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THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PRINCIPLES
OF MARXISM - LENINISM IN THE STRUGGLE
AGAINST MODERN REVISIONISM

k) THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MARXIST-LENINIST PRINCIPLES

I) THE KRUSHCHOVITE REVISIONISTS' ATTACKS AGAINST THE MARXIST-

LENINIST THEORY AND PRINCIPLES
©0000000CCC00000C0000000000000000000000000C00DOaNA0AROVOCOCCO0

1. The Demagogy With the "Exact Analysis of the New Conditions”

As is well-known, the Krushchovite revisionists propagated that
the 2o0th Congress of the C.P.5.U. had ushered in .

“a new stage in the development of the entire communist move-
ment" .

{"Open Letter of the C.C. of the C.P.5.U. to all Party Organi-
zations, to all Communists of the Soviet Union", cited from
“The Polemic on the General Line of the International Commu-
nist Movement", Peking 1964, Red Star Press Reprint,London,
1876, p.539) {*)

To sell all the better their general line, directed against Mar-
xism-Leninism, they referred to

“the deep-going changes...throughout the world, the changes in
recent years in the balance of strength between socialism and
imperialism."
{Ibid., p.539)

The Krushchovite revisionists brazenly asserted that, as a conse-
quence of the changes in the world, a new era had begun. Lenin's
definition therefore no longer corresponded to the existing new

conditions (**). It became necessary and possible to characterize

{*} From now on this will briefly be cited as the "Polemic'.

{**} ks is well-known, Stalin clearly emphasized the essence of
our present era in connection with the definition of Leninism:

"Leninism is the Marxism of the era of imperialism and the pro-
letarian revelution”.

{5talin, "The Foundations of Leninism", 1425, in: "Problems of
Leninism", Peking, 1976, p.3}

The Krushchovite revisionists' entire hatred was directed against
this clear definition of our era, which constituted the point of
departure for Marxist-Leninists. Directly against this point of
departure, the revisionist CC of the C.P.S5.U. formulated:

"The Communist Party of the Soviet Union proceeds from the basis
that our epoch, whose main content is the transition from capi-
talism to socialism, initiated by the Great October Saocialist
Revolution, is an epoch of struggle between two opposed social
systems, an epoch of socialist revolutions and naticnal-li-
beration revolutions, an epoch of the collapse of imperialism,
of the abolition of the colonial system, an epoch of transition
to socialism by ever more nations, of the triumph of socialism
and communism on a world scale."
("Open Letter of the CC of the C.P.5.U. to the CC of the CPC",
cited from the "Polemic", pp.4%9-500)

{footnote contd.on next page)



the existing era in a new way:

"a precise analysis of changes in the world situation enabled
the fraternal parties of the whole world to work out a Marxist-
Leninist dgefinition of our era.”

{Ibid.,p.574}

The fundamental error of this revisionist thesis consists in confu-
sing the relationship between the Marxist-Leninist characteriza-
tion of our era and an exact analysis of the changes taking place
in the world. By defining an era, Marxism-Leninism delineates the
most essential features and the most fundamental laws of a given
historical period which govern and determine its various phenomena.
By defining our era as the "era of imperialism and the proletarian
revolution®, Lenin and Stalin stressed precisely these general
laws and facts underlying all the various phenomena and putting
their stamp upon them. Precisely this is the meaning and purpose
of defining an era.

It is fully clear to Marxist-Leninists that Lenin‘s and Stalin's
definition of ocur era holds true as long as imperialism exists.
1t cannot be rescinded by any changes and developments within im-
perialism.

It is not possible, as asserted by the modern revisionisis, to
arrive at a new characterization of our era on the basis of "new
phenomena" in imperialism. It is also not possible to characterize
the existing era better by including all those real or supposed
new phenomena" and details in its definition. Such a thing would,
at the most, confuse the concept of the era with variocus phases
within it. The definition of the era would lose its meaning and
puUrpose.

Isolated phenomena, developments and changes do not require a new
definition of the era. On the contrary, it is pessible to correct-
ty understand and evaluate the various phenomena, developments
and changes only by proceeding from a correct determination of
the era, that is, by proceeding from the great general laws and
fundamental facts of a given historical periocd.

Consequently, the revisionist approach to the question of the era
is completely wrong. It confuses issues and has far-reaching and
serious conseguences. Basically, it amounts to denying the essen-
tial features and the basic laws of our period, to denying the
Marxist-Leninist principles themselves.

By referring to the “new conditions” and "changes", this method
negates and nullifies the laws and principles, which are generally

{footnote contd. from last page)

This definition of the Krushchovife revisionists, directed against
Lenin and Stalin, is certainly much longer, but it is at the same
time decidedly ambiguous and porous. This definition does not

stress the most essential thing, the proletarian revolution. In-
stead, by enumerating all sorts of phenomena, it dearades the pro-
letarian revolution to one aspect among many. In addition, certain
aspects of our era are unprecisely represented by the use of gques-
tionable formulations like: “"collapse of imperialism” and "abolition
of the colonial system".

valid under the conditions of the era of imperialism and the pro-
letarian revolution. By referring to this or that “change" or
Ydevelopment™, this method justifies and smoothens the path of
most shamelessly pruning, falsifying and rejecting all the tea-
chings of Leninism about theory, strategy and tactics of the world
proletarian revolution.

2. The Krushchovite Revisionists' Hue and Cry About the Danger
of Dogmatism in General and About the “Dogmatism of the C P
of China" in Particular

After the 2oth Congress, the Krushchovite revisionists raised a
wild outery about the danger of dogmatism, This was the inciden-
tial music to their manifold revision of the Marxist-Leninist prin-
ciples.,

This outcry was meant to hold in check and intimidate all those
who were prepared to defend the Marxist-Leninist theory.

Even guoting basic texts and passages from the clagsical writers'
warks was vilified to be pedantic and doctrinaire. The Krushcho-
vite revisicnists wanted to create an atmosphere in which it was
practically forbidden te confront their views with Marx's, Engels®,
Lenin's and Stalin's teachings if one d4id not wish to be defamed
as a "Stalinist dogmatist", or as an "adherent of the cult of per-
sonality™. ’

T@e C¢.P. of China, which opposed Krushchov's plan , was similarly
disgqualified with the same intent., The revisionist CC of the C.P.
5.0. declared:

"The Chinese comrades are ... completely divorced from re-
ality and approach the problems of war, peace and revolution
in a dogmatic, bookish way, failing to understand the con-
crete conditions of our era."

{"Open Letter of the CC of the C.P.5.U. to all Party Organi-
zations, to all Communists of the Soviet Union®, cited from
Ypolemic®, p.573}

Thus, the guestion of dogmatism was raised by the Krushchovite
revisionists. This was not new at all. Revisionists of all hues
have always attempted to divert from the basic laws, the principles
and the perspective of proletarian revolution by means of day-to-
day events and concrete details.

At all times, revisionists of all shades have slandered Marxist-
Leninists to be "dogmatists".

Marx, Engels, Lenin and Staiin not only worked out and defended
the laws and principles, the entire prospect of world communism,
but they also unceasingly waged a bitter struggle against all the
revigsicnists' attempts to attack and repudiate the fundamental
perceptions and principles of their teachings under the guise

of rejecting all "dogmatism".

The entire complex of guestions concerning the correct relation-
ship between theory, laws and principles on the one side, and the
requirements of a concrete Marxist-Leninist analysis, which is
essential for the struggle on the other, is of utmost signifi-



cance. A wrong or only superficial treatment of this complex of
issues undoubtedly leads to rotten compromises or to the behaviour
of giving way to the modern revisionists.

That is why we think a renewed study of the struggle of the
cilassical Marxist-Leninist writers regarding this complex of
issues is in every respect an essential pre-reguisite for our
ideological struggle today.

Such a study is particularly essential in order to be able to
make & well-founded analysis of the C.P, of China's reply and its
positions towards the Krushchovite revisienists' reproach that
these positions were dogmatic.

II) SOME LESSCONS FROM THE WORKS OF THE CLASSICAL MARXIST-LENINIST
WRITERS COMNCERNING THE SIGNIFICANCE OF DEFENDING THE PRIN-

CIPLES AND THE QUESTION OF DOGMATISM
SOO0000000000G00S0000C0I0000CCO0C0000000C00000a00000C0OC000000CCA0

1. Marx's and Engels' Struggle Against the Falsifiers of the
Theory and Principles of the "Communjist Manifesto"

Their whole life, Marx and Engels defended in all areas the Commu-
nist theory developed by them against distortions and falsifica-
tions emerging in the most varied forms. Te understand better the
relationship between communigt theory and principles, it is very
important to examine Marx's and Engels' struggle for the defence
of their doctrine, which they had concisely elaborated for the
first time in the "Communist Manifesto™. In-his writing "The His-
torical Destiny of the Doctrine of Karl Marx", Lenin wrote :

“The Communist Manifesto of Marx and Engels, published in 1848,
gave an integral and systematic exposition of this doctrine,

an exposition which has remained the best to this day."

(Lenin, 1913, Coll. Works 1B, p. 582}

In this programmatic document, which - as is well-known - carries
the title "Manifesto of th Communist Party®™, Marx and Engels theo-
retically set forth the development of capitalism and the world
histerical role of the proletariat on the path towards communism.
The paramount significance of the Communist Manifesto consists
precisely in the fact that certain geperal principles are conclu-
ded from the Marxist theory. These principles have.-the character
of axioms and will retain full validity up to the-victory of world
communism. :

These principles, for example the statement that the proletariat
ig "the most revolutionary class®, or the fundamental principle

of proletarian internaticnalism “Workers of all Countries, Unite"
or also the principle that the "working class cannot simply lay
hold of the ready-made state machinery", but must smash it, stressed
by Engels in 1888 on the basis of the experiences of the Paris
Commune in one of the prefaces to the "Communist Manifesto” -~ all
such principles were defended in an extraordinarily important

und instructive struggle with exemplary consistency for a gquar-
ter of a century after the publication of the "Manifesto". In the
present-day world communist movement this struggle has been under-
estimated in many ways.

In order to unite the two streams existing in the German working-
class movement - the "Eisenachers" and the "Lassalleans" - a Uni-
tvy Congress was to take place in Gotha on the basis of a draft
for a common programme. In this draft programme essential princi-
ples of Marxism were distorted and viclated. On the one hand,
Marx and Engels were firmly for uniting the various streams in
the working-class movement for the struggle against the common
enemy. On the other hand, they were of the opinion that a unifi-
cation which took place by slighting and violating principles ,
even if this seemed to assure momentary success and promised
great advantages for the moment, would, in the near future, in-
evitably lead to defeats and failures. For this reason, they de-
cisively opposed a unification on such a basis, and initiated an
energetic struggle against the opportunist draft of the "Gotha
Programme' .

Immediately on receiving this draft, Marx wrote in a letter that
he considered it to be his duty

"not to give recognition, even by diplomatic silence, to what
in my opinicn is a thoroughly objecticnable programme that
demoralises the Party".

{(Karl Marx,"Critique of the Gotha Programme", Progress Publi-
shers, Moscow 1978, p.9}

The draft programme contained certain passages which were direct-
ly borrowed from the "Communist Manifesto", but were re-worked
in such a way that they

"contain what is either UTTERLY FALSE or PURE BOSH AND NON-
SENSE."
{Ibid., p.S5c, emphasis by Engels)

For instance, the unity of the international proletariat was di-
luted into international "brotherhood"™. The allies of the prole-
tariat were characterized to be one "reactionary mass" without
any qualifications whatsoever etc.

Under the guiding metto of not

"haggling about principles',
{Ibid.,p.10)

Marx and Engels led a sharp ideological struggle against this
gross falsification of the principles of the "Manifesto of the
Communist Party", as also against the falsification of the econo-
mic theory.

A more exact study of Marx's and Engels' struggle for defending
the "Manifesto of the Communist Party" shows how closely and in-
separably the struggle for defending their theory is connected
with the struggle for defending the concentrate of this theory,
that is, its conclusicns, t h e prineiples-.

This is true in two respects :

Firstly, Marx and Engels showed that while defending the theory,
they did not lose themselves in details of secondary importance,
but always sharpened the struggle for defending the theory to
the decisive touchstones, that is, to the principles and the cen-
tral conclusions.
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Secondly, it becomes clear that Marx and Engels did not consider
the principles worked out by them in isolation from their entire
theory. They considered these principles to be its ¢ oncen -
t rate. They defended them as being based on this theory and
as being derived from it. They considered the principles to be
the fundamental guide teo action, to be a decisive means for con-
necting theory with practice.

Precisely such a defence of principles, which draws upon the en-
tire gamut of arguments of Marxist theory, is one of the most im-
partant lessons from Marx's and Engels® polemic against the draft
of the Gotha programme. It constitutes a model in ideological

struggle.

2. The Speculations of the Russian "priends of the People™ With
the Peculiarities of Russia to Deny the General Validity

of Marxist Theory

Wwhen Lenin, towards the end of the 18th century, took up the
struggle to defend Marxism, the movement of the so-cailed "friends
of the people" existed as a strong political and ideological

current.

The "friends of the people" waged a struggle against Marxism by
representing the theoretical werks of Marx, particularly the "Ca-

pital™, to be merely a valuable collection of "most minute details",

to be full of "scrupulosity'.

The "friends of the people" argued: "There are brilliant pages

of history in Capital, bu t ..." {Lenin,Coll. Works, 1, p.149}.
Thus, while praising Marx on the one hand because of his "concrete
analysis", they also asserted on th her that the “Capital” ana-
lysed "only one definite histori period". This particular pe-
riod, analysed by Marx, did nolr nave any validity or significance
for the situation prevailing in Russia.

Lenin characterized this method of rejecting Marxism in the follo-
wing way:?

“"gverwhelmed by the tremendcusly convincing way he states his
case, they bow and scrape before Marx, raud him, and at the
same time entirely lose sight of the basic content of his
doctrine.”

(Lenin, "What the 'Friends of the People' Are And How They
Fight the Social-Democrats', 1894, Coll. Works i, p.134}

initially, Lenin concentrated on comprehensively showing the fun-
damenta) significance of the "Capital" for a historical-materia-
listic analysis of the development of capitalism as a social for-
mation.

In relation to speculations that capitalism was not developing in
Russia, that, as a result, Marxism did not hold true in Russia,
tenin declared that Marx had worked out the general laws of capi-
talism on the basis of his extensive studies, and that the pecu-
liarities of the various countries could be analysed gnly on this
basis:

"The analysis of material social relations at once mads it
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pgssible to observe recurrence and regularity and to genera-
l}se the systems of SOCIAL FORMATION. It was this generalisa-
t;on alone that made it possible to proceed from the descrip-
tlgn of social phenomena (and their evaluation from the stand-
point of an ideal) to their strictly scientific analysis,which
isolates, let us say by way of example, that which disti;gui—
shes one capitalist country from another and investigates

that which is common to all of them."

(Ibid.,p.140, emphasis by capital letters from Lenin)

What was important here was the fundam i i i

. : : ental necessity of distin-

guishing "tbe important and the unimportant in the complex net-

:Sigagf sgc;il pgenomena“ {Ibid.,p.140), of not remaining on the
e o e phenomena, but of compreh i i

o ien O che Phe p ending their deeper con-

Lenin's struggle against the "frie i

: : g nds of the people"™ was in the

fl§5t 1gsyance a defence of the Marxist theory, of the univer-

igusvaildlzy o; the analysis of capitalism for all countries,
also for Russia, and a defence of the principil i

therefrom that not the peasant but the i pie resuiting

"worker is the sole and natural i

r ; representative of R ia'
entire working and exploited pcpulstion". nesies
{Ibid.,p.299)

AL the same time, basing himself on Marx's theor i
prlnc1ple of.the hegemany of the proletariat, Leiiinfeigeo:aizlSt
1llu§trate with the help of Russian data and statistics that the
Marx1ﬁt theory was valid in Russia, too. Finally, in 1899, in his
work The‘Deye}opment of Capitalism in Russia"”, Lenin conéected
the pgculla;;tlgs of Russia with the basic laws of social develop~
ment in capitalism, which had been discovered and worked out by
Marx and Engels. Thus, the attempt of the "friends of the people"
to divert attention away from the basic laws of development b?

demanding a "concrete analysis" w i
Geml A ohere vy ere exposed and these views were

In this str i .
ce between uggle, Lenin clearly stressed the fundamental differen-

;geveioping the basic tenets of Marxism in accordance with
e changing conditions and with the local ch i i
the different countries”. aracteristics of

{Lenin, "Uncritical Critiecism™, 1%c0, Coll. Works 3, pp.630-31)

and denying the fundamental Marxist th i
Lhe eses by referring to newl
emerged conditions, or by referring toc the peculiaritigs of a Y

country which have not yet been analysed
only syperfiminite. y s Or have been analysed

3. New Attacks Against Marxist-Lenini
: ~Leninist Theory and Princi
By Upcoming Revisionism Y ineiples

After the trends of "pre-Marxist socialism®, the o j i

Ef :2rxxsm%had ?e?n defeated internationa11§ - andpz?sgegicﬁiggia

wgileagz :reL:Tln s struggle - thg various opportunist trends,

oe D ntly recognizing Marx}sm in general, tried to rob it
its essence‘and deprive it of its revolutionary content by

means of certain "corrections" of its principles. Revisionism



- 12 -

emerged on an internatienal scale.
Lenin wrote about this :

"pre-Marxist socialism has been defeated, It is continuing
that struggle, no longer on its own independent ground, but
on the general ground of Marxism, as revisionism."

{Lenin, "Marxism and Revisionism™, 1908, Coll.Works 15, p.33}

In order to gain victory for their bourgeois positions, guised

as "Marxist® positions, the revisionists, with Bernstein at their
head, tried at first to create a certain atmosphere in which
being principled, adhering to fundamental arguments and conclu-
sions of Marxism were considered to be “old-fashioned", "ossified”
and "inimical to progress'.

"Dogmatism” was declared to be enemy no. 1. "Freedom of criticism”
became the catch-phrase of the revisionists. It meant for them
the “freedom" to treat the fundamental principles of Marxism
exactly as they pleased and to launch an attack against them. In
"What Is to Be Done ?", Lenin began & systematic strugygle against
this international revisionist trend. In the first chapter of
"What Is to Be Done 7" ("Dogmatism and Freedom of Criticism"),
Lenin first showed that at that point of time, in the 2oth centu-
ry, the revisionist trend in various countries

“"has from national bhecome international”.
{Lenin, "What Is to Be Done ?", 1902, Coll.Works 5, p.352)

The revisionists of various countries

211 beslong to the same family, all extol each other, learn
from each other, and together take up arms against 'dogmatic’
Marsism, .

{Ipid., p.353}

This hue and cry was needed by the revisionists because the revo-
lutionary principles of Marxism stood in the way of their refor-
mist politics. Lenin briefly summed up this attitude, characteris-
tic of the revisionists:

"Denied was the possibility of putting socialism on a scien-
tific basis and of demonstrating its necessity and inevitability
from the point of view of the materialist conception of histo-
ry. Denied was the fact of growing impoverishment, the process
of proletarisation, and the intensification of capitalist con-
tradictions ; the very concept, 'ULTIMATE AIM', was declared
to be unsound, and the idea of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat was completely rejected. Denied was the antithesis in
principle between iiberalism and socialism. Denied was THE
THEORY OF THE CLASS STRUGGLE, on the alleged grounds that it
could not be applied to a strictly democratic society governed
according to the will of the majority, etc.”

{Ibid., p-353, emphasis from Lenin)

Tenin unsparingly stigmatized this attitude and showed in “What
Is to Be Done 2% that this kind of *freedom of criticism" means

“"fresdom from all integral and pondered theory; it implies
eclecticism and lack of principle.”
(Ibid.,p.369) e
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Lenin recalled Marx's struggle against "haggling with principles™
and stressed that every renunciation of principles must be "eorn-
demned sharply". Lenin irrefutably showed that the revisionist
propaganda against "dogmatism" only represented the converse side
of despiging revolutionary principles and theory. Precisely to
defend the revolutionary principles, Lenin coined the famous words:

"without reveolutionary theory there can be no revoluticonary
movement . "
{Ibid.,p.369}

In this connection, Lenin stressed the experience of the revolu-
tionary German workers' movement, summed up by Engels, that class
struggle inecluded not just the political and economic struggle,
but also particularly the i deoclogica l struggle. The
class struggle must unconditionally also be waged in the theore-
tical sphere to defend the Marxist theory (¥*}.

The Communists can fulfil their tasks in the struggle against im-
perialism and opportunism only if they are led by the revolu-
tionary theory of Marxism-Leninism. For, as Stalin taught, prac-
tice pecomes biind if its path is not illuminated by revolutiona-
ry theory. Revolutionary theory alene

"can give the movement confidence, the power of orientation
and an understanding of the inner relation of surrounding
events'. .

{Stalin, "The Foundations of Leninism"”, 1924, op.cit.,p.20}

The Party can really be the advanced detachment of the working
class only if it is

"armed with revolutionary theory, with a knowledge of the laws
of the movement, with a knowledge of the laws of revolution.”
(Ibid.,p.99)

4., The Defence of the Theoretical Foundations of Marxism in
Lenin's Work "Materialism and Empirio-Critigism”

After the defeat of the revolution in 1905, tendencies of decay
and disintegration developed in the revolutionary movement in
Russia. Many revolutionaries manifested vaccillations. The reac-
tion fanned these tendencies and launched an offensive against
Marxism, It became fashionable to talk about the "failure" of Mar-
xism and to criticize Marwzism. The tendency towards despondency
and capitulation was scught to be cemented in the spheres of phi-
losophy and world views, too.

in order to consolidate the certainty about the victory of the
revolution in the future among the Bolsheviks, in order to conso-
iidate the possibility of the planned and organized preparation
for the revolution even under the newly emerged conditions among
them, and to carry this to the working class, it became of prime
importance to create clarity and certainty in relation to the fun-
damental thecretical questions of Marxism. Fundamental guestions
of Marxist philosophy, of dialectical materialism, came to the

{*) See Note 1 : A Crass Example of How the Modern Revisionists
Reduce the Role of Theory : “"Fidel Castro's Relationship to Revo-
lutionary Theory", or "The Theory Will be Delivered Subseguently",
P
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fore. Particularly the guestion hegan to be raised, whether it
was at all possible to know the world and its laws, as well as

the guestion, how long and under what conditions such knowledge
and the knowledge of Marxism in particular were valid.

The answer to all these guestions was made all the more difficult
because it certainly was “not usual” for the revolutiocnaries to
occupy themselves with the philosophical theories of the bour-
geoigie and their cpportunist hangers-on.

It was to Lenin's great merit that, in this period of the Stoly-
pin-reaction, he eguipped the Bolshevist Party with a firm and un-
shakeable theoretical foundation by comprehensively defending dia-
lectical materialism and by smashing the ever more refined fal-
sifications of Marxism in his work "Materialism and Empirio-
criticism".

"Resolute resistance to this disintegration, a resclute and
persistant strugale, to uphold the fundamentals of Marxism,
was again placed on the order of the day".

(Lenin, "Certain Features of the Historical Development of
Marxism",19%0, Coll. Works 17, p.42)

a) The Revisioniste' Attempt to Direct Friedrich Eggeﬁs‘lstiuggle
Against Bourgeocis Idealist "Principles™ in "Anti-Dihring

In their endeavour to dea)l 2 blow to Marxism, the revisionists
attempted to pit the Marxist Friedrich Engels against Marxism.
They did this by citing a few chosen passages from Engels' work
"Anti-Dlihring”. They incessantly drummed around two of Engels’
theses which thev reproduced very superficially and also falsi-
fied in their essence. With the help of these theses they wished
to prove that Marxzism did not express any "“objective truth”,
that, with every change of the conditions, its principles haq.
similarly to be changed and therefore did not have any signifi-
cance beyond the given moment of time. They even announceq that
Engels had waged a fundamental struggle against all principles
and had rejected any eternal truth.

This rotten assertion had the purpose of denying a}l.the Mar-
xist principles and of rejecting the validity of Marxism as such.

In the struagle against these distortions, Lenin made clear :

Firstlyv, Engels was not polemicizing against principles as such,
but only against a certain kind of principles and a certain con-
ception of principles.

What Diihring proclaimed at great length to be the "principles”
discovered by him were actually constructions and systems which
were imposed on reality and which viclated reality. They were

on the pattern of bourgeois-idealist moral codes and codes of
behaviour which did not have anything to do with the thecoretical
principles of Marxist theory. Engels naturally rejected such ar-
tificial "principles", so far-removed from reality. He proved
that they were simply wrong, that they were inventicns of the
bourgeois class, meant to suppress the proletariat. Engels
struggled against Dithring's bourgeois “principles" because they
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were bourgeois, and not bacause they were principles.

As Engels showed, the true and correct principles in the natural
sciences and in the social siences cannot at all be the inventions
of favoured creatures like Diihring. Rather, they are the product
of & thorough scientific analysis of the laws of nature and so-
ciety. Engels particularly stressed this by setting forth,

against Dihring's jugglery with ideas, how Marx had formulated
certain laws and principles only after lengthy investigations and
by means of exact analyses. In this sense, Engels very unam-
biguously émphasized:

"the principles are not the starting-point of the investiga-
tion, but its final result ;...the principles are valid in
s0 far as they are in conformity with nature and history."
{Engels, "Anti-Diihring", 1878, Moscow 1954, p.54)

In this way Engels clarified the character of the Marxist princi-
ples. Above all, he showed how they had arisen.

In order to justify their revisionism, the revisionists repeated-
ly try to deny this unambiguous context of Engels' words and

try to misuse these words as a reply to a totally d i f f e -
rent guestion.

This other guestion is : Must not the scientific principles which
underly the various phenomena, and which have not been invented
in an artificial way, but have been worked out in the manner
described by Engels, be used as a weapon and as a point of de-
parture for further knowledge; or must these results of an
immense theoretical work be negated 7

In Anti-Dihring, Engels did n o t take a position on this
question. It would be a harmful misunderstanding, and alsoc an ob-
vious misuse, Lo perceive the above guotation by Engels to bz an
answer to t h i s question.

Lenin had to deal with the revisionist falsification of Engels®
statement because the revisionists tried to pit Engels as chief
witness against Marxism and its principles. As Lenin showed,
there are two possibilities : Either the principles which have
already been acquired and proved, that is , the Marwist theory

as a whele is taken to be the starting point for further detailed
investigations, or Marx's and Engels' entire work is considered
to be more or less worthless, that is to say ocne's o wn
anaglyeis is considered to be the point of departure.

Lenin stressed, particularly in his polemic agains% Bogdanov,
that the distinction between Marxists and revisionists can be
seen in these two different approaches.

Secondly, as Lenin showed, Engels in no way denied that there
are proven truths which retain their truthful content forever;
which in so far are, so to say, "eternal truths". The issue at
hand was different.

13 - . -

On the most complex guestions of sgience in general, and of
historical science in particular, Diihring scattered words
right and left: ultimate, final and eternal truth. Engels
jeered at him. Of course there are eternal truths, Engels
said, but it is unwise to use high-sounding words in connec-
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tion with simple things. If we want to advance materialism,

we must drop this trivial play with the words 'eternal truth'.
{Lenin, "Materialism and Empiric-criticism", 1309, Coil.

Works 14, p.133)

1

Lenin expounded that precisely the most essential congclusions

of Marxism are "objective truths” which have been proved through
practice. No future development can change the fact. that state-

ments and scientific knowledge, emerging from practice and being
proved through practice, are true and remain true. To deny this

wounld mean to falsify dialectical materialism into mere relati-

vism.

411 these clarifications on Lenin's part were necessary, not
just tc defend Engels against his fzlse friends. They were also
an unconditional pre-reguisite to oppose the new increasing re-
visionist attacks against the validity of Marmist theory and
principles. :

b) Lenin's Clarification About the Conditions Under Which the
Marxist Theory and its Principleg are valid _ _ _ _ _ _ _ —

Bogdanow and the other revisionists in his wahke have always tried

to force the Marxist-Leninists into a <orner :

In the same chorus as the bourgeois ideoclogues, they demand :
Tn his time Marw proved his theory. Today, you must prove it
anew, if you assert that it is still valid.

However, the entire way in which the issue is raised is demago-
gic¢ and wrong. Marx and Engels did n o t derive their thepry
from phenomena existing temporarily; they did not substantiate

it by conditions existing temporarily. Rather, they layed bare
the ¢ au s a 1l relationships, undertook comprehensive genera-
lizations and worked out conclusions, which retain their validity
independent of the changes in the concrete phenomena. Today,

the Marxists must naturally propagate these Marxist laws anew
and aiso illustrate them with new factual material. But there

is no guestion of attempting to develop the teachings of Marxism-
Leninism and its principles anew. There is no guestion of once
again beginning from the scratch. The outcry, raised by the re-
visionists asking for “new procfs” for the correctness of Marxism-
Leninism is a2ll the more demagogic pecause they have never
succeeded in refuting the "51d" Marxist line of reasoning.

Of course, socgial laws are conditicnal. For example, the laws of
surplus production are valid under the conditions of capitalism,
but not valid under the conditions of the socialist relations of °
producticn, the theory of surplus value in capitalism remains an
objective truth, even if the laws of surplus production cannot
operate in socialism.

The validity, that is, the e f fectivity of a particu-
Jar law under certain conditions and its character of being an
objective truth - these are two completely different things which

snould not be confused.

But that is precisely what the revisionists do. They create con-
fusion here, as Lenin showed with the example of Bogdanov, who .

gndgrﬁthe banner of a struggle against ostensible "dogmatism"
denied t%e péramount role of Marxist theory as the point of dé—
parture for further investigations, i .

In this connection, Lenin wrote

\ .

'Bogdgnov is prepared to recognise Marx's theory of the cir-
culation oi money as an objective truth only for 'our time'
and calls it ‘dogmatism' to attribute to this theory a Teu-
per-historically objective' truth.” i o T
(ibid., p. 143}

Exposing this confusion, Lenin continued :
The_corresoondence of this theorv to practice cannot be al-
terea_by any fupure circumstances, for the same simple rea:
%on‘tnat makes it an ETERNAL truth that Napoleon dieﬁ‘on May
5, 1821. But irasmuch as the criterion of practice, i.e., the
gourse’o: QEve{opment of ALL capitalist countriesrin'téé
wasﬁ, EEf_aecaa§5, proves only the objective truth of Marx's
.gows social and economic theory in gerneral, and not merely
of one or other of its parts, formulations, ete., it iz cle;r
that to talk here of the "dogmatiss" of the Maryzsts is to
make an unpardonable concession to bourdeois eéémcmic;
The $ole conclusion to be drawn from the_opinion Eeld b;
Marxlsps that Mar®'s theory is an objective truth is that by
following the PATH of Marxian thecrv we shall dréw ;155er aéd
closer to‘objective truth (without ever exhausting it); but
by following ANY OTHER PATH we shall arrive at n thi "bu
confusion and lies." RR mothing but
{Ibid., empheses by capital letters in the original)

What particularly stands out in this formulation i

What ¥ £ is the i

gh:L alldfurther lqvestigations can be fruitiul only if §§23a§i§
b i er _on ﬁarxzst theory, if Marxist theory is taken as the
oint of departure. At the same time, against the real dangers

of dogmatism, the necessity is stressed of proceed;nq furtge?

on the path of Marxist theory £ ] i
S the path of ry, thus of continually developing

In clarifying these philosophic i
! g al questi i
shevik Party in two respectg: d ons: Lenin armed the Bol-

By 31y 3 i
Eiegigfgﬁgué}‘unqeistandlng the conditions under which Marxist
rinciples are valid, he clarified that th isi
‘ _ s £ e revis
;f the_malnAprop051ﬁlons of Marxism which are valid for theqégYj
b;;: Slstqilcal period of capitalism must be repudiated and com-
ed , if the most essential thing in Marxism is not to be lost

Ho & :
CoﬁiziiingntEZevg?hzgthun?, ;he diazlectical-materialist view
ning ralidity of the wvaricus these i i
conce Ly © s s and principl
giigiig theory enablen him to always raise the guestion gegjr?f
priﬁci ? c S nditio ns under which the conclusions and
en351e§ gfﬂo;DMizx were viild. This gizlectical-materialist vigw
; cognize at some ctatements of M i )
noct valid for the entire histori ra c Ttalism. Tt eng
: torical era of capitali 1 = i
him to recognize that e tne new oraores
g they no longer held & i
o 8COC s rue in the new er
g; ;derldllsmf that they had to be repudiated and replaceda
Y w conclusions, dependent on certain other conditions.
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5. Kautsky's Revisionism and his Dogmatic Demagogy

The struggle between the Marxist line, led by Lenin, and the
revisionist trend, with Kautsky as its main advocate, intensified
with the increasing sharpening of the contradictions of capi-
talism and the approach of the proletarian revolution.

In this situation, Kautsky directly called upon the workers

to support the imperialist bourgeoisie. In view of this direct
political betrayal by Kautsky, Lenin in no way was satisfied
with just stigmatizing this political betrayal. At the same time
he also comprehensively analysed Kautsky's theoretical falsifi-
cation of Marxism. Particularly in the works "The State and Re-
volution" and "Renegade Kautsky", Lenin concentrated on repu-
diating the revisionist falsification of the main teachings of
Marxism concerning the necessity of the armed smashing of the
0ld state apparatus and the establishment of the dictatorship

of the proletariat. {¥*}

This was the essence of Kautskyism. At a time when pre-monopoly
capitalism was transforming itself into imperialism, the struggle
against Kautsky's revisionism was impeded by one circumstance.

Kautsky attempted te "turn the tables™. He tried to defend his
reputation as an "orthodox" Marxist, which he had acguired in
the struggle against Hernstein. He tried to represent the Bol-
sheviks, Lenin and Stalin, to be "revisionists".

With the transition of capitalism inte its highest stage, into
imperialism, the Marzists were in fact confronted with the diffi-
cult task of deciding which theses of Marxism retained their

full wvalidity in this new era and which theses were no longer
applicable in this era and had to be replaced by new ones.

Lenin's struggle against philosophical relativism and for dia-
lectical materialism enabled the Bolsheviks to analyse very
exactly - while studying Marx's and Engels' teachings - the hi-
storical context presupposed by certain principles, that is,
the context in whic¢h they were valid and applicable.

Under Lenin's leadership, the Bolsheviks were able to make a
precise distinction between those teachings of Marx and Engels,
which had been arrived at by means of & comprehensive analysis

of capitalism and were valid for the entire period of the exis-
tence of capitalism, and those principles which were derived

from the peculiarities of rising capitalism and could claim vali-
dity enly for this period.

The principles baionging to the first category had unconditio-
nally to be defended; the second category of principles, how-
ever, had to be rejected under the conditions of imperialism
and to be replaced by new ones.

{*) When studying Lenin's method, it is extremely impressive

to see how he systematically examined "the history of Kautsky's
latest betrayal of Marxism'", and uncovered the rcots of Xauts-
kv's revisionism also in those books and brochures which origi-
nated from the period when Lenin had still evaluated Rautsky

to be an exponent of Marxism. {"The State and Revolution®™, 1917,
Coll.Works 25, p.4B82)
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The copportunist Kautskyites {and on the same track, but with
gome varistions, Trotsky and Zinoviev, too) plaved an extremely
Rarmful role by doing exactly the opposite of what was nece-
gssary for the revolution in two respects:

On the one hand, they rejected those principles of Marxisn which
continued to be valid, above all the recognition of the necessi-
tvy of the armed proletarian revolution and the viclent smashing
of the old state apperatus. This was their revisionism. On the
cther hand, theyv adhered to conclusions of Marxism which were

no longer valid - this was their dogmatism.

It became evident that precisely those who always reproached
Lenin and the Bolsheviks with “dogmatism”, themselves dogmati-
cally falsified Marwism. And it was precisely Lenin and Stalin
who fully conformed to Marx's statement that his theory was
“not a2 dogma, but a guide to action."

talin characterized this demagogic method of the revisionist
Hautsky, which, inter alia, had its roots precisely in the fact
that in reality a2 gualitative caesura, a new era, had emsrged,
as follows:

"Opportunism does not always mean a direct denial of the
Marwist thsory or of any of its propositions and conclu-
siong. Opportunism is sometimes expressed in the attempt to
cling to certain of the propositions of Marxzism that have
already become antiguated and to convert them into a dogma,
so as to retard the further development of Marxism, and,
consequently, to retard the development of the reveolutionary
movement of the proletariai." :

("History of the C.P.S.U.(B}", op.cit., pp.357-58})

6. The Revisionists® Penial of the International Validity of
the Basgic Features of the October Revolution

The victory of the socialist October revoclution was an enor-
mous triumph for Leninism - the Marxism which was developed
further under the conditions of imperialism. A debate concer-
ning the evaluation of this gigantic world historic victory
broke ogut among the revolutionaries of the world.

In this situation naturally all opportunists and revisiornists
¢gid their uvtmost to undermine the immense authority of the Oc-
tober Revolution. They did this not just by direct vilifica-
tions, but alsc by rdising ell sorts of reservations, all sorts
of “ifs" and "buts", while at the same time hypocritically pay-
ing obeisance to it.

Playing upen the prevailing chauvinism, revisionist bandits
like Kautsky and Turatti declared that the Russian revclution
wag "typically Russian' and could not be a model for the "civi-
lized countries'.

At the {first World Congresses of the Communist Internaticnal,
Lenin unfolded a debate about this issue and explained point

by point the immense international significance of the QOctober
Revolution and analysed the foundations of Bolshevist theory to
be a model for all ccuntries.
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In his work "'Left-Wing' Communism, An Infantile Disorder”,
written for the Communists of all countries, Lenin emphasized:

“Yn the first months after the proletariat in Russia had won
political power (October 25 {November 7}, 1317), it might
have seemed that the enormous difference between backward
Russia and the advanced countries of Western Europe would
lead to the proletarian revolution in the latter countries
bearing very little resemblance to ours. We now possess guite
considerable international experience, which shows very defi-
nitely that certain fundamental features of cur revolution
have a significance that is not local, or peculiarly national,
or Russian alone, but international. I am not speaking here of
international significance in the broad sense of the term:

not merely several but all the primary features of our revo-
lution, and many of its secondary features, are of interna-
tional significance in the meaning of its effect on all coun-
tries. I am speaking of it in the narrowest sense of the word,
taking international significance to mean the international
validity or the historical inevitability of a repetition, on
an international scale, of what has taken place in our coun-
try. It must be admitted that certain fundamental features of
our revolution do possess that significance...

At the present moment in history, however, it is the Russian
model that reveals to ALL countries something - and something
highly significant - of their near and inevitable future."
(Lenin, "'Left-Wing' Communism - An Infantile Disorder”, 1920,
Coil.Works 31, pp-21-22, emphasis by Lenin)

The guestion concerning the internaticonal significance of the Oc-
tober Revolution is organically connected with Stalin's subse-
guent struggle to defend Leninism as the Marxism of the era of
imperialism and the proletarian revolution.

Stalin waged an ideological struggle for Leninism's victory a~
gainst people like Zinoviev, who, while defining Leninism, empha-
sized the predominance of the peasantry in Russia. Stalin showed
that this meant :

Mtransforming Leninism from an international proletarian doc-
trine into a product of specifically Russian conditions.

It means playing into the hands of Bauer and Kautsky, who de-
ny that Leninism is suitable for other countries, for coun-
tries in which capitalism is more developed...

s not Leninism the generalisation of the experience of the
revolutionary movement of ALL countries ? Are not the funda-
mentals of the theory and tactics of Leninism suitable, are
they not cobligatory, for the proletarian parties of ALL coun-
tries ? "

{Stalin, "Concerning Questions of Leninism', 1926, Works 8,
p.14, emphases by Stalin}

The definition of Leninism a&s the Marxism of the era of imperia-
lism and the proletarian revolution also expresses that the dan-
ger of dogmatism presents itseli in a different way as at the
beginning of this era. As is well-known, imperialism is the
highest and last stage of capitalism, and in the framework of
capitalism, no transition to any other new era is possible any-
more. So long as capitalism exists, so long as imperialism contin-
ues to exist as its highest and last stage, the Communists cannot
come into such a situation anymore that they have to reject cer-
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tain fundamental strategic principles and replace them by new
cnes in a manner comparable to Lenin's time, when pre-monopoly
capitalism was making its trangiftion to its monopoly, imperialist
stage, that is, when a new era was coming into being.

That is why the danger of dogmatism 2z a demagogic method to re-
vise the essence of Marxism, can no longer play the same role
as in Kautsky's time.

At the same time the danger of dogmatism exists even though to

a qualitatively different extent. This is evident in precisely
Stalin's struggle against Trotsky's line in the Chinese revolu-
tion and in general in relation to the revolution in oppressed
countries.

7. The General Validity of Leninism For All Countries and the
Danger of Dogmatically Carrying Over Specific Experiences
of the October Revolution to the Revolution in Semi-Feudal
and Semi-Colconial Countries

The October Revolution initiated the era of the victory of the
world proletarian revolution. The world proletarian revolution
includes not only the revolution in the capitalist countries,
but also, as Lenin emphasized, the revolutions in the

"more backward states and nations, in which feudal or patri-
archal and patriarchal-peasant relations predominate”.
{Lenin, "Preliminary Draft Theses On the National and Colo-
nial Questions'", 192¢, Coll.Works 31, p.149)

In the capitalist countries of Western Europe, where

"the basic forces - and the basic forms of socizal ecconomy"
{Lenin , as guoted in "“Concerning Questions of Leninism",
Stalin, op.cit., p.15)}

were the s a m e as in Russia, the main danger was that the fun-
damental experiences of the QOctober Reveolution were n o t ta-
ken as a model. In contrast, in countries with pre-capitalist re-
lations there was the greater danger of taking over the experien-
ces of capitalist Russia in a dogmatic way.

In these countries, too, the primary task was to defend the Mar-
¥ist-Leninist principles, to defend their general validity a-
gainst all revisionist attacks. Numerous fundamental teachings of
the Cctober Revolution like, for example, the necessity of the
hegemony of the proletariat, the necessity of the Bolshevist Par-
ty and of the armed smashing of the oid state apparatus etc.

were and are similarly valid for these countries.

Even then, in these countries, the Communists were alsc confron-
ted with certain additional tasks, which Lenin formulated in the
following manner :

"relying upon the general theory and practice of communism,
you must adapt yourselves to specific conditions such as do
not exist in the European countries; you must be able to
apply that theory and practice to conditions in which the
buik of the population are peasanrts, and in which the task
is to wage a struggle against medieval survivals and not




against capitalism.' (*)

{Lenin, "Address to the Sescond All-Russian Congress of Commu-
nist Organizations of the Peoples of the East", 1919, Coll.
Works 3o, p.161}

Zinoviev and Trotshky acted in totzl contradiction to Lenin's de-
mand. In conformity with their European chauvinism, they propa-
gated to the oppressed peoples in a dogmatic pose precisely
those experiences of the Octeber Revolution which were not appli-
cable to these conditions.

In the fight against imperialism and feudalism the guestion of
possible agreements with the bourgeois ie of those
countries is of particular importance. Citing the erxperiences of
the CQctober Revolution, Trotsky and Radek rejected any possible
agreement with the bourgeoisie of the semi-feudal and semi-colo-
nial countries. In reality, there was and is such a principie

for the Russian revolution and for the revelutions in the capi-
talist countries. But Marxism precisely demands unterstanding

the principles in 2 profound way in the context of the given con-
ditions.

Where did this principle of rejecting any agreement with the bour-

geoisie originate ? Under what conditions was it applicable ?

Trotsky showed his anti-Marxist methed by not asking himself
these guestions at all. He simply carried over this principle to
the Ch inese revolution.

Being a Marxist, Stalin did proceed from such a guestion. In the
interest of the Chinese revolution and for the purpose of eluci-
dating Harzism-Leninism, he struggled against these methods and

theses of Tretsky.

ftalin said:

"What is the basic premise of the Comintern and the Communist
Parties generally in their approach to the guestions of the
revolutionary movement in colonial and dependent countries ?

It consists in a strict DISTINCTION between revolution in im-
perialist countries, in countries that oppress other nations,
and revolution in colonial and dependent countries, in coun-
tries that suffer from imperialist oppression by other states.
Reveclution in imperialist countries is one thing: there the
bourgecisie is the oppressor of other nations; there it is
counter-revolutionary at all stages of the revolution...

Revolution in colonial and dependent countries is another
thing: there the imperialist oppression by other states is
one of the factors of the revolution; there this oppression
cannot hut affect the national bourgecisie also; there the
national bourgeoisie, at a certain stage and for a certain
perioc, may support the revolutionary movement of its coun-

{*) As it emerges from the context, Lenin, of course, did not
mean that there was to be no struggle against imperialist capi-
tal which has penetrated in these countries. He only said that
in these countries by and large no i nd i genous na-
tional capital had developed and therefore the strugale against
such a capital was not primary.
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try against imperialism...”
{Stalin, "Joint Plenum of the Cehiral Committee and Central
Control Commiseion of the C.P.S.U.(BY", 1827, Horks lo,p.i1,

emphasis by Stalin)

Leninism not only takes the experiences of the October Revolu-
tion into consideration, but alsoc the experiences of the revolu-
ticns of 21l countries. It is necessary to have clarity in every
single case about the conditions substantiating certain guide-
lines and principles of Leninism, that is, about the conditions
under which these principles and guidelines are valid.

This is one of the big lessons from Stalin's strugg;e for the
victery of Leninism against the Trotskyite-Zinovievite opposi-
tion and their falsification of Leninism's principles.

8. Etalin's Fight Against the Emergence of Modern Revisionism
After the Complete Victory of Leninism

On the eve of Worlid ¥War II, Stalin and the CC of the C.P.S5.U.(B},
as well as the E.C.C.I. of the Comintern had attained the vic-
tory of Leninism in the struggle against Trotskyite deviations
to the extent that the exponents of anti-Marxist Qeviations were
no longer asble to come out openly against Leninism.

The world-historical victory of the socialist Soviet Union over
Hitlerite-fascism further elevated the authority of Leninism and
its conseguent exponent, Stalin. However, this did not mean that
in the ideclogical sphere renewed revisionist attacks - now dema-
gogically referring to Leninism - were no longer possible. On
the contrary !

The necessary concentration on the military victory and the im-
mense loss of gqualified cadres favoured the possibility of re-
newed revisionist attacks and deviations.

Stalin and the CC of the C.P.5.U, took measures against this dan-
ger in opening the debates on several fields, in philosophy, art
and literature, in political economy etc., in bringing to light
and combating the revisionist deviations.

Internationally magnificent victories had been gained. Clear )
changes had taken place. The Cominform Bureau uncovered and cri-
ticized right-opportunist deviations within the Communist Par-
ties of the capitalist countries emerging unter.the pretext of

a "particular path". It specially initiated the strugale against
Titoite-revisionism. In his work "Economic Problems of Socialism
in the U.S5.S5.R.", Stalin dszalt a heavy blow teo revisionist at-
tempts within the Soviet Union which declared various principles
of Leninism te be outdated and did not consider the laws of im-
perialism to be valid any longer.

In this work, Stalin first explained once again the existence
of objective laws within the framework of certain object{ve con-
ditions. He explained that these laws could be recognized and
ptilized but not abolished.

He explained that the scientific recognition of the existence
of such laws of society was a pre-condition for ;he Cgmmunlst
Party toc be able to lead in a planneé and fore-sighted manner,
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and for the socialist state $o be able to take action. Ne warned
against the mood of those who were “dizzy with success” because
of the extraordinary successes of the Soviet Union and demanded
a comprehensive education in the spirit of Marxism-Leninism:

"I ehink that systematic rsiteration and patient explanation
of so-called 'generally-known' truths is one of the best me-
thods of educating these comrades in Marwism."

(Staiin, "Beonomic Problems of Sociglism in the .8.58.R.",
1982, p.S, Peking 1976}

In the 6th chapter of his work, in relation to the inevitability
of wars between capitalist countries, Stalin himgelf set forth
the extraordinary political significance in international ques -
tions of nis struggle against the upcoming tendenc%es ;o dls—_
regard the laws of society and conseguently the guidelines and
principles of Marxzism-Leninism.

Against those who referred to diverse "new international condi-
tions" and dGemanded that the “concrete analysis of new phenome-
na" should be made the starting point, Stalin emphasized the 3
necessity of recognizing the continuing validity qf t?e lgw; of
imperialism, particularly the law concerning the inevitability
of wars between capitalist countries.

This struagle shows that revisionist deviations came up in the
C.P.S5.U. and in the world communist movement in Stzlin's time,
too. The crucial point, however, is that Stalin resolutelg‘ ’ .
opposed the revisionist chatter about the '"new conditions
and energetically combated and repudiated its main exponent‘of
that time - the Titoite revisionists - as well as the main ideolo-
gicazl theses of the revigionists of this periog.

III, THE C P OF CEINA'S REPLY TO THE KRUSHCHOVITE REVISIONISTS'

FALSIFICATION OF THE MARXIST-LENIWNIST PRINCIPLES
00000C0000000000Co0RGINN0000C0C0000000000CC000000000003ND0N00N00

In their attacks acainst the Marxist-lLeninist theory and princip-
les, the Krushchovite revisionists did not by chance direct the
spearhead against Stalin, whe, in his writings had defended Le-
nin's comprehensive work ané had particularly emphasized his ge-
neral principles.

This attack against Stalin, and thus against Leninism, was waged,
as already shown, under the banner of the struggle against "dog-
matism" and of the "new conclusions" and principles correspon-
ding to the alleged "new conditions™. (*)

In our opinion, it would have been necessary to oppose these
attacks with the extensive arsenal worked out by Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Stalin. It would have been necessary to continue and
develop further their resolute and principled struggle against
revisionism of every sort.

In the light of this necessity, let us investigate whether and
to what extent the C.P. of China did this and c¢orrectly replied
to the Krushchovite revisionists' demagogy. -

{*} See lote 2:"Concerning Some Scurces of the Present-Day 'Anti-
Dogmatic' Trend", p.35 ’

. Correct Positions of the P of China

c
Right at the beginning , the C P of China's "Proposal” concer-
ning the General Line stressed fully correctly:

"The general line of the international communist movement must
take as its guiding principle the Marxist-Leninist revolutiona-
ry theory concerning the historical mission of the proletariat
and must not depart from it,"

("A Proposal Concerning the General Line of the International
Communist Movement", The Lettsr of the CC of the C P of China
in Reply to the Letter of the CC of the C.EF.$.U. of March 3o,
1863, in the “Polemic", p.5%) (*)

Elsgwhere, the € ¥ of China similarly fully correctly emphasized
against the Krushchovite-revigsionists: )

"Firm Marxist-Leninists and genuine Marxist-Leninist Parties
must put principles first."
(1bid., p.47)

We stres; ;hat this attitude of the C P of China towards the Mar-
x15t~L?n1n15§ theory and principles undeniably conforms te Marx's,
Engels', Lenin's and Stalin's teachings.

2 more exact analysis of the "Proposal”, however, shows that the
€ P of China in its "Proposal" in no way adhered in a conseguent
way to these theses formulated by it. It did not make them the

basis of all its proceedings at the time of the polemic against
the Krushchovite revisionists.,

2. Principles or "Concrete Analysis" as the Main Ppint of Depar-
ture For the General Line ?

A few pages after correctly emphasizing the necessity of taking

the revolutionary theory of Marxism-Leninism, and o n 1 v this

theory, as the guideline, the "Proposal" suddenly takes ancther

position and puts forward gnother thesis :
"In defining the genmeral line of the international communist
movement, the starting point is the concrete classg analvsis of
world politics and economics as @& whole and of actual worid
conditions, that is to say, of the fundamental contradictions
in the contemporary world."
{Ibid., p.6&}

Hege it becomes clear that the C P of China, while attempting to
{e:ute the modern revisionists, remains completely within the
t;amewark of the tvpical reasoning of the Krushchovite revisio-
nists. The Krushchovite revisionists said: We must determine the
geneial line proceeding . from the new situation, by means of

new “concrete analyses". The C P of China does not uncover and
¢lear up what it means to put the so-called "concrete analyses"
before the principles, i.e., before the entire revolutionary theo-~
ry of Marxigm-Leninism. Instead, on its part, it underlines this
same  p o int o f departure and this same approach.
Basically, it reproaches the C.P.S.U. only with the fact that it

(*} From now on cited simply as "“Proposal".

.
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has not analysed correctly and concretely
enough, instead of dencuncing the renunciation of the primacy of
theory. Thus, in the face of this decisive guestion, the C.P.

of China gives way. (*}

Let us once again call to mind Lenin's argument against Bogdanov,
which has great fundamental significance for th:is question:

"by following the PATH of Marxist theory we shall draw closer
and closer to objective truth {without ever exhausting it);
but by following ANY OTHER PATH we ghall arrive at nothing
but confusion and lies."

{Lenin, " Materialism and Empirio-Criticism®™, 1908, Coll.
Works 14, p.143, emphases by Lenin)

lenin answered the question concerning the point of departure in
such an unambiguous way. The Krushchovite revisionists should ha-
ve had to be opposed in this way, znd only in this way.

It can be objected that in this way or that it is a guestion of
using b o & h the Marxist-Leninist principles a s we ll

& s the concrete analysis for laving down the veneral line. This
abjection remains superficial. It is true that b o t h are ne-
cessary and essential, but both components do not carry egual
weight.

Marxist-Leninist theory is not arrived at by "concretely analy-
sing” t oday ' s conditions. Its principles are not the re-
sult of evaluating the analysis of the laws of the whole of
social development and their inter-connections by Mary, Engels,
Lenin and Stalin. As Lenin said, to meke the "concrete analysis"
of the present-day conditions the point of departure, instead
of Marxist-Leninist theory, could only give rise to confusion.
True, one may find enough to guarrel about with the modern revi-
sionists concerning the results, but in this or that way, anvone
who does not proceed from the Marxist-Leninist theory and prin-
Ciples will not really be able to grasp reality in a profound
way, that is, in the way of proceeding from its lauws, and grasp-
ing it in its inter-conmections.

The C ¥ of China‘s thesis to take the "concrete analysis", and
not the principles as the point of departure is a serious attack
against the Marwist-Leninist approach of understanding reality,
set forward particularly by Lenin in "Materialism and Empirio-
criticism”. It is a revisionist concept of laying down the gene-
ral line.

Therefore, this central thesis of the C P of China must be re-
jected to be fundamentally wrong. We must wage a determined
struggle te take the Marxist-Leninist theory and its basic prin-
ciples - the concentrate of this theory- as the ma i n

point of departure for laying down the general line of the world
communist movement as well as explaining some new phencmena.

t*) See Note 3 : The "Sympathetic Concrete" and the "Unsympathe-
tic Abstract"”, p.38
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Iv. PRACTICQL—PDLITICAL CONSEQUENCES DERIVED BY THE KRUSHCHO-
VITE REVISIONISTS FROM THE OSTENEIBLY NEW CONDITIONS
COG000C0000GO00000000000R00000000000GI0000000000000C0000G00000

The revision of the fundamentals of Marwism-Lerinism bg the l;a-
dership of the C.P.S8.U. was no end in itself. It served certain
political aims. The Krushchovite leadership of the C.P.5.U. was
inimical to Marwism-Leninism because this stood directly in the
way of its counter-revolutionary plans.

The following two examples in the sphere of internationa% poli-
tics , namely the thesis of imperialism which has allegedly be;
L ard the assertion regarding the “decisive rcle
show how thevw
Marwist-

come ‘'pgaceful” : :
of the soccialist countriss for world revolution,
used the supposedly new conditions to throw overboard the

Leninist principles.

{. imperizlism Which Has Pecome "Peacefull

The Krushchovite revisionists directly attacked the thesis, put
forward by Lenin, that wars are inevitable between capitalist coun-
tries so long as imperialism continues to exist.

On the pretext of the changed correlation oi forces after WO{ld
War II, the 2oth Congress of the C.P.S5.U. directly propagated
that this thesis of Lenin wag wrong:

"at the presant stage of history, the guestion of whether war
is inevitable must be treated differently than it was treated
before the first and second world wars. For teday, the correla-
tion of forces on the werid scene has changed radically(*®)...
there is now no fatal {?) inevitability of war. " "
{M.A.Suslov, “Gpeech at the 2oth Congress of the C.P.5.U.7,
feb.16, 1956, p.11, Poreign Languages Publishing House,

Moscow, 19356}

This open revision of Lenin's teaching had the aim of prettifying
U.S. imperialism and the other imperialist powers. Af;er they .
had thrown Lenin's teachings overboard, the Krushchovite revisio-
nists propasgated in relation to U.S.imperialism:

"we (the Soviet Union and the United States) are the strongest
countries in the worid and if we unite for peace there can be
no war. Then if any madman wanted war, we would but have to
shake ‘our fingers to warn him off'."

{cited in the "Polemic™, p.245)

{*} Though not related to this guestion, the C P of China, how-
ever, formulated in a very ambiguous way in its 4th Comment that
the situation after World War II was "fundamentally different”
{("Polemic", p.187} from earlier. Above all, in connection with
the false thesis that 'concrete analysis" is the "point of depar-
ture" , such a formulation must be seen toc be a capitulation be-
fore similar assertions by the Krushchovite revisionists. It_would
have been correct and necessary to have stressed, preciseiy in
the struggle against Krushchovite revisionism, that, in %plte of
great changes, the situation after Weorld War II was not fundamen-
tally different from earlier, that the Leninist principles were
still fully wvalid.
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This wae one main manceuvre of the Krushchovite revisionists with
which thev veiled their reconciliation with world imperialism.
Tts climax was to represent U.S.imperialism in a totally wrong
light. On the one hand, they acted as if this was the only potent
imperialism left after Worléd War II. On the othar hand, they pro-
pagated that because of these new circumstances, it had become so
Y sasonable" that it was possible and necessary to cooperate with
it in the interest of world peasce and security.

The Krushchovite revisionists speculated with the circumstance
that U.S.imperizlism was the only imperialism to have emerged
strengthened from World War II, while all other imperialist powers
had either been defeated in the war or had been more or less wea-
Lened because of its canseguences. The Krushchovite revisionists
posed the guestion in such a way.as if the entire question of
world imperialism had been reduced to the preblem cf U.S.imperia-
lism. Now what was needed was to come to an understanding with 1t,
to cooperate with it and in this way to solve 2l) the issues of
that time. They thus denied all the laws of imperialism. Taking
the superiority of U.S.imperialism as a pretext, thay especially
denied that inter-imperialist contradictiens had to intensify,par-
ticularly because the other big imperialist powers, which had tem-
porarily been defeated,would inevitably regain strength.

If U.S.imperialism had become “reasonable” and "peaceful", if the
other imperialists had become more or less insignificant and "po-
werless™, then, in effect, all the imperialist powers would have
been converted into peaceful forces, which were not at all inte-
rested in a war. At the most, there would be the problem of some
“incorrigiblie"” lone-wolves, some “obsessed individualis", who un-
fortunately had learned nething from history and it would be ne-
cessary toshake a warning finger®at them. In effect, it amounted
to the fact that U.S.imperialism was to keep its few incorrigible
elements in harness, while the Krushchovite revisionists promised
to put a stop to the activities of the revolutionaries, who, in
spite of all exhortations to the contrary, adhered toc revolutic-
nary struggle and to the liberation war against imperialism.

2. Do the Socialist Countries Constitute "the Decisive Farce" in
World Revelution 2

The Krushchovite revisionists took the fact that, after the Se-
cond World War, there was no longer only one sccialist country,
but that a series of countries had taken to the path of socialism,
as a pretext to declare:

“The contradiction hetween capitalism and socialism is the
chief contradiction of our epoch. On the outcome of the strug-
gle of the two world systems the destinies of peace, democra-
cy and socialism depend to a decisive extent."

{"The Letter of the CC of the C.P.$.U. to the CC of the cepc”,
in "Polemic", p.502)

To correctly evaluate this standpoint, it is essential to take
note of the fact that the leaders of the C.P.S5.U. by the "world
socialist system™ in no way understood all the forces of the camp
of the world proletarian reveolution, but only the coun -

t ries of the "world socialist system"., They declared these
countries to be the "decisive force in the battle against imperia-

ligg"; {"Open Letter of the CC of the C.P.S5.U...",in "Polemic"
p.371 ‘

Simi}arly. referring only to the coun¢tzy ies , the KErush-
chovite revisionists propagated that "the decisive role...belongs
to...the socialist world system, which exerts jits main influence
on the development of the world socialist revolution...'{Ibig
p.574). That is, they declared all other forces of the world 5;0—
letarlgn revolution to be secondary in relation to the socialiét
couptrles. Indeed, they went so far as to declare that "it would
be immeasurably harder, if not altovether impossible" for the
peoples of the other countries to accomplish-their tasks and re-

alize their aims "without assistance from th i i i
iz T S T e socialist co "
{Ibid., p.571}. untries

Th1§ s%rved for them the purpose of absoclutizing the role of the

socialist countries, to dsclare them to be the "dacisive factor

for the’development of human scciety". Thus, they declared the

gontrqdz;tion between the socizlist states and the states of world

1mp§;1a115m, which is only one of the various fundamental contra-

gizzions of our time, to be its most central fundamental contra-
on.

In effect, this contradiction is put in the pliace of all the fun-
jamen?al_contradict:ons. The struggle between the camp of world
1mger1§llsm and the camp of the world proletarian reveclution is
reduced to the struagle between the s t a t e s of socialism
and those of world imperialism.

it is obvious that if the essential problem is the contradiction
between the states of socialism and those of imperialism, the

[} tﬂh e r fundamental c¢ontradictions, i n which éhe con-
tracdiction between the camp of the world proletarian revelution

and ;hg camp of world imperialism are manifested, obtain only a
subsidiary and derived significance, namely: the contradiction bet-
ween the proletariat and the bourgecisie in the imperialist coun-
trIE$ as Qel} as the contradi¢iion between the opp%essed peoples
and imperialism in the semi-feudal and semi-colonial countries.

The struggle of the proletariat and the oppressed peocples obtains
oply the function of an aid. It is no longer a fundamental poli-
tical factor. Only the conflict between the socialist states and

the states of world imperialism is now of fundamental importance

For the.Krushchovite revigionists, this was nothing but the ge- '
neral line of "peacsful competition" and "peaceful co-existence"

AllegedlyAthis line would drive away imperialism from the world '
and in this way bring the peoples joy and bliss.

V. THE PRACTICAL-POLITICAL CONSEQUENCES DRAWN BY THE C P OF
CHINA FROM PUTTING THE "CONCRETE ANALYSIS" BEFORE THE MARX3IST-
LENINIST PRINCIPLES

COJ00000C00000RT00200C0000ARGRC00C0000000000000000DBE00C0000000000

In the "Propesal” and the entire "Polemic" of the C.P. of China
1? becomes clear that it accepts neither the thesis of “imperia-
lism that has become peaceful” nor that of the "decisive role of
the socialist countries®™., Rather, it tries to oppose both of them.
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But, because of its wrong appreoach to the general line and to
¥rushchovite revisionism, it does not see where the deviations of
the Krushchovite revisionists mainly lie, but looks for and finds
them elsewhere. It considers them to be errors in the "concrete
analysis™ , and not to be the conseguences of its revisionist be-
trayal of principles.

The C.P. of China does n o t &ry to fundamentally and in a prin-
cipled manner repudiate the views of the Krushchovite revision-
ists proceeding from the theory of Marxism-Lepinism. It merely
counterposes its "concrete analyses" which unfortunately are si-
milarly not based on the Marwist-Leninist principles to those of
the Krushchovite revisionists.

If the leadership of the C.P.8.U. propagates that U.S§. imperia-
lism is peaceful, the C.P. of China counters this by saying:
Our “"concrete analysis" shows that U.S.imperialism is the main
enemy on the international level.

If the leadership of the C.P.8.U. propagates that the contradic-
tion between the socialist states and the states of the imperia-
list camp has become the main contradiction, the C.P. cof China
counters this by saying: Qur "concrete analysis™ shows that the
contradictions are “"concentrated” in Asia, Africa and Latin Ame-
rica.

It is similar in other areas.Such an "anti-revisionism", which,
on the ideological level, is based on a similar setting aside of
principles, is in no position to really oppese Krushchovite re-
visionism. For this reason, it becomes necessary to examine these
mistakes of the C.P. of China a little more closely.

1. Has the General Line to Be Directed Against U.5.Imperialism
or Against World Imperialism 2

if the "Proposal" declares that the general line must be directed
"against the counter-revolutionary global strategy of U.8.imperia-
lism® {"Proposal’, p.5) , and that world-wide the "united front
against the Y.S.imperialists and their lackeys"” (p.12) must be
formed, then this means that U.S.imperialism, along with its
immediate hangers-on and lackeys, is the main t a r ge t of

the world-wide struggle. If it is further said that the general
line of the international communist movement"should point out the
basic direction for the revolutionary struggles of the prole-
tariat and people of all countries™ {p.6), then it is unmistakab-
ly stressed that on a2 world scale the struggle must be concen-
trated zgainst o n e big imperialist power, that is U.S.imperia-
lism.

In our opinion, here as elsewhere in the "Polemic", a narrow and
limited concept of the general line of the world communist move-
ment in our era is expressed.

Naturally, it was and is unconditionally necessary to direct the
struggle against the counter-revoluticnary global strategy of U.S.
imperialism. However, the gquestion here is not of ©o n e impor-
tant task among others, but it is the guestion of the general line
as such. Instead of the strugcle against world imperialism, the
struggle is directed ageainst enly o n e particularly powerful im-
perialist country. The strugale against all the other imperialist
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powers also, i.e., against world imperialism as such, which al~
so must be simultanecusly carried out, is practically left out
from the general line. This error was continued in the theory of
the "superpowers" and in the conceptions of the "three~world-
theory".

The modern revisionists are above all criticized because they
support a particular imperialism. They are then opposed with a
counter-strategy which restricts the general line above all to
the struggle against this particular imperialism, which is con-
sidered to be the "main one". The entire guestion of the attitude
towards world imperialism as a whole and to those other imperia-
list great powers is left uncontradicted. Such an approach is
worse than a half-truth. It is basjcally only replacing one re-
visionism by another.

2. '"Concentration of the Fundamental Contradictions" in Asia,
Africa and Latin America ?

The false thesis that the "socialist countries play the decisive
role" was opposed by the C.P. of China since it betrayed the re-
volution of the peoples in the camp of imperialism and was no-
thing but the harbinger of social-imperialism. On its part.the
C.P. of China put forward the thesis:

*The various types of contradictions in the contemporary world
are concentrated in the vast areas of Asia,Africa and Latin
America".

{"Proposal™, p.13)

The absolutization of the contradiction between the socialist
atates and the states of the imperialist camp by the ieadership
of the C.P.S5.U. was opposed by the C.P. of China by absolutizing
another contradiction, namely, the contradiction between imperia-
lism andé the oppressed peoples.

That the C.P. of China laved down this concept for & “present era"
which was not defined more closely , made the matter all the more
serious. Thus it was suggesited that evidently in the era up to
then things had been different.

In Part III B {*} , we shall deal with 211 these guestions in
greater detail. But we are focussing our attention now itself on
this thesis of the C.P., of China for twe reasons.

Firstly, we see that in reality the C.P. of China did not cppose
Krushchovite revisionism by setting forth the fundamentals of
Harxism-Leninism about the fundamental contradictions and their
mutual relations in a firmly principled way.

Secondly, we see that this was not by chance, but the logical
consequence of their giving primacy to the "concrete analysis" be-
fore the fundamentals of larxist-Leninist theory. :

(*} This part was finally published as part IV; it has not yet been
translated in English until now {1986), transliator's note.
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V1. THE NECESSITY OF SYSTEMATICALLY SETTING FORTH LE
STALIN'S TEACHINGE IN RELATION TO THE IMPERIALIS

THE TASKS OF THE PROLETARIAN INTERKATIONALISH
[elolelutolateluletalalelole e tatulelolelelolslalulaTulotuleTalalalalaTaTale IetuliT oTaTola Tul slilelala e o oTu o e ate el o e o o)

NIN'S RHD
T ERA AND

in the preceeding chapters, we have evaluated some aspects of
iar»'s, Engels’', Lenin's and Stalin's struggle concerning the
significance of theory and the Marxist, or Marxist-Leninist prin-
ciples based on it. We have roughly sketched the Hrushchovite re-
visionists® and the C.P. of China's attitude towarde the princi-
ples and the practical-political consequences of this attitude.
In opur opinion, all this conclusively shows that it is uncondi-
tionally necessary to comprehensively set forward Lenin's and
Stalin's teachings about the imperialist era and the tasks of
proletarian internationalism in order to be able to work out the
Marxist-Leninist position as clearly as possible.

Ls we have shown above, today "dogmatism", thet is, ad he r -
ing to guidelines made obsclete by a new erz cannhot be the de-
cisive or the main danger since we are still living in the same
era as defined by Lenin and Stalin and we shall continuve to do

g0 till the end of world imperialism. Rs we heve already described,

imperialism is the highest and last stage of capitalism. In the
course of struggling against it, and till its total destruction,
no epochal further development of Marxism-Leninism is possible

or necessary. That is why the main principles of Marxism-Leninism,
as L enin and S t al in have represented and developed
them, cannot be outdated.

This doesn't mean that no further development of Marwism-Leninism
has taken place w i t h i n our era, for erample, after Lenin's
death. Stalin and the best disciples of Lenin and Stalin of cour-
se enriched and developed Marxism-Leninism further by applving
this theory to certain new guestions, problems and situations
which arose.

But they could do this only while retaining ang uwsing the Leni-
nist principles. They could not and did not have to reject any
single basic guiding principle of Marxism-Leninism and replace
it by another.

in other words: Fundamentelly and for our entire era it is true :

Modern revisionism 15 and remains the main danger in the inter-
national communist novement.

The modern revisionists, too, use certain dogmatic antics and
tricks. Certazinly, there will continue to be dogmatic deviations,
which, of course, have to be combated. Such deviations consist
above all in generalizing some of Lenin's and Stalin's statements
which referred to only very specific conditions and situations,
in schemztically applying these statements to completely different
conditions etc. For example, in this sense, it could be called
"dogmatism"™ , i1f the "Three-World" theoreticians put forward the
poelicy carried out by Stalin during World War 11 of a socialist
country allying with imperialist ones as a strategy for today,
when the conditions are completely different.

3ut this is not the central, primary problem cof class struggle on
the ideological front. In our opinion, the central by far domina-
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ting and really decisive task in the ideological struggle of to-
day is to fight the disregard and revisionist felsification of
the integral theory of Marxism-Leninism. It is to mercilessly
criticize the lack of principles , that is, above all to declare
war against modern revisionism in all its manifestations and to
wage this battle up to the last.

Today, in a } 1 fundamental guestions, we find ourselves in a
situation as described by Lenin in 1817 in "The State and Revolu-
tion" in relation to the "question of the state". His ccnclusion
at that time in relation to setting forth the Marxist theory very
accurately targets the tasks of the Marzist-Leninists today in
the theoretical field, in order to be able to consegquently oppose
the wide-spread falsification of Marx's, Engels’, Lenin's ancd
Stalin's teachings. Lenin wrote:

*1n these circumstances, in view of the unprecedentedly wide-
spread distortion of Marxism, our prime task is to RE-ESTABLISH
what Marx really taught on the subject of the state. This will
necessitate a number of long guotations from the works of

Mary and Engels themselves. Of course, long quotations will
render the text cumbersome and net help at all to make it po-
pular reading, but we cannot possibly dispense with them. All,
or at any rate all the most essential passages in the works of
Marx and Engels on the subject of the state must by all means
be quoted as fully as possible so that the reader may form an
independent opinion of the totality of the views of the foun-
ders of scientific socialism, and of the evolution of those
views, and so that their distortion by the 'Kautskyism' now
prevailing may be documentarily proved and clearly demonstra-
ted‘ll

(Lenin, "The State and Revolution", 1917, Coll.¥Works 25, p.391,
emphasis by Lenin}

1t is not necessarv to especially stress that today it is not
merely the guestion of the theory of the state; also, that teday
we have at our disposal the rich treasury of Marx's, Engels', Le-
nin's and Stalin's works and that the Kautskyites of our time
carry other names.
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Note 1 : A CRASS EXAMPLE OF HOU THL MODEZRN REVISIONISTS REDUCE
THE ROLE OF THEORY: "FIDFL CASTRO'S RELATIONSHIP TO RE-
VOLUTIONARY THEORY" OR “TEE THEORY VILL BE DELIVERED
SUBSEQUENTLY".

te here how revo-
evisionists into
£
]

with Fidel Castro’'s example we want to illustra
norevi

practice. Fidel

t

lutionary theory is transformed by the modern
being only a justif:ication for their revisionist g

Castro's example is worthy of note in many resp s. The Cuban
revolutzon did not take places under the leadership of a2 Marxist-
Leninist Party. $till, it was proclaimed that socialism was being
brilt. The entire world communist movement in that period also i
unreservedly propagated that socialism was being constructed in
Cuba. Indeed,. Fidel Castreo and the Cuban Party temporarily even
attained a2 certain standing amongst the forces emerging in oppo-
sition to the Krushchovite betrayal. They aroussd tremenduous
hopes because in the beginning they did not vet suhordinate them-
selves completely to the Krushchev-Brezhnev revisionists. Here

we do not wish to reseclve even approximately ths guestion of eva-
luating Cuba - though this would be an extremely inmportant task
in view of the pseudo-left, pseudo-revolutionary demagooy, and

in part also because of the particular dangerousness of the re-
visionists around Fidel Castro. Here we shall show the extreme
pragmatism preached by the revisiocnist Fidel Castro. Citing the
example of the revolution in Cuba, Castro very openly, as if this
wag to his credit, exhibited his extremely demsaning attitude to-
wards theorv. i

In an interview in the jourrnal "Cuba $i" of December 1978, Castro
gave himself airs about the fact that it had been particularly
adroit to have carried out the revolution and to have arrived at

socialism without having mentioned it to the people, without having

carried out revolutioconary propaganda for it. This is substantiated
with the anti-Communism prevailing at that time in Cuba. Accor-
ding to him variocus measures were taken without being guided by
Marxist-Leninist theory and these led Cuba towards socialism:

"People began to say : If this is socialism, then it is wel-
come. First socialism is accepted, then the acceptance of Mar-
#ism-Leninism begins. In other words, the facts preceded the
theoretical explanations. And then, the time for theoretical
explanations came. Lessons and conclusions were drawn from
every fact and from every event. Finally, the problsm was ana-
lysed theoretically. The theory thus formulated the opinion
which had emerwced. It explainzd the event."

{"Cuba §i", December 1978, Journal of the Austrian-Cuban So-
ciety, p.3, Transl. from the Cerman edition)

Firet the revelution is made and ther "finally" the theory for
this revelution is created. Very evidently this is an original
further development of Lenin's teaching that “"uvithout revolutio-
nary thesory there can be nc reveclutionary practice”. This teach-
ing is transformed into its ooposite: "Practice will finally
bring in its wake a suitable theory, too!"

Fidel Castro, as a great "theoretician", could not but generalize
on & world scale his revisionist rubbish:
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"It seems to me that evidently in all revelutionary processes
the factual transformations of the political culture precedes
the political consciousness of the masses. And therein lies

the tremendous significance of revolutionary programmes.' (Ibid.

The "tremendous significance of revolutionary programmes"” thus
evidently lies in the fact that they are not needed at all for
revolutionary transformations...

To justify his own unprincipled practice, Castro even had the
effrontery to assert that this hagd slso been the case "in the So-
viet Union" in 1$17. "There too, 3 similar process took place”.
Truly, Lenin and the Bolsheviks could not have been slandered
worse.

Note 2 : CONCERNING SOME SOURCES OF THE PRESENT-DAY “ANTI-DOGMA-
TIC" TRERND

The lack of principles prevailing on & large scale among the for-
ces considering themselves to be "anti-revisionist™, the disre-
gard for the great significance of Marxist-Leninist theory, the
catastrophic under-estimation of the necessity to defend the
principles of Marrism-Leninism and the more or less opsn propa-
gation of the view that the “"main danger is dogmatism” - all this
certainly has its ideological root in the betrayal of the Krush-'
chovite revisionists and the degensration of nearly all the erst-
while Communist Parties.

On the basis of this recegnition, we want to go into some sources
and fertile hotbeds responsible for the present-day "anti-dogma-
tic" trénd manifesting itself today in various forms.

The students' movement of the 6o's swayed through many imperialist
countries with greater or lesser intensity. In many respects it
was also a declaration of war against the betrayal of the modern
revisionists who sabotaged any real struggle against imperialism
and fascism as well as the support for the war of liberation
against U.S.imperialism in Vietnam. This movement was also great-
1y influenced by the Cultural Revolution in China.

Ideologically, this youth and students' movement was largely cha-
racterized by cvenfusion and by the prevalence of anti-Leninist
ideas., In essence, this movement made no distinction between Mar-
wism-Leninism and modern revisionism. The modern revisioniszts

were variously attacked to be "Stalinists"., The students’' movement
considered itself to be "anti-dogmatic" and did n o t fight
against the betraval of the Marxist-Leninist principles.
This happened because the betraval of the modern revisionists

was traced back to the " deocgmat ization!" of these
principles and not to their r e v i 8 i o n . Unconsciously this
movement fell in with the world-wide chorus that dogmatism repre-
sented the main danger. It tagged more or less directly behind

the footsteps of the modern revisionists, even though it attacksd
them in many ways in relation to their counter-revolutionary po-
litical practice.

In such an ideological sitvation, it was not very difficult for
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bourgecis ideologues in a "Marxist" garb to misuse the best endea-
vours of the youth and students' movement, to ideologicaliy skil-
fully spread among the pecple extreme revisionist views. Bour-
geois prefessors like Habermas, Adornc, Marcuse, Horkheimer etc.
devoted themselves to this "task". But alsg older renegades and
extreme revisionists like Fischer, Marek, Bloch, Lukécs, Djilas
etc. played a significant role. They were 211, from the very be-
ginning, sworn enemies of Marxism-Leninism which they combated

as being "Stalinism' or "dogmatism'.

They utilized the betraval of the Krushchovite revisionists to
represent the entire Marxist-leninist theory to be “guestionable",
to have '"failed" etc.

The bourgeois ideologues in the vouth and students' movement had
the task of fully denuding Marxism-Leninism of its revolutionary
essence. At the same time, they had to disguise themselves as
"Marzists" in order to present themselves as friends before the
rebellicus vouth. In order to blunt the revolutionary edge of Mar-
®ism, they polished up anew an old idea : Marxism is in the last
analysis only a scientific method. 1t is a method of analysis.

The progenitor of these views was Georg Lukhcs, who alrea&y in
;?23,lhad propagated ameongst the ranks of the Communist Interna-
ional:

"Orthodox Marxism does not mean an uncritical recognition of
the results of Marx's research. It does not mean the 'belief’
in this or that thesis, It is not the exegesis of & holy book.
Rath§r, orthodoxy is related exclusively to the method.”
{Lukacs , "Ideological and Political wWritings", Neuwied 1967,
p.41, Translated from the Ger. edition)

This view was then taken up by such leaders of the students' move-
ment like Rabehl who asserted : we "reject any revision" only in
relation "to the Marxist method of class analysis". (Rabehl, "Le-
nin, Reveolution and Politics", Frankfurt 1570, p.63)

It was thus thoroughly possible to criticize and reject the 1 ¢ -
s ul t s, that is, the conclusions of Marx, the conclusions of
Marxzism-Leninism. The main thing was to recognize the "Marxist me-
thod”, By this Marxism is reduced to its torso; the most impor-
tant thing in Marxism is denied - its resultg. Its theory and
strategy #re rejected. Marxism is rejected as a guide to action,
Lgnin‘s statement that only he is a Marxist who recognizes the
dictatorship of the proletariat etc.etc.is rejected.

This was & direct justification of the betrayal of all revisio-
n;sts, particularly the betraval of modern revisiconists in rela-
tion to the dictatorship of the proletariat, in relation to the
viclent proletarian revoluticn.

Fu;ther it was asserted that it was possible that Marx etc., in
spite of the correct method, could certazinly have arrived at
wrong results, which in itself is something guite inexplicable.
The most decisive conclusions of Marxism, or of Marxism-Leninism,
were defamed to be "dogmas". Their objective truth was thus de-
nied. Finally, the method itself degenerated into a mere method

of research in the style of bourgeois sociology. The proletarian
class-stand, taking sides and taking the Marxist-Leninist princi-
p;es, the science of the proletariat, as the point of departure
did not have any significance any longer. The method was not above
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all considered to be the method of realizing the aims of commu-
nism.

It is logical that such views were ideclogically totally in line
with modern revisionism. Thev supported and tried to "scientifi-
cally" substantiate the betrayal of the Marxist-Leninist prin-
ciples.

The Cultural Revelution in China exerted a tremendous influence,
particuiarly among those forces of the youth and students' move-
ment who turned to Marxism-lLeninism. In general, the ideclogical
and politiczl development in China had great significance for

the forces emercging against the betraval of the Krushchovite re-
visionists.

However, this also meant that wrong views of the C.P. of China
were taken over by the movement very guickly and with verv little
resistance. Thereby, it was decisive that already a receptive fer-
tile soil was existing for this.

As an example, we wish to only go into the study campaign against
apricrism which was carried out in China in 1872/1973. This
study campaign was followed closely in other countries, inter
alia, in Austria, West Germany and West Berlin. This can be sesen
from the many reprints and discussions of the “"Peking Review"”
articles on this subject.

As is well-known, the focal point in this campaign against apri-
orism was the study of Engels' "Anti~Dihring”. In the course of
this campaign not only the "cult of genius", false methods of
guotation, and the false glorification of “Mao Tse-tung Thought"
were repudiated. These were correct tendencies, worthy of support.
But pre-eminence was alsoc given to the fact that it was possi-
ble, merely by means of a “concrete anslysis™, that is, based
solely on the Marxist-Leninist method {or, more correctly, what-
ever one understood by that), to perceive the truth. This is
precisely what all pseudo-Marxists want us to believe today. But
this zlso opened up the floodgates for revisionism. The basic
mistake of the entire campaign consisted in not clearing up how
to correctly proceed from the theory of Marx, Engels, Lenin and
Stalin as a pre-requisite for the "concrete analysis" of the big
and small issues and problems - something which is absolutely
necessary, and has to be carried out conseguently. The Marziste-
Leninist theory and its principles were completely left out in
this campaign.

It is not difficult to imagine that this propaganda campaign was
understood by the various opportunists of other countries to be
the direct confirmation for their own unprincipled actions,for
their own disregard for the Marxist-Leninist principles and
added fuel to their own false views.

Irn & situation, where such wrong views prevailed, it was alsc

no wonder that the “Theory of the Three Worlds" guite rapidly
acqguired increasing influence. With regard to the attitude to-
wards theory and the Marxist-Leninist principles, the "Three
World Scheme'" and Krushchovite revisionism are like two peas in
&z pod. The Three World Theory rese directly from the soil of
Erushchovite revisicnists' betrayal ané was its direct continuva-
tion,
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The "Three World” revisicnists similarly have done 211 manner

of things to combat the trendé of proceeding from Marxist-Leninist
thecry, of proceeding from the defence and application of its
principles.

This endeavour was carried so far in the "Peking Review" of Nos.
28 and 29/ 1978 that it was straigthforwardly declared, the gues-
tion "whether a line is correct or not is not a theoretical gues-
tion but a guestion of practice”, ("Peking Review", Ho. 28/1278
p.12). With this the role of Marxist-Leninist theory was , in
effect, declared fo be null and void and an ynrestricted oppor-
tunism propagated.

At the same time, it should not be overlooked that lately this
revisionism, as it is particularly characteristic of the Krush-
chovite and the Teno-Hua revisionists, is also being spread in

a totally “innocuous® form, which preaches political abstinence.
Phis is, in short, the garb of academics. For example, what has
been uttéred by the group H. Karuscheit and Co. in West Germa-

ny - citing only one voice from this corner - seems to have been
copied verbatim from the article in the "Peking Review" of 28/2%/
1978:

"Whether the experiences/principles to date will once again
be confirmed must primarily be shown by means of the concrete
analysis of the cencrete situation. only in this way it will
be shown within what limitations they are valid, whether they
have to be complemented and modified, or whether they will
eventually have to even be overthrown.”

{H. Karuscheit, "History of the West-German - Marxist-Leninist
Movement", 1978, p.37, transl. from the Cerman edition} :

1t is not possible to declare in a2 more unashamed way that the
entire Marvist-Leninist theory and its principles are basically
superfluous, since, in any case, one does not know whether they
can be a revolutionary guide to action or not. What remains here
is nothing but a scrap of the Marzist-Leninist method, the "con-
crete analysis of the concrete situation”. This is a snooty mo-
ckery of all the experiences and their Marxist-Leninist genera-
tization of the international working class movement, paid for
with much bicocd. With professorial superiority they are practi-
cally declared to be worthless.

Here we have tried to show up only a few connecting elements in
relation to the attitude of various opportunist trends towards

the Marzist-Leninist theory and its principles. It is particular-
ly important to recognize that all these various varieties of re-
visionist views have a common essence and a common root: modern
revisionism with Krushchovite revisionism as ite base. Though
diffarent in form and manifestation, they are, in essence, nothing
bhut ramifications of this revisionism.

Note 3 : THE "SYMPATHETIC CONCRETE" AND THE “UNSYMPATHETIC AB-
STRACT'.

One main catch-word of the modern revisionists, which, in a2 cer-
tain form, was also propagated by the C.P. of China and which,
in generzl, enjoys great popularity is the word “concrete®.
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a1l gquotations from Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, in which this
particular word occurs, are cited in order to drum into the
#sticklers for principles" and the "dogmatists" the necessity

of at long last being "concrete'.

“Pherefore, in this connection, it is appropriate to recall some

aspects of the concepts “concrete" and "abstract”™ and to throw
some ilight upon the background of the speculation with the word
Yooncrete".

The modern revisionists refer to the "concrete analysis" not so
much because of the ana ly s i s , but more because of the
"concrete'., To prove their false revisionist theses, they pick
put certain isolated phenomena which they do not put into the
correct framework and which they do not really analyse. They
remain at the surface level of the phenomena and do not at all
look for the essential thing, for the laws underlying these phe-
nomena.

The conclusions, which the revisionists thereby arrive: at,if
examined more precisely, are certainly not scientific reflexions
of the "concrete", but are "violent abstractions", as Marx in

the “Capital" called those false abstractions which did not re-
ally reflect reality. To make it still clearer, let us take a
simple example: If the revisionists draw the conclusion from
temporary real successes in elections that socialism could be
attained by means of the ballet box, are they then being particu-
larly true to reality and "concrete” ? Of course, not ! Though
proceeding from a "concrete phenomena", they draw a completely
wrong conclusion from this and make an arbitrary generalization,
a "violent abstraction”, which is diametrically opposed to reality.

"Concrete analysis" in the Marxist-Leninist sense means recogni-
zing the forces working deep under the surface. It means recog-
nizing the causal connections, the laws behind accidental and
isolated phenomena. It means comprehending the essence and the
manifestation of a process in its totality by proceeding from the
Marxist knowledge of these laws.

The Marxist-Leninist analysis of the concrete phenomena consists
in investigating the phenomena in the light of the
Marxist-Leninist principles, taking them as the point of de-
parture, It consists in competently applying them to the respec-~
tive concrete conditions. It means advancing from the external
appearance to the essence of the phenomena.

This is far more than merely being "concrete” because the exter-
nal manifestationg,which keep occurring,are also concrete. However,
what is important iz to understand the internal connections, to
evaluate the manifestations in a correct way and to re-
late them correctly to one another, to correctly understand

them' in their total context. The "concreteness" of the modern re-
visionists relates to the surface of the phenomena. It is centred
on details which are arbitrarily and demagogically picked out.

. They are evaluated wrongly and related wrongly to one ancther.

As opposed to this, the concreteness of the Marxist-lLeninist in-

- vestigation is profound. More precisely :

The revisionists are content with the demand for concreteness.

But, for Marxist-Leninists concreteness is only one of s & v e-
ral criteria.
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Already Lenin had pointed out this aspect:

"In view of the extreme complexity of the phenomena of social
life it is always possible to select any number of examples
or separate data to prove any proposition..."

(Lenin, "Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism“, 1517,
Coll.Works 22, p.190)

The reverse side of the revisionist prediliction for the “con-
crete" so misused by them, is their horror towards everything
that is "abstract", is their aversion and mistrust which derives
its obstinacy from many sources.

The "abstract" is something that cannot be grasped. One is con-
fronted with it often enough as a deceptive manoeuvre, as an
empty promise, a ruse on the part of the ruling classes. Often
enough the abstraction is a means of diverting from reality, of
veiling reality. It is the lullaby from the heavens to lull the
pecple to sleep. This k i n @ of an "abstract', towards which
every mistrust is justified, must, of course, bes exposed, comba-
ted and rejected. Mot because it is "abstract", but because these
are "abstractions™ which do not reflect reality correctly but
wrongly and thus serve to mislead and stultify the masses.

It is correct and necessary to reject the theories of the bour-
gecisie and those of the revisionists to be incorrect
abstractions. But it is impermissible to extend the rejection

of such abstractions to the rejection and mistrust of every theo-
ry, of theory and principles in general. A multitude of bour-
gois, social-democratic and revisionist demagogues attempt to
drive the working class and all the working people precisely

in this direction,

There are, however, other sources, toco, of rejecting the "ab-
stract":

The enemies of Marxzism very conscicusly unfol@ a campaign that
Marxism is "abstract", that it does not yield anything because it
gives primacy to "abstract aims" like communism and not to “con-
crete needs" of the masses. Here it is a guestion of the relation-
ship of immediate "tangible results" and of the fundamental long-
term interests. It becomes clear that the reiection of "abstract"
demands in general is eguivalent to the most primitive opportunism.

It must also be taken into consideration that rejecting abstrac-
tions as such and insisting on the "concrete", above all on "one's
own concrete experience”, makes it impossible to learn from ei-
ther the histery of one's own working class movement, or from

the experience of the working class movement of o t her coun-
tries.

According to Marx, abstract means "apart from the eircumstances'.
If the peculiarities and details of the revolutions in various
countries are not left aside, if they are not abstracted from, if
the common essence, the experiences that are also relevant for
cne's own revolution, is not crystallized from them, then it be-
comes impossible to learn at all.

In this sense, to abstract and to 1l e a r n mean one angd the
same thing. That is, only if we analyse both the differences,
which are concrete, as well as that which is common by means of
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abstraction, it becomes possible to tazke over the experiences
of other countries or those of histery.

Every generelization is an abstract%on. Every principle is "ab-
stract™. Every law disregards a series of concrete phenomena.
But precisely this circumstance enabl@s mgch furthe;-r;achlgg
Meonerete guides to action" than any detailed description of a

concrete event.

In this sense, Engels, who deait with this problem, wrote:

“The general law of the changs of form of motion is much more
3 t v = ] t n

concrete than any single 'concrete’ example of it.

(Engels, "Dialectics of Nature", 1883, Moscow 1954, p.295)

A further difficulty, used by the bourgeoisgie and the revisio-
nists to vilify Marxism, consists in the fact th§§ the expo$1tlon
of Marxist-Leninist theory does not necessarily directly coin-
cide with the immediate and concrete experiences. For, the Nar-
7ist theory has to illuminate the future beyond the given moment
and in this direction it has to explain the present and learn

from the past.

s a further aspect against demagogic arguments by the revigio-
nists , we can guote in conclusion one passage from the postface
of the second edition of Marx's "Capital”.

"0f course the method of presentation must diffgr in form
from that of inguiry. The latter has to appropriate the ma-
terial in detail, to analyse its different forms of develop-
ment and to track down their inner connection. Only after
this work has been done can the real movement be app;opriate~
ly presented. If this is done successfully, if t@e life of
the subject-matter is now reflected back in the ideas, then
it may appear as if we have before us an A PRIORI construc-
tion."” _

TK.Marx, "Capital®™, Vol I., 1B73, Penguin ed.,p.lo2, emphases
by capital letters in the original)

The revisionists make full use of precisely this circumstance.
They always impute to the classical writers of Marxasm-Len}nlsm
that they had “invented" the principles. They represent things
in such a way as if it was "inexplicable” how they arrived at
their conclusions.

The opposite is true. The conclusions of Merxism are abstractions
from an immensé range of exactly investigated concrete material.
On their part, these concliusions are the point of departure for
the analysis of new phenomena and new concrete facts.
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4. ONCE AGAIN ABOUT THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN T H E O R Y RND

PRACTICE
0O00COo000000CCRRGEo000038000C00N0000RO0C0o0C00a0000000000000C000

A series of discussions were carried out about the issue "The Sig-
TRACT nificance of the Marxist-Leninist Principles in the Struggle A-
EX A S FROM gainst Modern Revisionism'" (Rote Fahne No. 176, GDS No.12, WBK
Re. 9). Most of these discussions were centred arcund the theme
What is the significance of practice if the principles come first ?

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON PROBLEMS D e oot he peinacs alven ta proctice in aiatecs
tical materialism. In addition, the guestion was raised : While
" . ; A gid .
FROM THE JOINT STATEMENTS REGARDING B e e oLt icace the social, socio-economic reality.
“what the 'Friends of the People' Are 7" was cited in this context.

THE CR I TE CI SM OF THE ”GREAT POLEMI C" At the very ocutset we must declare that none of these criticisms-

unfortunately, none of which were brought forward in a written
form - convineced us. We only see the necessity of once again satt-

OF THE 60 ’S ing forth our own position, of deepening it and emphasizing it

more clearliy.

(Joint Statement of the Editorial Boards of ROTE FAHNE, 1. Our Criticism of the C P of China in 1963
VESTBERLINER KOMMUNIST, GEGEN DIE STROMUNG , December 1982)

Our criticism of the 1963 Proposal of the C P of China on the
General Line said that the " p o i n t o f departurae
laid down there for determining the General Line of the interna-
tional communist movement was w r on g .

While fighting the catch-phrases of the modern revisionists regar-
ding the "new conditions", which allegedly made the "old princip-
les™ invalid, the C P of China did not lay down the Marxist-Le-
ninist theory and principles as being the point of departurg when
concretely analvsing world economy and world politiecs. Rather,

the ¢ P of China basically took one big decisive step back from
its own very correct statement that "principles must come first"
when it declared that the "concrete analysis" of the current si-
tuation must be the point of departure while determining the gene-
ral line.(See our issue "The Significance of the Principles...",
p.25 of this issue, or "Proposal Concerning the General Line",

p.5%}

We tried to prove that naturally the Marxist-Leninist theory and
principles must unconditionally be combined with the concrete
practice in the world. But, at the same time, the 'concrete analy-
sis" can only then be a true ana l y s i s if it really pene-
trates from the surface to the essential, if it is carried out
with the help of Marxism-Leninism.

To substantiate our standpeint, we hz3d given a summary ~ admitted-
ly very brief - about the significance given to defending Marxist-
Leninist thecry and principles in Marx's, Engels’, Lenin's and
Stalin's writings.

Thereby we specially emphasized Lenin's writing:"HMaterialism and
gmpiriocriticism". In this writing, Lenin clearly worked out , in
opposition to the rotten reference to "new conditions” and "new
experiences" and in opposition to every rotten absclutization of



one's own practice :

Karl Marx's theory was not first “invented" by him and then sought
to be proved. It was not as if first there were the "principles”
which were then imposed on practice, on history and society. Ra-
ther, in reality, while working out the Marxist theory, the exact
concrete analyvsis of the historical as well as of the current
practice was the point of deparxrture.

This i5 o n e qgquestion. This question is related to the o r i-
g i n of Marx's theory.

But today, after Marx's theory exists, (which coriginated in prac-
tice and has been confirmed in practice) a totally different gues-
tion arises: Do we undertake the necessary further concrete ana-
lyses proceseding from the results of Marx's theoretical work,

that is do we take the path of the Marxist theory . Or, under the
pretext - Marx alsc proceeded from practice - do we negate the
results of Marx's theoretical work, declare it to be "outdategd",
throw it overboard and thus 1 e a v i n g Marx's theory, take
the path of confusion, the path of revisionism. (See for this "Ma-
terialism and Empirio-criticism”, 1909, Lenin Coll. Worls 14, p.
143).

The analysis of various writings by Lenin and Stalin showed that
also and precisely in those writings in which Lenin carried out
very exact "concrete analyses", he still always f i r s t com-
prehensively defended Marxist theory, and proceeding from this
theory, he concretely laid down the line of the revolution.

2gainst such a presentation of a very specific guestion, namely,
the place of Marxist-Leninist theory while laying down the general
line, the critics mentioned earlier argue in such a way that the
original issue , which is the issue at stake, is pushed aside
and it is asked in a very general way:

2. Is Not Practice Always Primary For a Marxist ?

In our opinion, such a guestion is raised in too general a way.
It cannot be very simply, without any gualifications whatscever,
answered with "“yes". Of course, it also cannot in any way be an-

swered with a simple "no"

It iz necessary to d i f ferentiate, tosub-divide the
question and to ask:

In what sense and in what respect is practice primary ? In what
sense and in what respect is it n o t the point of departure.

To make this differentiation more precise, it must first of all
be clarified that hardly any concept has so many different mea-
nings as the word "practice". A lot of debates about the question
of the relationship between theory and practice are completely
useless and the oppeonents are talking at cross-purposes because
each one understands something quite different by "practice".

a} Meaning of the Concept "Pracice"

In the fundamental ideological struggles between idealism and ma-

N
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terialism, the concept of "practice" is opposed to the concepts
of “theory", "“idea". Dialectical materialism makes it very clear
that f i r s £ there was matter, being, the practice of human
beings, and then, derived from this the ideas and thinking of hu-
man beings, theory emerged. Marxist theory is for the first time
& really correct reflection of practice in the philosophical and
social spheres.

In this fundamental and general sense there is no doubt that prac-
tice is primary and theory is secondary. Even in a specific gues-
tion of dialectical materiaslism, in the gquestion concerning the
criterion of truth , the criterion of practice stands foremost.

It is the touch-stone for the correctness of the ideas and the
theories of human beings. {*)

{*) It would be a task in itself to clarify this question more
precisely. The criterion of practice also means that the scope of
the thecretical guestion must be the same as the scope of the cri-
terion of practice. The thesis concerning the wo r 1 d - his -
torical superiority of socialism over capitalism can be ds-
cided only by world-historical practice and not in the course of
20-30 years. That a correct line {for instance, that of Lenin) un-
conditionally leads to the victory of the revolution, can similar-
ly only be examined in the course of the entire development of
Russia and is n o t refuted by a wrong and narrow interpretation
of the criterion of practice, as for example: "Lenin's line in
190% was wreng., This is shown by the defeat of the revolution of
1905". In so far, we think it is very important to understand that
the criterion of practice is not absolute.

Lenin's formulation of the criterion of practice is directed both
against the stagnation of thought, complacency and ossification,
as well as against scepticism, relativism and agnosticism.

Lenin said:

"The standpoint of life, of practice, should be first and fun-
damental in the theory of knowledge. and it inevitably leads
to materialism, brushing aside the endless fabrications of pro-
fessorial scholasticism. Of course, we must not forget that
the criterion of practice can never, in the nature of things,
either confirm or refute any human idea COMPLETELY. This cri-
terion also is sufficiently 'indefinite' not to allow human
knowledge to become ‘'absclute’, but at the same time it is
sufficiently definite to wage & ruthless fight on all varie-
ties of idealism and agnosticism."

{Lenin, "Materialism and Empirio-Criticism} 190%, Foreign
Languages Press Peking, 1972, p. 161, emphasis by capital
letters by Lenin)

Further on, Lenin expounded it followed from this that Marxist
science ,which had been won from practice and had been confirmed
by practice , is not the end point, but must be the point of de-
parture for further research. This is necessary precisely be-
cauge practice has confirmed Marx's theory and alsc because n o t
taking this theory as a starting-point would only lead to cenfu-
SlOn.

There is no doubt that in the debate about the "criterion of

practice”, Mao Tse-tung's philosophical writings, above all the

writing "On Practice®, play a big role. Without being able to go
{ Footnote contd. on next page)
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Feor the thzory of scientific socialism it is essential that it

is "The experience of the working-class movemenr of all countries
taken in i1ts general aspect', [Stalin, "The roundations of Lani-
nism', 1524, op.cii., p.20)

Stalin showed here that the revoiutionary theory ccmes from the
revolutionary practice. But it does not originate e i t h e r
from the revolutionary practice of a s i n g 1 e country or
from the revolutionary practice of a given moment.

The revolutionary theory of Marxism~Leninism is the summing up
of the reveolutionary historical and international practice of the
working-class movement.

In short, here, in this connection, the scope of revolutionary
practice talked about is much greater.

From this must be distinguished the narrower concept of "revolu-
tionary practice": this narrower concept is often used if it is
a matter of a pp l y ing the revolutionary theory in one's
own country and in a given moment. Of course, this concept of
practice is narrower and encompasses only the practice of a par-
ticular country in & given moment.

It is also very important to make another distinction. The revolu-
tipnary practice of the ma s s e s is something gquite different
and much more comprehensive than the practice of the revolutio-
naries and the communists. "To learn from practice” in this con-
text means in the case of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin precise-
ly to learn from the practice of the revolutionary mass movement.

{Footnote from last page)

into the guestions raised by this writing, which are still under
discusgion, we must point out here that in another very brief
writing {(which in the Volume "4 Philaosophical Monographs" is
assigned to the writing "On Practice") Mac Tse-tung very clear-
ly and unambigucusly states {and surely with another emphasis as
"On Practice'):

"6 enerally speaking, those that succeed are correct
and those that faill are incorrect, and this is especially true
of man's struggle with nature. In social struggle, the forces
representing the advanced class sometimes suffer defeat n o t
because their ideas are incorrect but because, in the balance
of forces engaged in struggle, they are not as powerful for the
time being as the forces of reaction; they are therefore t e m-
porarily defeated, but they are bound to triumph soo-
ner or later.”

(Mac Tse-tung, "Where Do Correct Ideas Come From 2",1%963, in:
"Five Essays on Philosophy”, Peking 1877, p.158)

Here it becomes evident: If the guesticn to be decided covers a
large complex, then the concept of practice should not be defined
nerrowly . It is also unconditionally necessary to empha-
size the scope of the respective practice in order to prove -
against narrow pragmatism and opportunism - the dangerocusness of
those practical ‘momentary successes"” which undermine the funda-
mental revelutionary practice of the proletariat instead of ad-
vanging it.
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And not lastly: it is necessary %o distinguish in the above & re-
volutionary practice from a "practice of simple day-to-day stru-
ggles." This d i st inction is very often suppressed

by the opportunists and economists, who swear by "practice" in
order to forswear revolution !

These distinctions made above already show that if somebody pro-
claims that "practice" is always primary , it must be examined
very carefully exactly what he actually means by this term.

b} Revolutionary Theory Serves Practice

In his writing "What the'Friends of the People'Are"” , Lenin em-
phasizes that practice is in sc¢ far always primary as theory must
reply to the guestions of the workers, must serve the practice

of Party building and the practice of the revolutionary mass
movement in general. In our view, in this sense theory is al-
ways secondary and has the function of performing a service.

3. The Significance of the Masses' Ouwn Experience On the One
Hand, and the Significance of the Revolutionary Theory For
the Communist Vanguard Party On the Other

In our view, there is still another guestion in which revelutio-
nary practice is clearly primary, namely, while educating the
working class and the other working masses to carry out the re-
volution. It is a fundamental tactical Marxist-Leninist prineciple
that the masses can learn to understand the antagonism between
counter-revolution and the revolutionary forces only on the ba-
sis of their own experiences. Only by their own revolutionary
struggle, they can learn to understand the line of the Communist
Party. Only on this basis they will accept the leadership of the
Communist Party.

Of course, the Communist Party must correctly connect the masses'
own experience with its propaganda and agitation, with its orga-
nization of the masses. Of course, both “one's cwn experience”

as well as the "carryinmg in of socialist consciousness from the
outside" are necessary. If the guestion is considered from the
angle of the task of the Communist Party, then carrying in the re-
volutionary theory is primary in order to really be able to edu~
cate and organize the masses.

Considered from the angle of, w h e n and how the Communist
Party can really carry its lime into the revolutionary mass move-
ment, it must be emphasized in answer to this gquestion that the
masses' own revoluticnary experience of struggle is primary.

The question, however, poses itself d i £ feren tly for
the advanced detachment of the working class. Revolutionary ex-
perience gained by its own struggle is, of course, very important
and a central means of educating the cadres on the basis of the
own mistakes. It is essential for criticism and self-criticism.
But the theoretical and self-critical evaluation of one's own
practice can always take place only 1l a t e r . However, the
Communist Party has the task not only to evaluate its own ex-
perience and the experiences of the mass movement in its own coun-
try. Above all, as the v anguward , it has the task of
leading these struggles. Precisely against ali theses of tailing,
it is of central importance to understand that only by means of
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the revolutionarv theory of Marxism-Leninism the Communist Party
will be able to forsee the laws and the basic course of the re-
volution and revolutionary practice in order to prepare the revo-
lutionary masses for it.

This revolutionary thecry, though it a 1 s © originates from
practice, does not in the main ocriginate from the o w n prac-
tice of the concerned Party. It originates first and foremost
from the past revolutionary practice of the international wor-
king class movement.

In so far, and in this sense, theory, that is in particular the
Marxist-Leninist principles, are the point of departure while
fulfilling the role of the vanguard and while working out the
correct line.

4. The Theoretical Work For laying Down the Line For Revolution
In One's Own Country

Let us now come to t h e gquestion, which is of paramount sig-
nificance precisely while starting the building of the Bolshevist
Party, namely, the question of working out the programme and

the strategy of revolution in one's own country, determining the
line of revolution in the own area of work of the respective Par-
ty.

Just as while laying down the international general line by all
the Communist Parties of the world, here, too, the "concrete ana-
lysis" of the social practice and the reality in one's own coun-
try ¢ annot be primary, What is important and essential in
this reality ? What is secondary ? How should the Communist Par-
ty find its way through the unending multitude of phenomena and
events, figures and statistics ? Where is the guideline which
shows up the inner connections, the development of things, their
laws and separates the essential from the unessential ? Undoubted-
ly, the guideline is not only the Marxist-Leninist me t h o g ,
but precisely alsc the theoretical results of the work of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Stalin, the theory of Marxism-Leninism, which
has emerged from the past practice of all countries and history.
This, and only this, gives the necessary orientation and certain-
ty to the Communist Party also in the big and difficult task of
theoretically working on the line of its own revolution. This un-
mistakably also wmeans that the Marxzist~Leninist theory in this
sense stands first and foremost, before the concrete investica-
tions, and must be mastered in order to enable oneself tg success-—
fully undertake the concrete investigations.

We also remark in passing that, of course, workinc out the in-
ternational general line and the unity of the world communist mo-
vement is the necessary and the primary framework in order to
really subordinate the revolution in one's own country to the
world proletarian revolution and to be able to march shoulder-to-
;houlder with the international proletariat. We emphasize this

1n conclusion because to "take practice as the starting point®

15 not seldom an expression of nationalism,which sees the prac-
tice in one's own country to be the most important thing, to be
even more important than the practice of the world proletarian
revolution as a whole.
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5. To What Respect Did Lenin Make Marx's Theory Into the Star-
ting Point For His Analysis of the Relations of Production in

Russia ?

on o. 11 of our issue “The Significance of the Marxist-Leninist
Principles...'" it is said in the last passage:

"Lenin's struggle against the 'friends of the pecople' was in
the first instance a defence of the Marxist theory, of the uni-
versal validity of the analysis of capitalism for all countries,
thus a2 1 s o (¥} for Russia...”

This presentation does n o t cover the essence of the problem.

Marx never said that his analysis of capitalism was "valid for
2ll countries”.

and thus it was also not the case that Lenin could only defend
such a thesis and in so far could only proceed from something
which had already been proved by Marx, namely, that Russia had
capitalist relations of productien and that capitalism was in the
process of developing.

Lenin did n o t say that Marx had already for all countries,

or even only for Russia, taken a position on the concrete gues-
tion under discussion, whether capitalist relations of production
existed in Russia. The opposite is true. Lenin cited a letter of
¥Marx in which he consc i ous ly did not reply to this
guestion. He did not commit himself about the level reached in
Russia, but simultaneousiy he emphasized :

“If Russia...is tending to becoming a capitalist nation on

the pattern of the West European countries...she will not
succeed without having first transformed a good part of her
peasants into proletarians.”

(quoted from: Lenin, “"What the 'Friends of the People' Are and
How They Fight the Social-Democrats", 1894, Coll.Works 1, p.266}

Here it becomes very clear that Marx did n o t say: Capitalist
relations of production already exist in all countries, thus also
in Russia. The meaning of his statements was rather : I f Ru-
ssia is becoming a capitalist country, t h e n all the l§ws of
capitalism are also valid for Russia, then, among other things,
wage workers will be needed who will necessarily have to be re-
cruited from the peasantry.

Marx had not y e t rescived the gquesticn being debated.
From what dié¢ one have to proceed in order to decide the guestion ?

It was clear that the guestion could n o t be answered without
investigating the concrete reality in Russia. Had Marx's theory
not achieved anything at all for the task at hand of analysing
Russia ? The pseudo-Marxists in Russia said peint blank @ No,
Marx's theory is true only for countries like Western Europe. He
made an exact analysis of England. He did not analyse a couniry
like Russia. Therefore, his theory is not applicable to Russia !

In all his writings against the "Narodniks® and againft the 1§ga1
Marxists, Lenin refuted these attacks against Marx's "Capital” and
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explained that Marx had investigated the laws of capitalism in ge-
neral. Though he had worked out the criteria and features of capi-
talism above all from material from England, he had determined
them for capitalism in general. I f capitalism is spreading and
developing in a country, t h e n this can be ascertained pro-
vided that one proceeds from this theory worked out by Marx, and
takes the criteria worked out by him as the measuring rod !

In his writing "What the 'Friends of the People' Are...'" , Lenin
deglt_a twofold blow to the Narodniks. He firstly refuted the so-
phistic and empiricistic demagogy of the Narodniks that Marx had
merely gathered together interesting material about Encland, that
he had not developed the laws of the social formation éf his time,
that is, the capitalist social formation. Secondly, he concretely
dealt with the guestion of what the situation was like in Russia.
pid capitalism exist there orx not ? To decide this question, he
used the criteria developed in general by Marx. However, he
arriy:d at the decision itself by concretely analysing the Russian
reality.

when, in the discussion about Lenin's writing "what the 'Friends
of the People' Rre" , we raise the guestion: What exactly was Le-
n%n’s point of departure, the principles of the concrete situa-
tion, then a study of this writing shows that an exact knowledge
of Marxist theory was, of c¢ourse, the starting point for Lenin.
But he also emphasized that no concrete answer could be given

to concrete guestions by means of this general point of departure.

5. CAN DOGMATISM EVER BE THE MAIN DANGER 7
DOO000CC000O000000CO0I0COCCR0C0000000000000000C0000000000C0T00000

In the "Joint statement" about "The Significance of the Marxiste
Lenln}st ?rin51ples in the Fight Against Modern Revisionism" a
cer;aln kind of understanding of dogmatism is presented which is
defined as

“adhering to guidelines made obsolete by a new era".
In conclusion it is stated that this dogmatism cannot be

"the decisive or the main danger"
{p. 32, also p. 21}

in the era of imperialism and the proletarian revolution.

In our issue we pre-supposed only a certain kind of understanding

of‘dogmatlsm, namely dogmatism in the sense of taking over certain
gu1de11ngs and conclusions which were true in the era of pre-mono-~
goly capitalism, which, however, had to be rejected in the era of

imperialism and replaced by new ones.

If we have in view only this particular concept of dogmatism, then
we were fully right in taking the stand that in our era the danger
of this kind of dogmatism, as a demagogic method to revise the
essence of Marxism, can no longer be the main one.

However, after making an exact study of the writings of the clas-
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sical writers, we have to state that this is too narrow & repre-
sentation of what is encompassed by the concept of dogmatism. It
i€ one, but not the only method of dogmatic revision of fundamen-
tal guidelines of Marxism-Leninism. It is only o n & form of

the dogmatic attack against the principles of the theory and the
tactics of proletarian revolution.

when we try to systematize, how the term dogmatism was used by
the classical writers, then we can work out the following rather
different characteristic features :

ﬁk' Insufficient application of the principles to the practice of

revolution leading to mere thecoretization and interpretation.
In opposition to this we have the sentence that Marxism is not
a2 dogma, but a guide to action.

(See,for example, Lenin "Certain Feature of the Historical De-
velopment of Marxism", 1810, Coll. Works 17, pp.39/40)

'i? Tnsufficient further development of the Marxist-Leninist
theory and principles in connection with evaluating the revolu-
tionary experiences made while applying it.
{See, for example, Stalin "Repert to the 18th Congress of the
C.P.S.U.(B) On the Work of the Central Committee™, 1939, pp.927
ff, in:"Problems of Leninism", op.cit.)

‘*r The method of false historical analogy. This is basically &
schematism which expresses itself above all in carrying over
slogans from an earlier situation to a new, changed situation.
{See, for example, Lenin "The Student Movement and the Present
Political Situation®™, 1906, Coll. Works 15, p.215 and Lenin
*The National Question In Our Programme", 1903, Coll.wWorks 6,
p.458)

1*{ in the theoretical field and while studying, dogmatism means
not to see the theory and principles of Marxism-Leninism as
the summing up of historical revolutionary experiences, but to
only "learn by rote instead of grasping the origin of the con-
clusions, instead of knowing the material from which they have
emerged."

(See, for example, Lenin "The Tasks of the Youth Leagues" 1920,
Coil. Works 31, pp.2B4-285)

These dogmatist or schematist views, as we could characterize them,
show that t h e s e forms of dogmatism can certainly at times
represent the main danger. We must also take into consideration
that though generally “dogmatism" is considered to be a left de-
viation, dogmatism, particularly in the form of the lack of appli-
cation and the false historical analogy, can certainly be only

the device of right opportfunism.

Precisely the danger of insufficiently applying the fundamental
Marxist-Leninist principles, both in theoretical work as well as
in propagandistic activity, and in the actions of the Party, can
increasingly become a danger if the Party is already in the si-
tuation te lead the masses in their millions into the struggle.

In such a situation, dogmatically not to take into account the
peculiarities, as well as the consciousness of the masses and
their own experience can lead to a sure defeat and can also repre-
sent the main danger.

At the same time, we also wish to reiterate the fact that the en-
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tire history of the strucgle against opportunism shows that the
biggest inroad into the ranks of the communists were caused by
the revision of principles and by the betrayal of the revolution
by the leaders of the working class movement under the pressure
of the imperialists and the entire atmosphere of bourgecis so-
ciety. . On the "Proposal" of the C.P.of China's "General

Line of the International Communist Movement",1963

It was certainly w r o ng not to have stressed and differen-

tiated all this. THE REQUIREMENTS OF AN INTERNATIONAL MARXIST-

The entire guestion of dogmatism shows itself to be much more com- LENINIST GENERAL LINE

plicated than represented in our issue. The justified criticism
against our very limited and too narrow a definition of the con- Part VI
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