indonesian pecple is that of armed revolu-
tion." {ibid., p.278)

With this, the C.P. of Indonesia was the first Party to publicly
come forward against the then prevailing revisionist theory of
the "two paths" and criticized, if not as yet by name , the po-
sitions of the “Polemics”, of the “Propesal" concerning the ge-
neral line on this question.

2. The R.C.P. of Chile's Defence of the Theory of the Necessity
to Smash the Military Forces of the Ruling Classes and of
the Impossibility of a “Peaceful Transition” in Chile

The counter-revolutionary events in Chile are a vivid example
for the kind of catastrophe it ileads to when the working masses
are misled by the illunsion of the "peaceful path". This weakens
their revolutionary spirit, They face the threatening dangers
without any preparation and lose their capabilities and possi-
bilities of opposing the counter-revelutionary plans and actions
of the bourgeoisie with decisive revolutionary actions.

The illusion of the "peaceful path" was a means of the modern re-
visionists, in Chile,too, to ho 1l d b ac k the masses from
the revolutionary liberation struggle. The modern revisionists

of the"C.P. of Chile", who substantially participated in the
“Unidad Popular”, stirred up illusions about the character of the
existing power apparatus of the ruling classes and d i s a r m-
e d the workers not only ideologically, but also in r e a 1 i-
ty .
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The revisionist "C.P. of Chile" writes:

"In Chile, the revolutionary process is being carried out
while maintaining the armed forces. These function as a pro-
fessional institution and do not intervene in political con-
flicts and subordinate themselves to legitimate civil power.
There exists a firm bondage of cooperation and mutual re-
spect between the armed forces and the working class..In the
same measure as we get control of the state-apparatus, we
shall begin with its transformation."

{G. Branchero,"From Bourgeois to Socialist Statehood", in:
Problems of Peace and Socialism 8/73, p.1o31, translated
from German edition})

The modern revisionists propagated that the state power and with
it its main component, the military forces, stood a b o v e the
classes and did not have the task of suppressing the working
class. They propagated that this military power could gradually
be "transformed".

The R.C.P.of Chile fought against his standpoints hostile to the
revolution.Drawing a lesson from the fascist attempt at a putsch,
which took place three months before the final fascist seizure

of power by Pinochet, the R.C.P.of Chile stepped forward against
the illusion of the “peaceful path" of the modern revisionists
and advocated the violent smashing of the military forces of the
ruling classes:

“Real people's power will exist only when it is snatched from
the hands of the reactionaries ; thereby, the armed forces,
who defend them, must be s ma s h e d . The assertion
that the power of the people would become a reality by pro-
claiming it as such is either an adventurous policy which will
bring the masses to suffer a grave defeat at the hands of the
well-equipped and trained repressive armed forces, Or it is
only a bluff, which aims at gaining concessions and re-
presenting the existing government to be an expression of
the people's power...

Following a revolutionary line reguires repudiating illusions
that the people's power can unfold itself in the womb of
bourgeois power without an effective army, like an embryo or

a plant. Tt means repudiating the illusion that the bourgeci-
sie would retreat from their positions of power and would gra-
dually be peacefully forced back w i t hout having to be
smashed, The idea of gradually developing the power of the
people is only a variety of reformism...

One can and must seriously prepare and a r m the organs of
struggle for the take-over of power and keep them in the aware-
ness that they do n ot as yet possess power, that they )
can only win it in struggle.™

(Juli-August Issue 1873 of the "cause marxiste-leniniste”
Translated from the German version of the French transiation
published in November 1973 in West Berlin.}

Although the R.C.P.of Chile,because of the balance of forces,could
not prevent a victory of the fascist putsch,this did not change
anything in the fact that 3t had the correct attitude towards
educating the masses against revisionist illusions.

g

A brochure published recently with the title “Evaluation of Mac
Tse-tung" gives information about the position of the R.C.P. of
Chile today (See MLSK of the MLPD 3/B80}(*). In connection with the
assessment of Mao Tse-tung's position towards the "national bour-
geoisie" in 1957, the brochure deals with the possibility of a
"peaceful path" in one lengthy passage.

Here, we cannot go into the complex of questions dealt with in
the brochure, whether an alliance with the national bourgeoisie
is politically possible or not ‘while building up
socialism {(we emphatically reject this. See foreword MLSK 3/B80},
but only with to more closely consider the R.C.P. of Chile's
theses about the peaceful path. It writes:

“#hen, for example, Lenin refutes Kautsky, who put forward
the 'peaceful road teo socialism', citing the fact that Marx
and Engels referred to such a possibility in the 1960s
in Englangd and the United States, Lenin doesn't refute
that possibility (which would in fact mean resolving an an-
tagonistic contradiction by non-antagonistic means) in absoc-
lute terms, but rather points out the concrete conditions
which led them to consider that possibility at that time,
conditions which had ceased to exist completely by the time
Rautsky invoked it. On the other hand, the same materialist
and dialectical spirit led Lenin, despite the antagonistic
nature of the contradiction between the proletariat and the
bourgepisie in Russia under the concrete conditions that
existed in September 1917 of the proletariat's great power
and preparations for insurrection, to think about the parti-
cular and momentary possibility of resolving the antagonistic
contradiction of the seizure of power in a peaceful way,
without an insurrection, as he states in his article 'The
Tasks of the Revolution'."

(Revolutionary Communist Party of Chile, "Evaluation of the
Work of Mao Tse-tung", July 1979, in:"Revolution", Vol.5,
No.1, p.16)

In the text jtself we have dealt exhaustively with the exampies
named., It is i n no w a ¥y such, as supposed by the R.C.P.

of Chile, that antagonistic contradictions can be re s ol vead
by non-antagonistic methods. We stress: res ol ved A
temporary postponement, a temporary moderation may be possible,
but antagonistic, i.e., irreconcilable contradictions can o n 1 ¥
be resolved with antagonistic methods, i.e., with me-
thods n o t based on peaceful conviction.

The problem with England and America at the end of the 19th cen-
tury was surely - in short - that no military-bureaucratic state
apparatus capable of functioning really existed and t h e r e-

fore in this period the problem of the m i 1 i t a r y sma-
shing of such an apparatus did not exist. This situation, exis-

ting for some time, however, did not in the least alter the fact
that there were a ntagonristie contradictions between
the bourgecisie and the proletariat and could therefore only be

resolved by v i ol e n t , dictatorial methods, by establishing
the dictatorship of the proletariat (even if without a foregoing

{(*}) The C.P. of Indonesia, at least its chairman, has expressed
himself for Teng Hsiac-ping and Hua Ruo-feng, as can be seen
from a congratulatory telegram. Otherwise, no new central docu-
ments are known to us.



civil warig.

Therefore, it is totally wrong and an unforgivable concession to
the modern revisionists te say that an "antagonistic contradic-
tion" could have been r e s ol v e & by "non-antagonistic me-
thods".

The same is true in the second case, the so-called “Pual Power",
referred to by the R.C.P. of Chile. Here too, it is evident

(and much more so)} that the antagonistic contradiction between .
the bourgeoisie and proletariat could, of course, no t be
resolved by peaceful, non-violent metheds, but pnly by
violent-dictatorial ones. For some time, the possibility existed
of stepping into the stage of socialist revolution without a re-
newed civil war, because the old state apparatus had already been
extensively smashed in the preceding civil war in the February
Revelution of 1917 (which is not mentioned at all by the R.C,
P. of Chile), By far this did not make enemies into friends.
Thus, it did not change a ny t hing in the necessity of
using violent, dictatorial methods by the a rme d proletar-
iat towards the bourgeocisie.

It is well-known that entering into the s ocia li st stage
of the revolution means that now the task is to eliminate the
bourgecisie as a class. At first is reguired its complete re-
moval from political power, and then its entire economic expro-
priation. Both these mean r e s 0 1 v i ng the contradiction
between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. It is very clear
that - under conditions where the bourgecisie, both within the
country as well as internationally, has by far not yet lost all
possibilities, perspectives and influehce - this is perhaps ex-
ceptionally possible without a civil war, but never without
violence.

Naturally, there are situations in which the resoclution
of the contradiction, which is by nature antagonistic, betwean
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie is not vyet on the agenda
and there are partial gquestions in which cer-
tain interests of the proletariat and the bourgecisie do not di-
ametrically contradict one another., But both refer to a period
in which it is not yet a question of carrying oot the socialist
revolution, thus not yet the guestion of resealvin g the
contradictions between both classes.

The R.C.P. of Chile totally mixes up things and causes a terrible
confusion, which does not become the better for being covered in
the pseudo-scientific formula of the "resolution of antagonistic
contradictions by means of non-antagonistic methods" (by which
only demacratic, i.e.,metheds based on peaceful persuasion,can

be meant}.

Incidently, the example shows where an uncritical defence and
wholesale acceptance of e verythding put forward by Mao
Tse-tung leads to. If one does not clear up that being able to
build socialism together with the bourgecisie or with sections

of the bourgecisie is simply a wrong and disastrons conception,
but even tries to some extent to scientifically substantiate such
a view, then one inevitably lands up propagating the revisionist

a1l

"veaceful-non-violent" path.

In our opinion, the tragedies in Chile and elsewhere, the great
international experience with the revolutionary truth that poli-
tical power inevitably grows from the barrel of a gun (even if

a civil war can be prevented, the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat will be established by the victorious armed proletariat},

as well as their own revoluticnary experience should have brought
the R.C.P., of Chile's comrades to oppose with much greater

care and spirit of struggle the modern revisonists' theoretical
manoeuvres in the guestion of the "peaceful path™.

We hope very much that the R.C.P. of Chile will re-examine and
correct its views on this subject before revisionist illusions
establish themselves in its ranks and irrepairable damage is
done both to the Party as well as to the hercically battling
working class and the entire working people of Chile,

TR RA AT ETART AR AR RN IR AR TR hdk s ddkd bk kk gk dkwdk ks ki
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