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TOWARD A CLASS ANALYSIS

THE HISTORIC MISSION OF
THE WORKING CLASS

COMMUNIST LINE No. 3 contains mater-
ials which serve to clarify the true
nature of the working class, its rel-
ationship to other classes - and serve
to .combat the revisionist trash on the
nature of the working class emanating -
from the Soviet Union and its various
puppet parties, such as the CPUSA.
Clarifying the historic mission.of the
working class is the first step in the
development of a class analysis in the
United States. : ;

The first important step in a correct
class analysis of the U.S. is to reject
all opportunist lines on the nature of
the working class and to grasp firmly
the fundamental doctrine advanced by Marz
Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Mao Tsetung and
all genuine Marxist-Leninists on the
historie revolutionary role of the work-
ing class. ' '

In order to cement the fusion of .the
workers' and commmist movement, in order
to give all around conscious leadership
to the struggle of the working class for
the seizure of state power, a class anal-
ysis i8 required. The purpose of a
class analysis is to clearly identify
"who are our friends, and who are our
enemies." = As Comrade Mao Tsetung point-
ed out in An Analysis of Classes in
Chinese Society, "A revolutionary party
is the guide of the masses, and no revol-
ution ever succeeds when the revolution-

ary party leads them astray. To insure
that we will definitely achieve success
in our revolution and will not lead the

masses astray, we must pay attention to

‘uniting with our real friends in order to

attack our real enemies. To distinguish
real friends and real enemies, we must
make a general analysis of the various
classes in Chinese society and of their
respective attitudes toward the revolu-
tion." (Mao, SW, Vol. |, P. 13)

The place to start with any class anal-
ysis is from the stand, viewpoint and
method of the working class. Any lack of
clarity on the nature and role of the -
working class will inevitably lead to an.
incorrect class analysis. That is why
we begin our development of a class anal-
ysis of the U.S. with the publication of
these materials. ;

The correct stand toward a class anal-
ysis means recognizing that the working
class must lead all aspects of the revol-
utionary class struggle. = As Marx and -

Engels poirited out, and as lenin sfressed,

It is the working class who will lead the
class struggle, will smash the dictator-
ship ot the bourgeoisie, will establish
the dictatorship of the proletariat and
build soclalism upon the deathbed of the
2ld capitalist order. .

It is the objective situation of the
working class, the role they play in the
two forms of social production; €¢l) the
production of {ife and (2) the production

‘and the mode of acquiring it."

of the means of life, that gives the pro-
tetariat its revolutionary character. -In
the first place, by selling its fabor
power and by producing surplus value, the
working class is the ciass who is the
most directly and most relent!léssly

faced with the contradiction between the
private ownership of the means of pro-
duction and the social character of pro-
duction. This teaches the working class
the need for Its own emancipation from

- capital, and the need for collective

struggle. The soclalization of labor

makes the working class the most disci-
plined social force In society, the only
force capable of striking a united, di-
rect blow against capital, a blow which
will ultimately seize the means of pro-
duction and the control of the state.

The materialiet viewpoint toward a
class analysis must accurately grasp the
motion of classes and their development
as a reflection of the development of the
forces and relations of production. in-
the presentation of a class analysis the
determining factor, the key to under-
standing the correct position of classes
and the sectors of each class, is in
their respective relationship to produc-
tion, the material base of each class in
society. _

In "A Great Beginning," Lenin defined
social classes as: *Classes are large
groups of people differing from each
other by the place they occupy in an
historically determined system of social
production, by thelr relation to the
means of production, by their role in the
social organization of labour, and, con-
sequently by the dimensions of the share
of social wealth of which they dispose
(LCW,
Vol. 29, p. 421) - .

Simply defined, the working class is
all those working people who:

(1) are deprived of the oumership of

the meana of production;

(2) sell their labor power to the
capitalist;

(3) directly take part in productive
work or in the sphere of eircula-
tion and service; and ’

(4) create esurrlus value for the
capitalist.

The correct method to a class analysis
means that classes must be considered in
their relationships, not as separate or
unrelated social formations. This means
that each class must be understood in its
motion, interrelatedness and underlying
historical connection to the deve lopment
of all class.society.

Considering a class analysis from the
correct stand, viewpoint and method makes
it obvious that a class analysis is not
simply a collection of statistics and
charts, but must reflect a dialectical

and historical materialist approach to

the understanding of class society.

The development of a class analysis is
a vital part of party building. The
fusion of the workers' and communist
movements In the struggle to break ideol-
ogically, politically and organizational-
ly with opportunism, and particularly
modern revisionism, requlres solid,
honest knowledge of the objective condi-
tions of class society, in order that the
subjective conditions - the political
consciousness of the masses and the re-
volutionary vanguard party of the prole-
tariat - can correctly guide the working
class to victory.
. The development of a class analysis

. must go hand in hand with the development

of a party program. Because the party
program is based on the deductions from
theory and defines the aim of the working
class, it must be gquided by the know ledge
gained from an objective class analysis.
While a complete class analysis is not
required as a prerequisite to forging the
party, the rudiments of this analysis are
required for a genuine party program. |In
the long run, the ability of the commun-
ist party to successfully lead the work-
ing masses in the seizure of state power
will be determined, in part, by the cor-
rectness of the class analysis it con-
ducts.

The publication of COMMUNIST LINE
NO. 3 by the MLOC is a step toward the
development of a class analysis and party
program. |t is presented for cadre, com-
rades and friends in order to get
lstraight on some very fundamental ques-
tions of Marxist-Leninist theory and
outlook on the historic mission of the
working class - the class which will
rise under the leadership of its
communist party and strike the final
death blow to U.S. imperialism and bour-
geois reaction.

A correct political line on all basic
questions of the revolution, a line that
will serve as a reliable guide to action
in the long course of the class struggle,
requires the development of a class
analysis as its foundation.

Only by knowing the general nature of
the working class can we begin to cor-
rectly understand the various strata
of each class and demarcate the working
class from other classes in capitalist
society. TR

Without a solid, reliable class anal-
ysis, it is not poesible to lead the
working class to victory in the U.S.

That ie because a class analysis is the
systematic, seientific knowledge of the
wnits of the proletarian army, its re-
serves, and the reserves and units of the
enemy ,  the bourgeoisie. .This knowledge
ig absolutely required to gain victory

in the class struggle. ¥y
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The 1dea ot the world historical mission
of the proletariat as grave digger of ca-
pitalism and bearcr of the new socialist
and communist social order has been des-
cribed by Lenin as sthe principal feature
of Marx’s doctrines, and a great revo-
lutionary discovery. The more correctly
the boundary dividing the working class
from the other classes and strata of so-
cicty is sct, the more accurate are the
conclusions reached by the Marxist-Leni-
nist parties on the development of the
revolutionary process, and the more just
is the scientific content of the decisions
adopted and the studies carried out in
this field. The teachings of the classics of
Marxism-Leninism, of our party and of
comrade Enver Hoxha are a guide in adopt-
ing a correct revolutionary stand in this
great dcbate and irreconcilable struggle.

Of course, the social changes taking
place at the present time, and the technical
‘and " scientific revolution which is being
carried out today in most of the capi-
tallst and revisionist countries, have also
exercised an influence, as regards the
development of the working class, the
Increase of its ranks with new groups
and strata of workers and the change
In the character of work, its mechaniza-
tion and automation, which has made it
necessary to raise the cducation level and
technical and professional skill of some
of the workers.

But precisely through a profound scien-
tific analysis of these changes that have
occurred, we also prove the correctness
of the Marxist-Leninist thesis that the
working class has been and remaing the
main productive force of society, the main
force for the overthrow of the bourgeol-
sie through the proletarian revolution and
the main factor for the building of so-

" cialism.

The bourgeois and revisionist sociolo-
gists, philosophers, historians and econo-
mists, interpreting these changes in the
fold of the working class in a one-
sided, idealistic, subjectivist manner, and
with set counterrevolutionary aims, are
trying to <argue= the opposite. In one
way or another, by all kinds of falsifi-
cations, they try to negate the historical
role and mission of the working class,
as the most progressive and the most
revolutionary class history has ever
known. They speculate with some new
phenomena of  present-day capitalism,
particularly on the development of the
technical and scientific- revolution, state
monopoly capitalism, etc.

But the essence of the preachings and
aims followed by the bourgeois and re-
visionist idcologists in this field is not
new. The enemics of Marxism-Leninism
have always tried o negate the deci-
sive place and role of the working class
in life and society, its revolutionary cha-
racter, and its hegemody in the revo-
lution. Lenin in his time had to wage
q great struggle to defend the Marxist

_concept about the world historical mission

of the proletariat from the distortions of
Russian and international reformists and
opportunists. In this struggle; he created
a complete doctrine about the position
and hegemony of the proletariat, which
became a startingpoint in working out
correct strategy and tactics for the commu-
nist movement and led this movement to
great historic victories. The present day
bourgeois and revisionist <theoriess, uni-
ted in chorus, are a continuation in other
forms and ways of the distortions of the
old rcformists and opportunists about, the
role of the working class and its histo-
rical mission.

In these conditions, defending the pre-
cepts of Marxism-Leninism about the' so-
cial position of the working class and
its role and hegemony in society, in close
connection with rcality and revolutionary
practice, is both an important and urgent
duty. The scientific analysis of facts and
reality fully confirms, even in the current
conditions, the correctness of the funda-
mental theses of Marxism-Leninism in this
field, and shows the complete falsity of
the theories: of the bourgeois and revi-
sionist sociologists and ideologists.

lConsidering the worker only as someone
engaged in heavy manual- work, which
requires neither education nor particu-
lar skill, many bourgeois and revisio-
nist ideologists are trying to sargues that
allegedly in the current conditions of the
great development of the technical and

.sclentific revolution, as the importance

of manual work in production gradually
diminishes, the working class loses its

THE WORKING CLASS

IN CAPITALIST SOCIETY
TODAY . oo e

THE WORKING CLASS IS THE MAIN FORCE IN THE PRODUCIION OF MATE-
RIAL GOODS. LED BY ITS MARXIST PARTY, IT IS THE MOST PROGRESSIVE AND THE
MOST REVOLUTIONARY CLASS OF SOCIETY: ITS HISTORICAL MISSION IS THE
OVERTHROW AND DESTRUCTION OF CAPITALISM AND, JOINTLY WITH 1T, THE
LIQUIDATION OF ANY KIND OF EXPLOITATION OF MAN BY MAN, AND THE
BUILDING OF THE SOCIALIST AND COMMUNIST SOCIETY. BUT PRECISELY BE
CAUSE THIS IS SO, AND DUE TO THE FACT THAT THE PROBLEM OF THE POSITION
AND ROLE OF THE WORKING CLASS IN SOCIETY IS OF PARTICULAR IMPORTANCE,
BOTH THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL, AT THE PRESENT TIME, EVERYWHERE
IN THE WORLD, A GREAT DEBATE AND AN TRRECONCILABLE STRUGGLE ARE
BEING CARRIED OUT ABOUT THIS QUESTION BETWEEN THE MARKXIST IDEOLO-

/

ON THE OTHER.

GISTS ON THE ONE SIDE AND THE BOURGEOIS AND REVISIONIST IDEOLOGISTS

position and role in production and in
social life; this position and role is thus

assumed by the intelligentsia, particularly .

the technical and ccientific intelligentsia
in production. The technical and scienti-
fic revolution which is being carried out
in the world today, they say, is allegedly
leading to the .deproletarianisation» of

capitalist socicty and to the elimination’

of the working class, or sblue collars men,
as they call the workers, in favour of
the «gray collars men (technicians) and
the «white collar» men (intelligentsia).
Thus, as the number of swhite collarse
grows, and, under the influence of the
technical and scientific revolution, the
number of workers engaged in manual
work relatively diminishes, they draw
the conclusion about the reduction of the
importance of the working class. Thus,
Gailbraith, a bourgeois ideologist, writes
that allegedly sthe industrial society has
relatively, and very likely absolutely too,
decreased the demand for workerss; while
another bourgeois ideologist, Marcuse,
procceding, from the same consideration,
repeats the banal statement of many
bourgeois economists and sociologists that
Marxism has allegedly become sobsole-
tes, and arrives at the conclusion 'that
athe situation of the working class in the
conditions of the technical and scientific
revolution makes Marx's proletariat a
mythological categorys. Thus, Marx’s con-
clusion that the proletariat is a class
which grows parallel with the very de-
velopment of capitalism allegedly does
not hold water.

Such statements are thoroughly erro-
neous both from the viewpoint of the
anti-scientific basis from which their
advocates proceed in conceiving capital
in general, and the proletariat in parti-
cular and consequently also in their ana-
lysis of the situation and the wrong and
reactionary conclusions they arrive at.

Reality itself .refutes their statements.
True, the technical and scientific revo-

lution and the ever greater transforma-
tion of science into a direct productive
force is bringing about changes in the
social structure of 2apitalist society. In
the major part of the developed capita-
list countries there is a perceptible in-
crease in the number of men employcd
as technicians, and in the intelligentsia,
especially technical and scientific. In its
economic aspect, this is based on the
increase of labour productivity in the
sphere of material production, through

the intensification of the work of ma- .

chine operators, at a “time when in the
non-productive sphere, labour productivi-
ty remains low. More over the applica-
tion on a broader scale of the achive-
ments of science and technology, to
increasc the profits of the capitalists, has
brought about as a natural consequence
the numerical growth of the tcchnical
and scientific intclligentsia. Thesc chan-
ges, however, by no means show the
«deproletarianisations of the capitalist so-
ciety. E

In the first place, capital cannot exist
without its opposite, the proletariat. «Pro-
letarians« in the economic sense, sMarx has
saids, must imply merely the wage earner
who produces and increases capitals, and
who is fired as soon as he becomes super-
fluous to the requirements of the increa-
sed value of capitals (K. Marx and F. En-

gels, Works, vol. 23, page 628).

It is a fact that today in the capita-
list world, the number of wage earners
as a proportion of the total working po-
pulation is steadily rising. In the 1960-
1972 period, the number of wage carners
in the capitalist world increased by 21
per cent (from 190 million to 230 million
persons); and the industrial proletariat

-was about 116 million persons, or 51.7

per cent of all wage carners. This pro-
cess is develbping at a faster rate in the
USA, Canada and Japan. Today the gonc-
ral tendency is an increase in the number
of wage carners and low salaried emplo-
yees. These two. categories account now
for 70-95 per cent of the active popula-
tion in the main capitalist countries. The
process of the polarisation of capitalist
socicty is deepening steadily. From the
50’s up to the beginning of the 70's, this
process was accompanied by the mass
rujn of the labouring peasantry, the small
producers and some of the middle-sized
producers,. both rural and urban. In bour-
geois socicty today this occurs not only
through the expropriation of small ow-
ners, but also through their being re-
duced to the socioc-economic position of
proletarians, and through the rising num-
ber of specialists and technicians who
work directly in production, and men
and women who work in the sphere of
services. Thus, in the conditions of the
technical and scientific revolution, the
proletariat is not eliminated, but its so-
cial composition becomes more complex,
with morc numcrous strata.

Secondly, it is entirely naive, simplist,
primitive, anti-scientific and reactionary
to conceive, as do the bourgeois ideolo-
gists, that the working class is a class
allegedly made up of only those workers
who engage in purely manual work. In
this respect, some of them are trying to
distort Marxism too, as the American

philosopher Marcuse does when he alleges

that Marx sees the proletarian as above
all somecone cngaged in manual work,
who in the process of work consumes
his physical energy. They need this distor-
tion in order to create illusions that the
conclusion they draw (i.e. in the condi-
tions of the' deveclopment of the technical
and scientific revolution today, and the
mechanisation and automation of pro-

duction, the working class has alleged-"

ly almost disappeared or is disappea-
ring) should be accepted by the Marxists,
too.

. However Marxism-Leninism has never
identified the proletarian with the man
engaged in purely manual work. Today

in particular such a narrow anti-Marxist "

concept cannot be taken as a basis, be-
cause the boundary between manual work
and mental work, in the process of the
development of the technical and scienti-
fic revolution, is being constantly blurred.
Today we sce a general trend toward ‘the
intellectualisation of manual work, toge-
ther with the demand for an increased
educational level and qualifications among
workers. It is a fact that with the deve-
lopment of the productive forces, there
is taking place both the quantitative and
qualitative growth of the working class,
which not only refutes the conclusion of
the bourgcois idcologists that the working
class is allegedly disappearing, but also
shows its increased importance as the

‘main productive force of society.

In dealing with this question, attemtion
should also be paid to the fact that the
changes in the level of culture and qua-
lification are not class changes and are
not determining features for class mem-
bership. The funidamental features de-
termining the concept of sworker. are
those given by Lenin in his article «Great
Initiatives, on the definitibn of the con-
cept of sclass~. He points out that -Classes
are large groups of men, distinguished
by the place they occupy in an historically
given system of social production and
by the relations they have with the means
of production (relations to which, in most
cases legal form and power is given),
by their role in the social organization
of labour and, consequently, by the way
in . which they receive that part of the
social property they possess and the quan-
tity of it they receive. Classes are such
groups of men, that one group can appro-
priate the work of  another group, due
to the different places they occupy in a
given system of social economys.

On the basis of this Leninist defini-
tion, in order to determine the place to
which this or that men belongs, one must
not judge from his education, culture and
special skills, but in the first place from .
the place he occupies in the system of
social production, from his relations with
the means of production, from the role
he plays in the social organisation of
labour and, consequently, from the quan-
tity of the income he receives and the
way he receives it. It follows from this
that in the conditions of capitalist so-
ciety, workers (proletarians) are all those
working pecople who are deprived of
ownership of the means of production/
who sell their labour power to the ca- .
pitalist, who directly take part in pro-
ductive work or in the sphere of circu-
lation and service, and who create sur-
plus value for the capitalist. In this sense,
whether someone belongs to the working
class does not depend on the degree of
his skill, or on the tools of work with
which he works and produces, whether
simple or modern tools, up to entirely
mechanized, automated plants, Nor can
the determining criterion be merely the
proportion of mental work in relation
to manual work.

It is only natural, with the develop-
ment of technology, the means of pro-
duction, the widespread development of
the technical and scientific revolution,
and the smechanisation’ and automation
of the production processes, that the re-
lation between manual work and mental
work, and the level of qualification of
the workers, should change, as well as
the proportion of mental work to manual
work. Looking at the question from this
angle, we would say that a part of the
production tcchnicians those who directly
producé by themselves and are not enga-
ged in managerial and organising work,
cannot fail to be considered a part of
the working class; although for the time
being this category of workers, even in-
the most developed capitalist countries,
is in the minority. Thus, for instance, in
France it does not constitute more than

- 2,1 per cent of the active population. Its

rapid growth, particularly in some bran-
ches of industry with advanced, complex

" technological production processes, repre-

sents the future of the working class,
which will have higher mass qualifica-
ions. !

There is no basis for another «theorys,
extensively propagated by the. bourgeois .
and revisionist ideologists, according to
which present-day capitalist society has
entered a stage in which the process of
sdeproletarianisations is taking place, be-
cause any development allegedly leads to
the transformation of the working class
into eco-proprietorss and sco-managerss,
thus to a scommunity of interestss. Hence
there are no more proletarians and ca-
pitalists, while production is being alle-
gedly placed at the service of the «collec-
tive good.. In inventing and propagating
this stheorys, they go by, among other
things, some phenomena which have de-
veloped especially since the second world
war, such as the development of state
monopoly capitalism, etc.

Firet and foremost it must be said that
the extension of state monopoly capitalism
since the second world war is an indispu:
table phenomenon, which has occurred,
and is occuring in all the developed ca-
pitalist states. A series of important sec-
tors of the economy have become the pro-
perty of the capitalist state in the USA,
Britain, the Federal German Republic,
France, Italy and some other countries.
The capitalist state tries to play an active



role in the solution of various economic
and financial problems, aiming to mi-
tigate the fundamental contradiction of
the capitalist order the contradiction bet-
weéen labour and capital, or the contra-
diction between the social character of
production and the private capitalist cha-
racter of appropriation. But do these phe-
nomena indicate what the bourgeois and
revisionist ideologists claim, that today
capitalist society, through state monopoly
capitalism, has essentially changed and
has assumed features which are almost
socialist or which allow it to be, transfor-
med naturally into socialism, or that
it is allegedly creating gencral well-
being?

Engels in his time refuted the ideas
of the opportunists, according to which
the passage of individual sectors of pro-
duction into the hands of the capitalist
state must be considered as a socialist
measure. Ironically examining such views,
he says: «If the state monopoly of tobacco
is socialism, then Napoleon and Metter-
nich must undoubtedly be included among
the founders of socialisms (Engels, «Anti-
Durhing-). And he continues further: «The
present day state, whatever its form, is
by its very nature a caiptalist machine,
a state of the capitalists, the ideal collec-
tive capitalist. The more productive for-
ces it takes under its ownership, the more
complete will be its transformation into
a collective capitalist , and it will exploit
a greater number of citizens. The workers
remain wage carners, proletarianss. (Op.
cit).

The reality of the capitalist countries
today recfutes the statements of the bour-
geois economists. The working class in
these countries, even today, just as pre-
viously, remains deprived of ownership’
over the means of production, because
the socio-cconomic conditions have re-
mained unchanged. Suffice it to mention
that today in the USA, a mere 3 per cent
of worker families buy and sell shares.
All in all these constitute only 0.2 per cent
of the total value of shares. 72 per cent
of the workers who own shares gain from
both their work and their shares incomes
that are below the minimum level needed
for a livelihood. Comrade Enver Hoxha,
generalizing the .current phenomena of
capitalism, at the 6th Congress of the
PLA, pointed out that, «the working class,
despite thc changes the capitalist world
has undergone, is deprived of any kind
of ownership over the means of produc-
tion, or control of its management, orga-

nisation and aims. The socalled sconsu-
mer societys has not been created to ful-

fill the needs of the working people, but
to intensify their exploitation and to in-
crease the profits of the capitalistss,

The distortions concerning the nature
of the capitalist order have gone so far
that some bourgeois ideologists, claim
even the capitalists are no longer capi-
talists; because they no longer manage
the enterprises; this management has
now passed into the hands of technocra-
tic administrators, and is allegedly done
in the interests of society. On this basis,
they speak of a <managerial revola-
tions.

In fact there can be no question at all
of a revolution in this direction. Irrespec-
tive of who administers the enterprises,
the means of production are the private
property of the capitalists, and the profits
go into their pockets. The -managers- are
merely representqtive& of the capitalists
and carry out their will. They themsel-
ves are usually large shareholders, ensure
great privileges and high incomes from
their posts,- and appropriate a part of
the surplus value created by the workers.
The separation of funétioning capital from
owner capital by no means changes the
essence of the capitalist order, as an order
based on the exploitation of man by man.

In these conditions, in the capitalist
countries, there is a constantly deepening
process of the concentration of ownership
over capital in the hands of a diminishing
group of owners, and the main place is
held by the financial oligarchy. In the
USA 500 monopoly companies produce
almost 50 per cent of goods and servi-
ces.

The strengthening of the monopolies,
the concentration and centralisation of
capital in their hands, and the wide scale
exploitation of budget finances and the
state sector to increase monopoly profits,
refute both the theory of «co-ownerships
and that of -democratisation of mana-
gements in the conditions of the capita-
list mode of production: consequently;
‘they also refute the claims about the
«deproletarianisation. of the capitalist so-
ciety. Present-day capitalism, irrespective
of the forms bourgeois ownership assu-

mes, is a socio-economic order based

on the divorce of the worker from the
means of production, an order expressing
diamentrally opposed economic and politi-
cal- interests on the part of workers and

urgeolsie, .

Another variant of the claims of the

urgeois ideologists, which pursues the
same aims; and is becoming a dominant
theory in the capitalist world, is the
technocratic and intellectualist thcory
ai:cord.ing to which the technical and
scientific revolution is leading to such
growth .in the weight and role of the
technical and scientific intelligentsia that
the latter is being transformed into a
snew class» which is allegedly displacing
the role of the working class, as well
as that of the bourgeoisie, and is taking
in hand the running of the country. Thus,
in their opinion, presentday capitalism is
undergoing a qualitative change: old-style
capitalism is now being replaced by the
snew industriale or «post industrial so-
cietys, the «computer — electronic socie-
tys, or more briefly, the scomputer so-
cietys. In this society, they say, it is no
longer the financial plutocracy who will
dominate, but the wise scientists, skilled
in intellectual technology. Allegedly a
new type of relations of production is
being created, characterized by the in-
tellectualism of all social connections. The
overwhelming majority of the population
will be employed in service sectors and
in those places of work which employ in-
tellectuals; consequently, the working
class will disappear. This chorus is joined

by some of the revisionist sociologists.

They openly state that the bearer of the
present-day class consciousness is the so-
called «new working class» whith is made
up of highly skilled c¢ngineers, techni-
cians, workers and employces (Sec the
revicw wProblems of pcace and so-
cialisms, Russian edition, 1969, Nr. 2,
p. 49). E

All the «news definitions we mentioned
above do not use the term, scapitalisms.
The bourgeois and revisionist ideologists
fetishize so much the technical and scien-
tific revolution, in the ficld of its social.
political and ideological conscquences too.
that some of them, like the Ttalian U. Spi-
rito, openly state that «...scicnce and
technology have actually led to an unpre-
cedented union. Technology has attained
victory over parties and politics, with
its inner logic and its inevitable consc-
quences=. Many social-democratic ideolo-
gists openly state that «Marxism has be-
come obsoletes, and that at the present
time a «new epochs has beyun in the
history of mankind, in which classes are
disappearing. In thcir opinion, there is
no longer a place for class struggle in
the modern technccratic society, because
now it is no longer a question of exploiters

" and exploited, but only of .consumerss of

material goods. Similar idcas are advocated,
along with others,- by the ideologists of
West German imperialism. Thus according
to the German Christian-Democratic lea-
der, L. Erhard, West German society, in
the present conditions of the technical
and scientific revolution, has allegedly
overcome class contradictions and .. .is
no longer composed of classes and groups.
In its essence, it is cooperativist, i.e. it is
based on the intcrests and the collabora-
tion of all groupss.. L. Erhard calls this
socicty a sformcd socictys.

It is not difficult to see the absurdity
of these views of the bourgcois and re-
visionist sccialogists about the disappe-
arance of classes and the class struggle,
the role of the working class being taken
by the technical and scientific intelli-
gentsia; and the transformation of the
intelligentsia into a main productive for-
ce, and the sole bearer of social progress,
into an independent and principal motive
force in the development of current so-
ciety. Despite this, the extension of these
views among the working masses, and
in the ranks of the intelligentsia, does
a great deal of harm to the labour and
revolytionary movement. The view that
the intelligentsia and the students are
independent and principal forces in the
revolution, comrade. Enver Hoxha said in
his report at the 6th Party Congress,
creates confusion in some untempered mi-
litants and in various sections of the po-
pulation, especially among the student
youth and young intellectuals, Therefore,
the Marxist-Leninist parties and the Mar-
xist sociologists rightfully expose these
views, and reveal their anti-scientific and
counterrevolutionary character.

In fac!, despite the important conse-
quences the technical and scientific revo-
Iution brings about in social relations,
in the situation of the classes and social

strata, in the political superstructure, and
in the idcology of the society, these
changes have not led nor can they lead
to an automatic transformation of the
capitalist society into something qualita-
tively different. They are changes that
take place within the framework of the
bourgeois ordcr, and which do not affect
the foundations of the economic and po-
litical domination of the bourgeoisie.

It is true that the technical and scien-
tific revolution brings about the growth
of the weight and role of the intelli-
gentsia. This is connected with the fact
that science today has become a directly
productive force, and not only industrial

production, but all the other sectors of °

the economy and citllture, cannot advance
without being based on scicnce. The
struggle for maximum profits and com-
petition compel the capitalists -and their
state to make investments for the deve-
lopment of science and technology. The
number of people who, prior to starting
work in broduction, must have training,
differentiated according to the needs of
the capitalists, is increasing.

But such a reality by no means shows
a «deproletarianisation= of capitalist so-
ciety in favour of a -new class» of in-
telligentsia. The basls of capitalist pro-
duction continues to be represented by
the wage earners; in capitalist countries
today, they consist of more than 230 mi-
Ilion persons, the overwhelming majority
of whom are semi-skilled or unskilled.

The class features of the presentday ca- ~

pitalist world are entirely different from
those presented by the propagators of
the socalled modern technocratic society,
in which classes alleqedly disappear and
it is a question merely of «consumerss of
material goods. Precisely at the time when
the West German L. Erhard, whom we
mentioned above, speaking about a «for-
med society=, in the Federal German Re-
public there existed the following class
structure: the working class constituted
75 per cent of the country’s population,
the high bourgeoisie 5.8 per cent, the
.middle bourgeoisie 13,5 per cent and the
intelligentsia 6.5 per cent. While it was
claimed that in the Pederal German Re-
public «there are no more classes=, there
existed in that country 11,163 millionaires
whose estates were valued at 38 billion
marks.

Thus, the capitalist reality clearly shows
that the technical and scientific revolu-
tion and the other new phenomena that
have appeared. in the capitalist economy
have by no means changed the nature
of the capitalist order, which even today
is in essence the same as that .analyzed
by Marx and Lenin. The economic basis
of capitalism, i.e. private ownership over

the means of production, has remained
intact. The exploitation of man by man

has not been touched, ecither; indeed the
scalé of this cxploitation has been still
more extended. Profit is the motive force
of capitalist production. The concentration
of production and the rcinforcement of
the monopolies, the cnrichment of the
bourgeoisie and the worsening of the si-
tuation of the prolctariat, compctiiion and
anarchy in production, cconomic crises
and chronic uncmployment, are all pheno-
mena characteristic of capitalism today.
Also, the political basis of the capitalist
order has rcmained intact. The state po-
wer continues to be a dictatorship in the
hands of the bourgcoisie, particularly of
the big 'monopoly bourgeoisie, which uses
it to oppress the working class and its re-
volutionary movement. The fundamental
criteria in judging and dcfining the na-
ture of a socio-cconomic order is preci-
scly its economic and political basis, not
technique and technology:

On the basis of the scientific analysis
of this reality of the capitalists world,
comrade Enver Hoxha has pointed out
that «the' ideologists of the monopoly
bourgeoisie are trying to . convince the
working people that the technical and
scientific revolution which is taking place
today in the world is allegedly elimi-
nating the ‘evils of capitalism, reforming
it, eliminating classcs and class antago-
nism, and replacing the capitalist owners
with technocratic administrators. On this
basis, they announce that the old capi-
talist system of exploitation, the class

struggle and the nccessity for proletarian

revolution, are overcome. In reality, be-
hind the socalled sindustrial socictys or
stechnocratic socicty there lies the sa-
vage oppression of the working people
by the capitalist monopolies and by state-
monopoly capitalism., (Enver Hoxha, «Re-
port and speechess, 1969-1970, p. 193).
Therefore, not only can thcre be no
question of the «deproletarianisations of
the present-day capitalist socicty, but its
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proletarianisation is being steadily inten-
sified.

Many bourgeois and reformist sociolo-
gists, feeling that it is difficult to deny
the existence of the working class, claim
that it has allegedly been bourgeoisified
and integrated into the capitalist system,
consequently, it no longer constitutes a
revolutionary class.

Denying the revolutionary, peng essive

role of the working class, the Ar mucen
bourgeois ideologist Marcuse sa -that
in the present-day totalitarian inc i8trial
society one can see no internal force what-
ever to-overcome it, that the proletariat
has lost its class and - revolutionary fca-
tures, has been definftely integrated into
the system, and adopts a negative. stand
towards the need for radical transforma-
tion. | "
Other European bourgeois and oppor-
tunist ideologists seek to pose as origi-
nal in assessing the role of the working
class and the capitalist order existing in
Western Europe. In their opinion, the pro-
blems of present-day capitalism can be
solved by the bourgeois state and the
other bourgeois institutions. The Marxist-
Leninist theory about the proletarian re-
volution, as the only guide for the so-
lution of social contradictions, is declared
by them to ‘be inapplicable in our time.
According to the French sociologists,
R. Aron, the increase in labour producti-
vity, the rationalisation of machinery,
and the perfecting of the organisation of
production, -automaticallys wipe out the
class distinctions in ewestern industrial
societys. Hence he draws the conclusion
that the srevolution of which Marx spoke
has been left behind uss.

A common slogan used by these bour-
aeois theoreticians is otechnological deter-
minisms, or the direct dependence of so-
cial changes on changes in technologv.
Social systems, in their opinion, play a
subjugated. second-rate rofe, in relation
to technical systems: technology is an
sindependent variables, while the social
svstem is a -dependent variable-. In order
to argue this stechnological determinisms,
the bourgeois ideologists frequently cite,
in a vulgarized manner, the Marxist thesis
that the change in productive forces and
above all in the means of production re-
presents the main basis of social deve-
lopment. «In the Wests, — Aron says,
=many persons are accepting onc of the
Marxist ideas, the idea of the primacy
of productive forcess. Therefore, in his
opinion, the working class has given up
revolutionary transformations, because it
can achieve its aims within the framework-
of the capitalist order.

It is a known fact that, in the condi-
tiois of the- development of productive
forces and of the great intensification of
the labour of the workers, as a result
of the struggle of the working class and
of the other labouring masses for better
working and living conditions, .in some
developed capitalist countries, the bour-
geoisic has made some concessions to the
working pcople in the ficld of wellbeing,
in order to cxploit them more intensively
in the future, and to make them slaves
of the bourgeois way of thinking and
living. Necvertheless, this does not mean,
as the bourgeois ideologists preach, that
allegedly the material "interests of the
working class and of the other working
people in the capitalist countries have
been fulfilled, and that there is no more
nced for concern in this field.

Today, even in the most developed
capitalist. countries, thec USA included,
many categories of working pcople live
in poverty, in the most basic' meaning of
the term; they have bad housing, they
have not enough food and clothing, and
they do not receive medical assistance.
The American government itself has ad-
mitted that 45 million Americans, i.c.
about one quarter of the whole popula-
tion are poor. Of these, 30 million persons
<have been afflicted by terrible povertys.
And here it is not simply a question of
the blacks and the other non-white wor-
king people. Of these 30 million, two-
thirds are white (Data from «Economic
Notess, June 1968). About 8 million men,
women and children are so poor that they
live purely on charity. Thus, cven in the
most developed capitalist country, pover-
ty is a mass phenomenon. And this con-
tradiction appears still more clearly in
the framework of the entire capitalist sys-
tem of the world economy. In spite of
the achicvements of present day science
and technology, over two-thirds of the
population of the capitalist world, mainly
those in the countries of Asia, Africa and
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Latin America, uses in general primitive
work tools, and suffers from hunger,
endemic disease and illiteracy. The very
nature of capitalism is such that it pro-
motes the growth of discrepancics bet-
ween the new demands of the proletariat
and the impossibility of having them ful-
filled. The growth of this tendency is
onc of the cxpressions or forms of the
worsening situation of the working class,
and this worsening cannot fail to be
accompanied by a revolutionary outburst.

But here we must clarify another ques:
lion of principled importance. Marxism-
Leninism, when dealing with the revolu-
tionary character .of the working class,
has not linked this only with their ma-

terial situation, thc degrece of poverly, °

and the low level of working and living
conditions. The revolutionary character of
the proletariat is conditioned by many
other no less important conditions and
circumstances.

The birth of the working class is con-
nected, firstly, with its liberation from
feudal obligations, i.e. with- the acquire-
ment of the right to freely sell its man-
power, and sccondly, with its being de-
prived of the right of ownership over
the means of production, i.e. with remo-
ving from its hands these means, and
compelling it to work for wages in the
private property of the capitalists. Marx
has said that sthe working class belongs
to the capitalist, in the same way as the
dead work tool doess. Thercfore, it is
interested more than any other class in
overthrowing these relations of oppression
and exploitation. But the working class
can do this only when it has political
power in its own hand;s. However; the
question of power is one of the most
acute political questions. In this sensec, as
well as for many other rcasons, the
existence and growth of the revolutionary
spirit of the prolctariat, up to powerful
revolutionary outbursfs, can come about
not just from purely cconomic factors,
such as poverty, misery, and deep eco-
nomic erisis, but also from political and
social factors, such as the antipopular
and aggressive policy of the bourgeois
ruling circles, the danger of fascism, the
climination or limitation of national so-
vereignty and independence, the loss of
or threat to democratic freedoms and
rights, the danger of moral degeneration,
ete.

The working class, withits party at
the head, is the only class that can rea-
lize the lcading role in the struggle for
socialism,

A)
king class carrics out, in various forms,
a class struggle against the bourgeoisie
and, through this struggle, it comes clo-
ser together as a class in itsclf, and re-
cognizes its fundamental interests, ie. it
transforms itself, in the words of Marx
and Engcls, from a sclass in itsclfs into
a «class for itselfs, Of course, its eleva-
tion to such a high level of consciousness
cannot be achieved spontancously, but
only through class clashes. In this, the
role of the subjective factor is very greal.
The working class urgently needs its
vanguard detachment, its genuine Mar-
xist-Leninist party, as elaborator of the
revolutionary theory, strategy and tactics
of the struggle of the working class, and
as bearer of Marxist-Leninist theory in
the consciousness of the class. Only by
arming itsclf with revolutionary theory
can the working class, under the leader-
ship of its vanguard, the communist par-
ty, act in the prolétarian revolution as
leader of all the other labouring masses,
establish the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and, at the head of the other wor-
king masses, engage in the road of so-
cialist construction. «The great, historic
merit of Marx and Engels., Lenin has
said, ~consists in the fact that they showed
the proletarians of all countries their role
and mission the first to rise in the revo-
lutionary struggle against capital, and
rally round them in this struggle all

£ .
‘In opposition

to the erroneous view

of the bourgeois and
revisionist sociologists
and economists, )
who negate or undervalue
the leading, vanguard
role of the working
class, this class

has beenh and remains

the wofking people cnd the exploiteds
(V.I. Lenin, complete Works, vol. 37).
Reality is the best witness of these
" precepts of Marxism-Leninism, and the
most convincing argument in refuting all
the stheoriess of the bourgeois and re-
formist ideologists, who seek to prove
that allegedly the revolutionary spirit of
the working class in the capitalist coun-
tries has steadily declined and is heading
for extinction.

The strike movement, the demonstra-
tions of the working class, and the num-
bers taking part in them, in the capita-
list world, are always on the rise. These
movements are now including, in addi-
tion to the working class, other sections
of the population. In 1973 alone, over
40 million people took part in strikes.
Alongside economic, social or cultural de-
mands, the strikes and demonstrations,
are increasingly taking on a more accen-
tuated political character, because the la-
bouring masses, and in the first place
the working class, are realizing that the
capitalist state stands for the bourgeoisie
and its interests. These struggles are
based primarily on the contradictions
bétween labour and capital, and these
contradictions are deepening everywhere.
As comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out at
the 6th Congress of the Party, sEven in
those countries presented by bourgeois
propaganda as areas of gtaymal eclass

the main productive force
of society, the main
leading force

for the overthrow

of the

bourgeoisie through

the proletarian revolution,
and the fundamental
factor for the construction
of socialism’’ ’

peaces, powerful battles are taking place
between the workers and capital. There
too, the social-democrat myth of =social
evolutions, for the creation- of general
wellbeing under the capitalist system has
becn shattered= (Enver Hoxha, Report at
the 6th Congress of the PLA, p. 211).

The bourgeois theorics about the re-
duction of the revelutionary role and spi-
rit of the working class are joined by
the anti-Marxist views of the Sovict mo-
dern revisionists, and the revisionists in
the capitalist countries. They nced such
views in order to justify the opportunist
programmes worked out by their revisio-
nist parties about the transition to socia-
lism through the «peaceful roads, =par-
liamentary socialism= or edemocratic so-
cialisms, ‘

The Soviet modern revisionists, and
those following them, embracing the
theory on productive  forces long since
exposed - by Marxim-Leninism, deny the
role of the conscious factor, the lcadership
of the working class and its revolutionary
party, in the struggle for socialism. They
say that the changes occuring today in
the world, as a result of the: technical
and scientific revolution, ,and the spon-
taneous and objective push towards so-
cialism due to the change in the balance
of power in its favour, have allegedly
changed or are changing the naturc of
capitalism, and strengthening the =socia-~
list elements: in it. In this way, they
arrive at the conclusion that the socia-
list transformation of society can be
achieved through the peaceful road, by
means of reforms, without the need for

" proletarian revolution, while the struggle

for socialism can allegedly be led by
other non-proletarian classes and for-
ces, and by non-Marxist-Leninist par-
ties. ;

These entirely anti-Marxist views do
great harm to the world revolutionary
movement, because they create pacifist
illusions and idecological confusion in the
ranks of the working class and the other
labouring masses, particularly where the
revisionist parties still exert an impor-
tant influence on considerable sections of
the working class. Therefore, the exposure
in particular of the anti-Marxist views
of these parties constitutes ome of the
main, most important tasks of the Mar-
xist-Leninist forces, in the service of the
cause of .the working class and socia-
list revolution.
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From the moment of its birth the wor-
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The Working Class And Its
World Historic Mission

By Foto Cami

% THE POSITION OF THE PROLETARIAT IN THE PRESENT-DAY CAPITALIST SOCIETY.

* THE KHRUSHCHEVIAN REVISIONISTS DISTORT THE ROLE OF THE WORKING CLASS.

% THE MARXIST-LENINIST VIEWPOINT ABOUT THE REVOLUTIONARY TASKS OF THE WORKING
CLASS AND ITS LEADING ROLE IN SOCIETY

«The great historic merit of Marx and Engels, — V. I. Lenin
has said, = consists in the fact that they indicated to the pro-

Jetarians of all the countries their role, their mission: to be

the first to rise in the revolutionary struggle against capital,
rally around themselves in this struggle all the working pcople
and the oppressed=. (V. I. Lenin, complcte works, Russian
edition, vol. 37, p. 169). The idca of the world historic mission

of the 'proletariat as gravedigger of capitalism and bearer of _

the  new socialist and communist social order has been
descrided by V. L Lenin as eprincipal in Marx’s doc-
trises, :
Life has fully confirmed this great revolutionary discovery by
K. Marx. The working class, the most progressive and the most
tevolutionary class ever known in histery, stacds in the center
of our epoch, of the epochr of the world proletarian revolution
and of the transilion from cagpitalism to socialism. That is the
social force leading the whole present-day revolutionary process
for the transformation of the world on new social-political
bascs. Wherever the prolctarian revolution has triumphed and
socialism has becomc a reality, this has been achieved undcr
the hegemony of the working class and its Marxist-Leninist
party.
In order, to reject Marxism, socialism, their enemies have
always sought to deny the revolutionary character of the wor-
king class, its decisive role in society’'s life, its hegemony
in the revolution. During his life-time V.I. Lenin had to carry
out a great fight lo defend the world historic mission of the
-proletariat against the distortions of the Russian and imter- .
national reformists and opportunists. In this fight he created
a complete doctrine on the hegemony of the proletariat, which
became a slarting point for the working out of a correct stra-
tegy and taclics of the communist moveinent, that led Lhis
movement to great historic viclories.
At the prescnt time also the stand lowards the working class,
towards its role and hegemony has become one of the most
cardinal and burning problemns of the ideological struggle bet-
ween Marxism-Leninism and the bourgeois and revisionist
ideology. «The ideological opponents of Marxism-Leninisms,
comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out at the 6th Congress of the
Party, =beginning with the bourgcois and revisionist, radical
and petty-bourgecis ones, in words and deeds, are striving to.
necgate the woeld historic -mission of the woyrki'n'g class, i
role and hegemony in the revolution. All together, in this or
that way, they seek to prove that the ideas of Marxism-Leninism
about this question have become obsolete.s
"Under lhese conditions, the exposure of these altempts and
the dcfence of the teachings of Marxism-Leninism about the
revolutionary character, role and hegemony of the woi-kmg
class, in close connechon with reality and the revolulionary
practice, is today as much an important as urgent duly in order
to carry onward the cause of Lhe revolution and of socialism.,

WORKING CLASS AND PRESENT:DAY CAPITALISM

Speculating on the new phenomena of present-day capitalism,
especially on the development of the monopoly-state capitalism
and of the technmical-scientific revolulion, the hack-writers of
eneocapitalism. are seeking by all sorts of falsifications to
refute the world historic mission of the proletarjat and to
prettify and perpetuate the capitalist order of oppression and
exploitation.

NOT «DEPROLETARIZATION+, BUT FURTHER PROLETARI-
ZATION 1S THE MAIN CHARACTERISTIC OF THE PRESENT-
DAY CAPITALIST SOCIETY

According to many bourgeois and reformist ideologists, the
technical-scientific revolution which is unfolding in the world
today, is allegedly leading to the <deprcletarizations of the
capitalist society, to the liquidation of the working class, or,
as they say, people with «blue collarss, to the advantage of
people with «grey collarse (of the sphere of services) and of
people with ewhite collarss (igtelligentsia). Thus, K. Marx’s
conclusion that the proletariat is a class which grows along
with the. very developmenl of capitalism allegedly stands no
more. _ ) ;

No doubt the technical-scientific' revolution is bringing about
cbanges in the social structure of the capitalist society. In
all the developed capitalist countries ome notices a great
increase of the employment of people in the sphere of the ser-
vices and of the intelligentsia. From the ecomomic viewpoint
this has come about, on the one hand, as a result of the

increase of labour productivity in the sphere of materia'l.pro-
duction and, on the other hand, as a result of the Eact that in the
nop-productive sphere labour productivity is lower; that is
why more people are required in this sphere,

These changes however by mo means speak of «deproletari-
zation= of the capitalist society. Capital cannot exist without

its antipode ~ the proletariat. «<By ~proletarian. in the economic’

sense, ~ K. Marx has said, ~ one should understand only
the wage-earner who produces and increases scapitals and is
fired out in the street as soon as he becomes superfluous to
the requirements of the increase of the value of «Mr. Capitals
(K. Marx and F. Engels, Works, Russian edition, vol. 23,
p. 628). -

From this viewpoint the specific weight of the wage-earners
in the total number of the working population grows coati-
nually in the United States of America, Britain, in the Federal
Republic of Germany. France and other developed capitalist
countries, they account for the z0-90 per.cent of it. In these
countries there is mo w«deproletarization= but a furtber pro-

letarization of society. Taking the cue from this phenomenon

some revisionists are striving to wipe out the demarcation line
between the classes describing as workers all those receiving
salaries or wages irrespective of their size. The way of ensu-
ting iacomes is a feature, but not the sole mor the masin that
conditions the fact of perlaining to a class. Salaries are paid
also to high state officials and managers of the big capitalist
firms and trusts, but they have mothing in common with the
workers.

According to some data in the developed capitalist countries
it comes out that of 5 wage-carners only 3 are workers. Despite
this, the cumber of workers, too, bas becn and continues to
be rising. While in the middle of the past ceatury the prcle-
tariat " was counting 9 million persons, at the beginning of
the 20th ceatury it reached 30 million, and in the years 1960-
1970 it amounted to 430 million. The working class produces
today. 34 of the total world social produclion, The growlh
of the proletariat comes about not only as a result of the depo-
pulation of the countryside from which dcpart every year-in
the F. R. Germany 100.000 persons, France 150.000, Italy 120.0C0,
and as a result of the expropriation ¢ the small owners of the
city, but also in the form of red ction up to the social-

. ecomomic condition of the proletarians also of a growing part

of various 'specialisls and technmicians working directly ia
production, of the men who work in the sphere of services,
and of women. As 3 result, it is not the proletariat that disap-
pears, but its social makeup becoms more ccmplicated, with
more pumerous strata,

K. Marx has pever identified the proletarian with the man

engaged simply in manual work. The more so today this )

narrow concept cannot be takenm as a basis because the bor-
ders betwcen manual and mental work in the process of the
development of the techmical-scientific revolution are ever
more parrowing up, the weight of mental work is growing
in the work of every person. The bourgeois and revisionist
ideologists make all sorts of speculations on this pbenomenon,
Some of them from the cainp of the bourgeoisie are striving
to prove that the working class is disappearing-and its place
is being taken by the intelligentsia, whereas some otaers from
the camp of the revisionists are seeking to include the whole
of the intelligentsia’ in the working class by inventing a new
definition, according to which the working class is treated as
sthe totality of the working people of physical and mental
works. The difference in the degree of culture and qualifica-
tion are not class differences, are mot features determining
the pertaining to a given class. To determine the ¢lass to
which this or that person belongs one must not judge of the
education, culture and speciality he has, but first and foremost
of the place he occupies in the social production system, of his
relations with the mcans of production, of the role he plays
in the social organisation of labour and, consequently,
of the quantity of the incomes and the way he receives
them. 2

Groundless are also the other claims of the bourgeois and re-
formist ideologists that allegedly the working class is ceasing
to be proletarian, as it is becoming «co-owner and co-manager-
of the capitalist enterprises, or, as one of the chieftains of e
social-democratic party of West Germany, V. Knjoringen, says,
sthe workers and employees are turning into small capitalistss:
To -prove- this they use as an argument tke participation of
the workers in shares. But what do these shares represent?
‘According to the data of the bourgeois statistics themselves,
in the United States only 7 per cent of the population own shares,
whereas the sbares of all the workers do not account evea for
the 02 per cent of the value of all.lbe country’s shares. The
Dupont’ family alone has 10 times more shares than all the
American wcerkeres together, 1.6 per cent of the population in
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lhe USA owns about 50 per cent of the shares of private
corporalions.

The bourgeois ideologists say that also lhe caplkahsts are no
.more capilalist, for they have departed and continue lo depart
from the management of the enterprises. This management has
mow passcd over to the hands of the technocratic administrators
and is allegedly carried out in behalf and in the interest of
the socicly. On this basis they spcak also of a «revolution
.of the managerss. While ‘in fact there can be no question of
any kind of revolution in this direction. Irrespective of wha
administers them, the means of production -are privale proper-
ty of the capilalists, the profils go into their pockets. Managers
are nothing ‘else but lieutenants, representatives of the capita-
lists and carry oul their will They themselves are great share-
holders, ensure great privileges and incomes from their posts,
they appropriate a part of the increment value created by
the workers. The separation of lhe funclioning capilal from the
owner capital does not in the least change the essence of
the capitalist order, as an order based on the exploitation ot

“man by man.

The indispuiable facts speak not of filling but of deepening of
the gap between classes in capitalism. The poor and the
tich are two poles lurning ever more away from each other.
According to the data of the bourgeois press itself, 0.5 per
cent of the population in the United States of A'ner'ca own
25 per cent of all the private riches, 5 per cent of the British
have in their hands 3 4 of such riches, while 5 per cent of ths
French have 67 per cent of the riches under private personal
ownership.

THE REVOLUTIONARY POSSIBILITIES OF tHE WORKING
CLASS ARE INEXHAUSTIBLE

Faced with indisputable facts, some other bourgeois and
reformist ideologists do not negate the existence of the working
class, but they say that it is no more a revolutionary class,

for it bas allegedly bourgeoisified and it has been integrated

into the capitalist system. H. Marcuse, American theoretician

“of bourgecis radicalism, in his work <End of Utopias, openly

/

says that the working class of the capitalist countries <has
been definitely integrated into a systera and adcpts a negative
stand towards the necessity of radical transfermations. The
French sociolegist R. Aron admils that the working class has
given up revolutionary transformation because it can reach
its aims also within the framework of the capitalist order.
Whereas the .other French socnologlst and economist J. Chaverny
writes that the working class is neither capable nor prepared
to becoming a Icading class. Another wcllknoun ideologist cof
the bourgeoisic, J. K. Golbrmlh, is secking, in contrast with
the objeclive reality, to ignore and wipe out ciass borders
between the proletariat and the bourgeo:sle under the condi-
tions of the esocicty of abundances which remains the socicty
of the exploitation of those cxnropriated on the part of the

cwners of the micans of production.
It is true that the monopoly bourgeoisie, by g:vmg some

crumbs from its super-profils, corrupts a part of the workers
and greates of them the socalled worker aristocracy. But,
although this section has greatly increased, especially in the
developed capitalist countries, yet it makes up a small minori-
ty in the total number of the working class. And it is precisely
this scction and not the whole of the working class that has
been bourgeoisified and inlcgrated "into the capitalist system.
The bourgcois and reformist ideologists purposely identify

the worker aristocracy with the whole of the working

class.
Life has confirmed and continues to confirm Lenin‘s idea that
the working class under the conditions of capilalism manifcsts

two tendencies in its political and economic activity. On the -

one hand there is the tendency of arranging one’s self comfor-
tably and well in the conditions of capitalism, which is reali-
zable only for a small section of the proletariat, for ils high
section. On the other hand there is the tendency to come at
the head of all the working and exploited masses for the
revolutionary overthrow of the domin/alion of capilal in general
(See.v. I. Lenin, Works, Albanian edition, vol. 27, page 23S).

Witk the development of the productive forces, thanks to the
struggle of the working class and labouring masses and under
the inflvence of the ideas and victories of socialism, the bour-
geoisie of the developed capitalist countries has been compelled
to make te the working people some concessions in the field
of welfare, with a view to creating the. material base and the
ideological atrnosphere to hold them slaves to the bourgeoxs
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«the working class has ceased being a ferment of the revolu-
tions.

But Marxism has never automatically linked the revolutionary
character of the working class with its living standards. In

reality, - proletariat is the most revolutionary class of society
not oni. ecause 1t is the poorest and the most pain-stricken
class. T - situation of millions of small peasants, of the other

poor masses of the city and of thousands upon thousands of
lumpenproletarians is by no means better, it is indeed worse
than that of the proletariat, and nevertheless this does not
cause them to be more revolutionary than the proletariat. The
revolutionarism of the proletariat is connected also with a
series of other objective and subjective factors. Relating to
this question the 6th Congress of the PLA pointed out that
sthe conditions making the working class the decisive force
of the present-day social development, ithe leading force of the
struggle for the revolutionary transformation of the capitalist

‘world-have not changed at alls.

The working class in capitalism is the only class that has
nothing to lose from revolution. It is more than any other
class interested in upsetting the old exploiting relations of
production. Asra class owning nothing except its labour power,
as a class connected with the big modern production, which
has reached today a high degree of concentration, as a class
with great possibilities for education and organization, which
bas its own scientific thecory and its own political leading
headquarter, the working class not only is the most revolutio-
nary class, but also the sole class that can play the lcading
role in the struggle for socialism.
On the other side, it must be pointed out that the pushing
of the working class and of the other labouring masses (o
revolution does not come about only from the economic factor,
from ke material situation of their livelihood, but also from
other causes not less important. The general political crisis
which served as an objective basis for the outburst of the
people’s revolution in Albania, was created in the first place
by political factors, such as the question of national liberation.
Also loday ihie throwing of the masses into revoiution can come
about not only from simply economic factors, such as poverty,
miscry, the deep economic crises, bul also from political and
social factors, from the anti-pcpular and aggresive policy
of the bourgeois ruling circles, from the danger of fascism,
from the elimination or limitation of national sovereignty
and indcpendence, from the loss of or threat lo the democratic
freedoms and rights, etc.
Of course, this dees not mean at all, as the bourgeocis ideolo-
gists advocate, that the economic interests and demands of the
working class and of the other labouring people in the
capitalist countries have allegedly been fulfilled and that in
this direction there is no trcuble whatever for them. From
the economic viewpoint, tco, there arc a series of factors
pushing the masses to struggle, as the increase of exploitation,
the broadening of the gap between the great intensification of
the work and the small increase of wages, the social conse-
guences of the technical-scientific revolution, which leads to the
climination of many traditional professions, to the increase
of fcar for he morrow, to the firing out. in the strcets of
many workers, to the increase of difficulties for the younger
gencrations to find jobs, etc. These difficulties increase further
as a result -of the deepening of the contradiction between the
high level of the productive forces and the limited
purchasing power of the masses, as a result of tke fear
of the working people .to lose even those that they have
gained by their struggle in the living  standard, as a
result of the increase of inflation, high cost of living,
militarism, taxes, etc. Even. such very much developed
countrics as the United States of America, are unable to
cope with the burning and- great problems of poverty,
unemployment, lodging, medical service, which seriously
worry the labouring masses.
The most convincing argument to refute all the inventions of
the bourgeois and reformist idcologists is life itself, the deve-
lopment of the working class struggle, the waves of which
are rising ever higher in all the capitalist countries. The wor-
kers taking part in strikes and demonstrations are counted
by millions. In some countries, as in France and Italy, these
strikes have assumed colossal proportions shaking the founda-
tions of the bourgeois order. The class struggle is encompassing,
besides the working class, also other broad sections of the
population: peasants, rank and file office workers, progres-
sive intellectuals, women and especially school youth. The
circle of their demands is broadcning and the struggle for
economic, social and cultural interests is being ever more
integrated with the political struggle. This integration has
today also a stronger objective basis. The growth of the
monopoly-state capitalism and of the role of the capitalist state
generally in the whole national life, which is noticed every-
where, creates such a situation that every struggle, from the
very logic of things, assumes a political character, for the wor-
kiug people clash with the capitalist state which stands guard
over the inlerests of the bourgevisie
All this shows that the working class is a class with great anc
inexhaustible revolutionary potential, that the class struggis
is not a enostalgy of the revolutionaries "that have become
outmodeds, as the propagandists of <neocapitalism» say, bu
a realistic, objective and inevitable fact showing thal the
working class intcrests are irreconcilable with those of the
bourgeoisie and that the sole road to its liberation from
capitalist oppression and cxploitation is the carrying through
to the end of this historic struggle.

WITHOUT THE LIBERATION OF THE WORKING CLASS

FROM THE INFLUENCE OF THE BOURGEQIS AND

REVISIONIST IDEOLOGY ITS REVOLUTIONARY CAUSE
CANNOT BE LED ONWARD

It is a fact that today the working class, especially in the
capitalist countries of Western Europe and North America, has
not come out yet with great revolutionary deeds. The reason
for this situalion is that many workers are under the influcnce

of the bourgeois and reformist ideology and are not aware
of their mission. The socalled esocicty of consumplion=, by
its reforms of spiritual enslavement of the working pcople
through the «power of things-, intreduces clemenls of obourgeoi-
sification into a considerable. part of the workers. The working
class in these countries finds itseif from morn till night under
the strong pressure of an all-round and continuous propaganda
in service of the bourgecisie. The high concentration of the
economic, poiitical, ideolegical and cuilural power in the hands
of the bourgeoisie resulis in lhat tie life of the present-day
capitalist society is delermincd to a very large extent by the
policy of the ruling class. And wien the conscience of the
working class is low, the concessions the bourgeoisie is con-

pelled to make to it lead to the rise and spreading of all’

sorts of reformist illusions in jts foid.

The bourgeois and reformist ideologists are seeking to use
this temporary situation as an argument to negate the hegemo-
n7 of the proletariat, its historic mission. But X. Marx has
said more than 1C0 years ago that the communists accept
-the world historic role-of the proletariat not because they
consider the proletarians as god. On the contrary, this role
stems from the fact that «...man lost himself in the proleta-
riat... It is not a question whether at this moment this or that
proletarian or the entire proletariat secs his aim, The question
is what the prolelariat is in reality and what is it historically
bound to do in compliance with this being of it (K. Marx and
E. Engels, Works, Russian edition, vol. 2, page 40).

On the other side, it must be painted out ‘that the infection
of a part of the proletariat by t.2 bourgeois and reformist
ideology is not only an objective ¢ isequence of the capitalist
cevelopment. In this direction a great negative influence has
been and continues to be exerted by the betrayal of the mo-
derti revisionists. By their opportunist viewpoints about the
peaceful road, peaceful coexistence, struclural reforms, par-
liamentary illusions, the collaboration with the bourgeoisie and
ts partics, the modern revisionists have pa:soncd the conscien-

ce of the working class and of the toiling masses and have
paralyzed lo a large extent their rcvoh_liondry activity. As a
result of the revisionist betrayal, the working class in many
countrics was boreaved .oi its revolulionary vanguard and
remained disarmed in he Tace of the bourgeoisie, in the face

of ils rcactionary power and ideology.

Under these conditions the liberation of the working class from —

the influence of the bourgeois influence :cannot be achieved
without waging a determined and through to the end struggle
against modern revigionism, the most dangerous and the mest
powerful agency cf the beurgeoisie in the present-day labcur
movement. Without this struggle the revclutionary cause of
the workicg ciass cannat be carried onward. Herein lies the
great importance of the struggle being waged today by the
Marxist-Leninists against modern revisionism and of the crea-
tion of the new Marxist-Leninist parties which are everywhere
taking in lhicir hands the banner of the revoluhon abandoned
by the revisionists. ;

In this framework a special importance, ~ the 6th Congress
of the PLA pointed out, —~ is assumed by the struggle also in
the fold of the reformist trade unions, against the line and the
stand of their bourgeois chieftains for their exposure and isola-
tion from the masses, for it is a fact that social-democracy
and the modern revisionists are seeking to use the incorpora-
-tion of the workers in these trade unions in order to curb
their revolutionary impetus, to suppress their militant spirit
and transform them into a class docile. and submiited to the
capitalist bosses.

WORKING CLASS AND  INTELLIGENTSIA. AGAINST
TECHNOGCRATISM AND INTELLECTUALISM

All the efforts of the bourgeois and reformist ideologists to
negate the historic mission of the working class, its hegemony
in the world revolutionary process are needed by them to
affirm their technocratic and intellectualist theories which
have become dominating theories of the time in the capitalist
world. T<chnocratism and intellectualism, comrade Enver Hoxha
has said, are the offspring and food of bureaucracy; they are
a perfection of bureaucracy in complicance with the great
role that science and technology have assumed in the develop-
ment of society, they are an expression of lhe bourgeois ideo-
logy and policy at the f)rcscht stage of .the monopoly
capital.

According to the ideologists of tcchnochrahsm and intellectua-
lism, the unfolding of the technical and scientific revolution
is leading to such a growth of the weight and role of the
technical and scientific iotelligentsia that it is turning into
a e«new class= which is allegedly shifting the role of both the
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working class and the bourgeoisie and is taking into its own
hands the whole direction of the country. Thus, in their opinion,
present-day capitalism is undergoing a qualitative change. The
place of old capitalism is now being taken by the enew indu-
strial society= or spost-industrial societys, the scybernetic-
elcch'omc society= or more bnefly the ecyberlronic socictys:
In this society, they say, it is pbo more financial plutocracy
that will reign, but meritocracy, i.e. the intciligent and clever
scientists in intellectual technology. There is allegedly being
created a new type of production relations which are charac-
terized by the intellectualization of all the social ties. The wor-
king class will disappear and the overwhelming majorily of
the population will be employed in the sectors of services
and in those work places where swhite collars men are
working.

In reality, despite the perceptible changes that the technical-
scientific revolution brings about in social relations, in the
situation of the classes and of tne social strata, in the political
superstructure and in the ideology of scciety, these changes
bave not led nor can they lead to an automatic transformation
of capitalist society, to something qualitatively entirely diffe-
rent. They are changes which are made within the framework
of the bourgeois order, changes which do not affect the foun-
dations of-the economic and political rule of the bourgeoisie.
The technical-scientific revolution prepares all the material
premises for the transformation of tne capitalist society on
socialist bases, but it can never replace the prolelarian social
revolution, which is the only means by which this transforma-
tion can be done.

One of the most important socxal conscquences of the techni-
cal-scientific revolution is no doubt the increase of the weight
and of the role of the intelligentsia. This is related to the fact
that present-day science has become a direct productive force,
that not only industrial production but all the other sectors
of economy and culture cannot successfully. develop if not
based on science. The thirst for greatest possible profits and
life and death competition compel the bourgevisie and its state
to make ever larger investnenis in the development of science
and technology. In the most develeped countries the number
of scientific rssearches is doubled in every 7-8 years. The
timelimils separating a scientific discovery from its practical
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implementation and industrial use are being curtailed. The
number of students in higher schools and of the engineering-

“technical personnel as against the tolal number of the working

people is growing. .

But all this by no means testifies to what the bourgeois and
reformist ideologists speak about — that the intelligentsia is
allegedly turnmg into a new class which is taking ioto its
hands not onlv the whole direction of npational life, but is
allegedly becoming also the decisive force producing the ma-
terial blessings. =In spite of the increase of the weight of the

intelligentsia in the present-day society, — the 6th Congress’

of the PLA pointed out, — in spite of the changes suf(ered by
the position, character and role of its work as welt as the
class makcup of this stratum, it is not a class in itself. The
intelligentsia is a stratum standing between the different clas-
ses of the society and which comes from various classes...
it has never been and it cannot be an indecpendant social-
political forces.

In our times, with the great increase of the inlelligentsia, with
the change of its class makeup, especially of the engincering-
technical intelligentsia, which is partly formed also of the
middle strata and representatives of the working pcople, and
in conpection with the fdct that a part of the inlelligectsia
suffers from capitalist oppression and exploitation, the stand
lowards it assumes a special imporlance, the possibilites of
the alliance of the working class and the progressive strata
of the inlclligentsia increase. But in connection with this ques-
tion three things must be pointed out:

First, taking into consideration the important position which
the intelligentsia is holding, the bourgeoisie is seeking by all
the ways and means to corrupt it materially and, spiritually,
to betler place it at its service in order to oppress and exploit
the working people and to strangle the revolution. «The capi-

talist bourgeoisic, — comrade Enver Hoxha says, — trains iis
cadres w:th definite political-ideological tendencies so as to
rule by their mcans over the working class, to direct and

cxploit it and deceive it through demagogy in order to perpe-
tuate thereby its rules.

Second. by its very class and social position, by the charac-
ter and conditions of work, the intelligentsia is characterized,
as V. I. Lenin has said, by individualism, by the incapacity
to be disciplined and organized, by instability and political
waverings, by the mixture of the opposite primciples and view-
points, .by the manifestations of intellectual arrogance to rise
above others, by academic discussions and incapacity for con-
crete actions, etc.
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Thizd, also the progressive part of the intelligentsia, if it is
to play its role and make its important contribution to the
revolutionary movement, must merge with the broad masses
of the working people, be included in the gcneral trend of
the revolution, accept and place itself under the leadership of
the proletariat and of its Marxist-Leninist party.

«All the rcvolutionary forces fighting for the overthrow of
the bourgeois order, comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out at the
5th Congres of the PLA, can achieve victory only if they merge
themselves with the struggle of the working class, if they re-
cognize and accept its leading role and that of the M&rx@si—
Leninist proletarian party. This is an historic necessity. Any
dker alternative leads to adventurism and defeate

WORKING CLASS AND MODERN REVISIONISM

As servants and allies of the bourgeoisie also the modern revi-
sionists echo the propaganda of the bourgeois ideologists, they
aave appropriated the technocratic and intellectualist theories
and pegate the historic mission of the working class, its
leading role in the struggle for socialism and communism.

AGAINST THE PREACHING OF SPONTANEITY

.

To V. L. Lenir belongs the great merit of having been the
first in the history of Marxism that discovered the ideological
rools of opportunism which consist precisely in advocating
spontaneity in the labour movement.
Fellowing in the wake of the old opportunists of the IT interna-
lionale, the modern revisionists, too, have completely slipped
inio the positions of the ill-famed theory of the productive
forces and megate the role of the conscious factor, of the
working class Jeadership and of its revolutionary party, in
the struggle for the socialist transformation of socicly. Accor-
ding to them, the technical-scientific revolution has given
such an impulse to the development of the productive forces
in-the present-day capilalist countries that a spontaneous and
objective push towards socialism comes from them.. This push,
they say, has become still more imperative and realistic because
of the change of the balance of power to the advantage cof
sociaiisrn. Proceeding from these positions, many revisionists
present present-day capitalism as an almost non-capitalist order
into the fold of which socialist «clements», aforcess and «ten-
dencies= are willy-nilly finding their way. '
Hence the modern revisionists draw two anti-Marxist and
counterrevolutionary conclusions. ] :
The first revisionist conclusion is that, under these condilions,
the socialist’ transformation of society “can . be done ever
without the need of the proletarian revolution, through reforms
and on a peaceful road, using for this purpose the bourgeois
state itself, the nature of which cau gradually change to the
advanlage of the working people. Thus, they wipe out any
distinction between revelulion and evolution, between revo-
lution and reforms. These notions, according to the Sovict
author Drabkin, have in our time drawn so near to each
other that they would be an entirely incomprehensible and
irrealistic thing not only to the Marxists of the past century
but also to those of the first half of the 20th century. In
order to make the evolulionist and reformist road more con-
vincing, the hack-writers of the Soviet clique refer to the
whole historic development of mankind and strive to prove
that the social revolutions have not been and are not a law
of transition from one economic-social formation to another
higher one, that revolutions have mot been and are mot the
locomotives of histery. They arrive, thus, at the absurd con-
clusion that Jocomotives disapper, whereas cars spontaneously
move in the given direction. *) .
The second conclusion of the modern revisiouists,'\{rhich comes
as the logic continuation of the former, is that as long as
the development towards socialism can be dome also on a
peaceful evolutionary road, by means of reforms, in other
words as long as capitalism can be gradually integrated in
socialism the leading role of the working class and of its
Marxist-Leninist communist party is unnecessary, that bearcrs
and leaders of the process can be also other classes, parties
and social and political forces, beginning with the bourgeoisie,
petty-bourgeoisie, students and intelligents z and ending with
the socialist, social-democratic parties and reactionary trade
unions. Similar theses are preached by the revisionists Garaudy
and Gilas, other known and unknown revisionists in the East
and West.
These preachings of the modern revisionists, as pointed out by
the 6th Congress of the PLA, have become a basis for the
spreading of the most extremist viewpoints which entircly
negate the role of the revolutionary theory and of the working
class party. There have come out men posing as revolutiona-
ries, but they go to such lengths as to say that sin Marx's
theory on revolution there exists neither the place nor the
oeed for the partye, that «Lenins ideas about the party of the
new type are’a revision of Marx's theorys, that «the vanguard
of the revelutisn cannot be equaled with the Marxist-Leninist
party-, that .the vanguard role can be carried out also by
an -active minority= that comes oul as a «ferment= of the
revolution, that «revolutionary conscicnce and organisation
can be formed spontancously in the process of the spontaneous
development of the movements, etc., etc.
‘Even when some of the varicys revisionists and opportu-
nists recognize the nced for the existence of the party they
badly distort the leading role and the organisational prin-
ciples of its construction. They altack in particular the princi-
ple of democralic centralisin, of the unity of thought and action
as well as the fact that the party is the leading force of.

the whole revolutionary activity in every field it is conducted
~ political or ecocnomic, ideological or military. Some conceive
the party as a club of discussions, as an illuminist organisation,
others conceive it as a coordinating and information center,
some others identify the party with a military detachment,
with the sguerrillas, still others put the party on a par with
the mass organisations and go on record for the equal «part-
nership= between them, efc., etc.

Refuting all these anti-Marxist preachings which aim at disar-
ming the proletariat politically and organisationally, comrade

Enver Hoxha forcefully pointed out at the 6th Congress of

the PLA that awithout its own party the working class, under
whatever conditious it may live and act, does not spontaneously
become conscious. that «if- the political party with a clear
programme, with a scientific strategy and tactics does not exist,
the struggle either remains_in the middle of the road or
failss, that -the leading role of the working class party in
the struggle for socialism, as well in the conditions of the
existence of one party as in the conditions of the existence
of many parties is an objective laws stemming from the fact
that the struggle for socialism has as a theoretical basis Lhe
ideology of the working class, Marxism-Leninism, and the
communist party of the proletariat is the one bearing, working
out and implementing it.

THE LEADERSHIP OF THE STRUGGLE FOR SOCIALISM
IS THE QUESTION OF THE WORKING CLASS OF EVERY
COUNTRY

In order to prove their viewpoints that allegedly the transition
to socialism is possible without the leadership of the working
class and its Marxist-Leninist party, the revisionists quote as
an cxarﬁple a scries of underdeveloped countries that have been
liberated from the colonial domination of imperialism aud
which allegedly have engaged or are engaging in socialism
through the socalled =nom-capitalist road of developments.
The development on this road - the propagandists of the
Soviet Khrushchevian revisionists write ~ can begin.under the
leadership of any democratic class: the working class, peasan-
try, the petty-bourgeoisie of the city, in some countries even
the intelligentsia, including also the revolutionary officers,
may be a ‘eading force. Thes say that the hegemeciy or the
Marxist-Leninist party in the struggle for socialism, as a gene-
ral taw, has o do with the development of socicty as a whole
and not with the deveclopmient of each individual country.
Thercfore, in a serics of countries where there are no Marxist
parties, according to them, the vanguard role can be played
also by tie class vrions of the p.olctariat -’tbe trade unions
or other democratic p.:.iies and organisations.

Fecling that these arguments are not so much convincing
and are not confirmed by jife, the Khrushchevfan revisionists
are seeking to adduce also other arguments. They say that
there where the weak development of the. proletariat does not -
allow it lo play the role of hegemon in the revolutionary mo-
vemcnl, this vangaard role in this or that form can be fulfilled
by the triumphant proletariat of/the socialist countries.

But how do the socialist countries play the role of the hegemo-
ny of the proletariat in the underdeveloped countries to draw
them towards socialism? It is known that there is no other-
road than through the internal factor. But in these countries
pawer is held by various exploiting classes, mainly the na-
tional bourgeoisie and landiords. According to the revisionists
it comes out that triumphant socialism has allegedly such a
magic power as to be able to convince even the bour-
geois and fcudals not only to accept the socialist road but also

"to lcad the development of the country on this road (!)

Triumphant socialism exerts a grcat and all‘round influcnce on
the peoples of other countries by its example,-aid and support,
but all this can never replace the direct leadership of the
revolution which is the duty of the working class and of its
Marxist-Leninist party of each country. The Soviet revisionists
purposely merge these two things in order to impose - their
traitorous policy on the oppressed nations and peoples or
newly liberated from colonialism, to subjugate and exploit
them, to realize their expansionist and imperialist objectives
for the sake of which they sacrifice and strangle the revo-

lution in these countries, : :
The weak deveclopment of the proletariat in these countries, as

shown also by the experience of our couniry, cannol-serve
as an argument to negate its hegemony. The question is that
th-e_wor};ing class does not play its leading role direcily but
through its party, and this parly can be created even there
where the working class is small in number and politically
and organisationally not formed. The proletarian class makeup
is of very great importance to the revolutionary character of
the party. But this is not all. «...whether a party is really a
worker political party or not, ~ V. L. Lenin has said, — this
depends not only on whether it is made up of workers but also
on who leads it and what is the content of its actions and
of its political tactics. Only the latter determines whether we
have really to do with a political party of the proletariats
(V. I. Lenin, Works, Albanian edition, ~vol. 31, page
285).

In many countries liberated frem the colomial rule of impe-
tialism they speak a lot about socialism. But the socialist
theories in these countries are very far from the real theory of
scientific socialism. There are in them many obscure, unclear,
confused, eclectic things; a mixture of the principles of socia-
lism with those of capitalism, of socialist ideology with those
of the bourgesis and religious ideology. These ssocialists theo-
ries are on the one hand a testimony to the popularity of socia-
lism, of the attractive force of its ideas, they are an expres-
sion of the cfforls to find a pew way out from poverty aand
backwardness; on the other hand they are an attempt of the
bourgecisie and the other reactionary. forces to deceive the
masses and to turn them away from the real road of the strug-
gle for socialism. : -

Speaking about this question at the 6!k Congress of the PLA,
comrade Enver Hoxha pointed out that sthe Marxist-Leninists
hail and support any sincere inclination and aspiration towards
socialism, but at the same time they point out that socialism
in every country has won and can win only on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism and under the leadership of the working
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class and of its party armed with the proletarian world
outlooks,

THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT ARD THE
LEADING ROLE OF THE WORKING CLASS AND s

- PARTY .

Ihe Khrushchevian revisionists accept in words the leading
role of the working class in socialism and say that this role
will end only whenm communism will have been ultimately
built up, when classes will have been completely liquidated.
But how does the working class play this role when the com-
munist party and the state of the dictatorship of the proletariat
are no more of the working class, they have lost their prole-
tarian character and have changed into sparty and state of
7lhe‘~ whole people-?

The Kbrushchevian revisionists, on the basis of the program-
me approved by their XXII Congress, used to explain this by
the fact that the working class is the most advanced, the most
organized, the most united class from the ideopoliticz] view-
poiut, with strong revolutionary traditions, bearer of the ideals
of communism, it is connected with the big industrial production
which coostitutes the basis of the develepment of the whole
economy, it has ils own class organisation, trade unions, which,
in Khrushchev's expression, stand eshoulder to shoulder with
the party in the directing cabin of the caplains.

But is is known that all these conditions exist not only since
the first steps of socialism, but zlready in copilalism. Thea
what is the use of the working class party, the communist par-
ty; what is the use of the dictatorship of the preletariat, why'
was it necessary to wait until the XXII Congress to declare
them as unnecessary? The conditions mentioned by them pro-
vide to the working class only the possibility to be a class
leading the struggle for socialism and communism. But these
possibilities become a reality only when the working class
creates from its fold its own revolutionary party armed with
the scientific world outlook of communism and when after
the overthrow of the beurgeoisie it creates, consolidates and
perfects its state power - the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Without having its own party and without the proletarian
state the acceptance of the leading of the working class is a
big bluff.

So much groundless from the theoretical viewpoint were the--
se socalled arguments that today Khrushchev's successors, the
Brezhnev-Kosygin clique, for definite purposes, have begun to
question them. At present the Soviet propaganda no more
speaks of the aparty of the whole peoples, there are in it even
manipulations with the idea of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. The present-da); Soviel press criticizes those who deatach
the leading role of the working class from the role of the
communist party and defends the viewpoint that in all the
sﬁé&s of the siruggle for comnunism tha leading role of \he
working class is realized through the party.

What dictated this =turning-points and for what purposcs is
it made?

It was dictated above all by the events in Czechoslovakia.
The Czechoslovak revisionists, Dubcek’s partisans and on be-
half of the socalled ssocialism with “uman faces, cpenly rose
against the leading role of the cciumunist party and were
demanding the full restoration of the bourgeois system cf ma-
ny parties, the accelerated restoration of capitalism. One cf
their chieftains, U. Svitak, was noisily declaring that the wor-
king class could perform its mission even without the direc-
ting influence of the communist party, that this rpission shculd
not be mixed with the leading role of the vommunist party in
as much as they are (wo entirely different things. To justify
its aggression in Czechoslovakia the Moscow ruling clique was
com-pelledflo criticize these viewpoints as counterrevolutionary.
But this criticism was a two-edged knife because the Czecho-
slovak revisionists were admitting in fact those same things
which the Khrushchevian revisionists, too, were propagandizing,
with the sole difference that they used to openly say what
the Soviet revisionists were stating in a more camouflaged
way.

The demagogic manoceuvre of the Sovict revisisnists to give
up the term «party of the entire peoples get deceive but the
naive. The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is necither a
party of the entire people nor a party of *he working class,
but a party of the new Sovict bourgeoisic. The change of
terms by no means changes the reaclionary and cousterreva-
lutionary character of this party. They are only washs 3 con-
ceal the Soviet Union’s degencration into a new bourgcois sta-
te and into an imperialist power. People judge cf partics not
by their names and declarations but by their decds, by the
policy they pursue, by the fact as to whose advantage they
are.

The demagegical character of this® manocuvre comes to the
fore also by the fact that the Khrushchevian revisionists, while
having given up the term sparty of the whele peoples, con-
tinue to uphold the viewpoint of the sstate of the wholz peo-
ple-. They say that the working class hegcmony in socialism
is embodied in the dictatorship of the proletariat only at a gi-
ven stage, that the notion of the working class hegemony, in
the hisloric meaning, is broader than the notion of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat. Therefore, they say, while the wor-
king class role extends up to the complete building of the
classless communist socicty, the dictatorship of the proletariat,
as a form of the realisation of this role, is preserved only du-
ring the period of transition from capitalism to socialism and
that with the victory of socialism, with the strengthening of
the social-political and ideological unity of the working peo-
ple it ccases to exist, it turns into a sstate of the entire peo-
ples.

Our Party of Labour has longsince refuted the revisionist
concept of the sstate of the whole peopler as a thorough-going
fraud and has defcnded with argunients the thesis that the dic-
tatorship of the prolctariat is indispensable not only during
the pcriod of lransition from capitalism to socialism, but du-
ring the entire period of tramsition from capitalism to com-
munism on a world-scale because during the whole of this



great historic period the class struggle, the struggle between
the two roads of development - socialist and capitalist — con-
tinues. And as long as this struggle continues the leading role
of the working class is indispencable to emsure the viciory of
the socialist road over the capisalist one, a role which cannot
be understood without the dictatorship of the proletariat. In

final account, the noétiens of socialist state, socialist democra- .

cy, dictatorship of the proletariat express the same thing -
that lhe working class is in power, that it directs and leads
the whole national iife. «The dictatorship of the proletariat, ~
V.1 Lenin has written, — if this Latin scientific historic-philoso-
phical exprcssion is translated into a simple language, means
the following: .
Only a given class, precisely the city workers and in general
the factory workers, the industrial werkers, are in position to
Icad the entire mass of the working people and of the exploi-
ted in the struggle for the overthrow of the yoke of capitalin
the process of this overlhrow itself, in the struggle to preser-
ve and consolidale victory, in the work to create the new so-
cial order, the socialist order, in the whole struggle to com-
pletely liquidate the classese (V.I. Lenin, Selected Works, Al-
banian edition, vol. 1I, page 520).
Every state, as long as it is such, cannot fail to have a class
character, cannot fail to express the leading role of a given
class. Oiherwise it cannot be a state. The class in power uses
the stale precisely as a means to realize its hegemony in the
whole national life. If the (liclatofship of the proletariat, as
the revisionisls say, is only a form of the rcalization_of the
leading role of the working class in socialism, then the hege-
mony of what class does the present-day Soviet state express?
They say that aiso the sstate of the whole peoples is led by the
working clasi which” under these conditions realized this role
through the communist party. The revisionist logic here great-
ly stumbles because it is an anti-Marxist logic. It turns out
that the state is above class, while its leadership is by the
working class. It turns out likewise that the party leading the
stale and the policy it pursues are of the working class, whe
reas the state led by them is allegedly of the whole penple.
Seeking to avoid one contradiction, thé revisionists create the-
reby other contradictions. You canl’ help it, such is the revi-
sionist logic.
With such «theoreticals acrobatic feats the Khrushchevian revi-
sionists are seeking to conceal what cannot be concealed, the
complete negation on their part of the leading role of the
working class in the struggle for socialism and communism.
They need them in order to cloak the restoration of capitalism
and the transition to social-imperialism with a more revolu-
tionary phraseology, to throw dust in the eyes of the Sovief
people and the world public opinion that the present-day
Kremlin clique is allegedly making «correctionss., that it is al-
legedly returning to healthy or at least healthier Marxist-Le-
pinist positions. This’ whole demagogy must be exposed and
destrayed through to the end.

THE PARTY OF LABOUR OF ALBANIA AND TH
WORKING CLASS &

In contrast with and in struggle agajnst all the preachings
of the bourgeois ideciogists and the modern revisionists, the
Party of Labour of Albania has defended and continues to
defend with determination the Marxist-Leninist viewpoint about
the leading role of the working class, it has consistently
carried it out in practice in all the stages of the revolution
and socialist construction and is developing it further in
compliance with the present-day conditions of the full con-
struction of socialist society. - :
As far back as during the National Liberation Struggle the
PLA refuted the views of those who, under the pretext of
the absence of a developed working class, -were negating
the- possibility of the creation of the party and of its leading
role in revolution. The Party did not wait for the creation
of a developed working class, but it strongly relied on
the existing one, it created and strengthened its alliance
with the peasantry which was constitutin§ the overwhel-
ming majority of the population, and by its work, struggle
:and correct line came out at the bead of the people as the
sole leading force of their liberation struggle.

In spite of the genecral anti-imperialist and démocratic charac-
ter of the revolution in the first stage, the Party insisted from
the very beginning on its leadership by the working class, it
did not allow the sharing of the lcadership with other political
organisations,. such as «Balli Kombdlare and «Legalitetis, it
preserved its full independence -on the Nationa! Liberation
Front and this became the decisive factor that led the libe-
ration struggle of the people to victory and opéned the
road of socialist development of our country.

Also after the country's liberation from the foreign fascist
occupationists and traitors to the pcop'e, the Party carried
out a determined struggle as well against the viewpoints of
the Yugeslav revisicnists, who were negating the leading
role of the communist party and were preaching its merger

in the democratic front, as against any atlempt to share poli- -

tical power with other classes and parties at home. Although
acting under the conditions of a backward agricultural ccunlcy
with a mainly peasant population, the Party has known how
lo defend and strictly carry out the leading role of a working
class party in the system of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, without which, as V. I Lenin has said, there is no
dictatorskip of the proletariat,

In the struggle for the further revolutionisation of the
country’s life which burst forth especially after the 5th Con-
gress of the PLA in November 1966, the Party has forcefully
stressed the need for the strengthening cf the role of the wor-
king class as the class in power and the lcading one. This
is one of the most fundam:n‘al ideas without which this
great revolutionary process, aimed at continually lcading the
-evolution onward, at ensuring the victory of the socialist

road over the capitalist road, cannot be understood and reali-
zed.

On this question our Party proceceds from the Marxist-Leninist
thesis that the historic mission of the working class doecs
not end with the building of the first stage of the com-
munist society —- socialism, but this mission will continue
up to communism and it will end only when its complete and
final victory will have been ensured. As a wl'esult, for as long
a time will preserved also the party of the working class and
the latter’s slate power ~ the dictatorship of the proietariat
Without the rule of the working class, without its leadershin,
which is realized through the prolelarian parly aad state,
and without its control from above and below, not only no
forward stride can be made on the road of communism, but
any violatior: of them inevitably leads to the bourgeois dege-
neration of socialism.

Our parly atlaches a special importance, abdve all, to the
establishiment of correct relations between the cadres and the
intelligentsia in general and the working class. The cadres,
the intelligentsia have their own deserved place and play a
great role in the socialist society. But the Party stresses thal,
without underevaluating their necessity and contribution, we
should strongly rely on the working class as the class in
power and the leading one, as the decisive force for the
production of the material blessings and for the whole develop-
ment of the society on the road of socialism and communism.

sLes us never forget this, - comrade Enver Hoxha l;:aches. -
otherwise .... we unwillingly create the erroneous opinion that
these are crcated only by the intelligentsia, a =new classs, as
s occurring in the Soviet Union and in all the other countries
where the revisionisls are making law:= In these counlries,
comrade Enver Hoxha continues, «....there was created a
broad stratum of cadres, an intelligentsia with dangerous tea-
dencies and inclinations, a stratum with bourgeois features,
issued from the working class and the cooperated peasantry,
which has received education under the socialist regime, it has
been trained in socialist schools and umiversities, bul which
has buieaucralized, it has degencrated, for the reason that it
has been given an estrasrdinary importance, to such an extent
that it managed to become the master, it took power in its
hand z2nd now it ignores the working class, collective farm
peasantry, Marxism-Leninism™ which it falsifies in theory and
practices,

Drawing lessons from this sad experience, our Parly has
taken of late a serics of mecasures of great principled impor-
tance for the strengthening of the ties of the cadres and intélli-
gentsia with the werking class and the working people in gene-
ral, such as the curtaiiment of the personnmel of administra-
tive crgans, the lowering of high pays, the rotaticn and par-
ticipation of the cadres in directly productive work together
with the werkers and peasants, their placing under the direct
control of the working class and the working masses, the
determination of their posilion not only from above but also
from below, the reorganfsation of the school, ete.

The importance of the measures consists in that not only to

educale the cadres and the intclligentsia, but also place
them under such conditions as to never consider themselves
as lcaders and commanders of the working class, never place
themselves above the class and above the working people but
consider themselves everywhere and always as servants of the
working class, servanis of the people and together they should
manage,- work and produce. This is one of the most effective
roads to prepare right now the premises of the communist
society. witkout class distinctions, where all the working pes-
ple should directly work in preduction and at the same time
they all be able to study, think, create, manage.

‘Of special importance to the increase of the working class
role is the increase, in all the links of our life, of the leading,
managing and organizing role of the working class party, and
the improvement of the class makeup of its ranks, especially
of its leading organs. y -

In the process of socialist consiruction the role of the party
does not weaken, as the revisionnists preach, but it keeps
growing; the more complicated the tasks and the broadcr
and more active the participation of the masses in this direc-
tion is the more this role grows. Our Party has criticized all
those viewpoints which lead to the weakening of its rolec and
which are propagandized by the revisionists under the labels
of «party of the whole peoples or «party of the masses», «illumi-
nist parlye seconcmic partys =unique party= or a =partner
party, equal to the other parties and mass organisationss.
One of the most important causes of the revisionist degenera-
tion of many communist partics was the deproletarization and
intellectualization of their leading organs which fell into the
hands of the bureaucrats, technocrals and bourgeoisied intel-
Jectuals. V. 1. Lenin had longsince warned against such a
danger. He used to say that he would prefer the party commit-
tees had 8 workers for every 2 intellectuals. Bearing in mind
these teachings as well as the conditions created our Party has
taken in these recent years effective measures for the further
ir:provement of the class makeup of its leading bedies, bringing
into them more workers and working people who even after
this continue to directly work in production. This orientation
-is valuable also to all the other organs of the state, economy
and mass organisations.

Finally, of special importance are comrade Enver Hoxha's
ideas about the direct control of the working class over every-
body and everything. They ‘are another new contribution to
the Marxist-Leninist doclrine about .the working class role
in the system of the dictatorship of the proletariat. The new
coasists in the fact that the working class fulfills and must
‘fulfill its controlling role not only from above, through the
party and the proletarian state, but also from below, directly
as a class. This is of vital importance. :

The sad experience of the revisionist tragedy in the Soviet
Union and elsewhere showed thal the working class and thz
labouring masses not only at the beginning found themsel-
ves unprepared and were caught off base, but even later on
lbey fell into passiveness and could not react by force against
the revisionist betrayal. Our Party is striving never to allow
such a situation. It is working to make the working class
fully aware of its mission not only as the main productive’
force, but also as the main political force which must hold

‘tightly and with a high comscience in its hands the banner
of the revolution and socialism and simmash out by its powertul

fist any ccunierrevolutionary plot by whocver it may be framed
up and from whalever side it may come.

From this viewpoint the direct control of the working people
is onc of the mcst effective roads for the defence and consoli-
ldation of the dictatorship of the proletariat, for the consolida-
tion and the successful development of the whole of our socia-
list order. As pointed' cut by the 6th Congress of the PLA,
the direct control of the working class «is one of the most
concrete expressions of the leading role of the working class
and of proletarian democracy in action. It constitutes a sharp
weapon in the struggle against burcaucratism and alien influ-
ences in social life and in the conscicnce of the working people,
a very much cffective form of prolectarian education -of the
working class itsclf; it is a powerful encouragement to lead
socialist construction onward. We sce in the worker control
one of the fundamental guarantees: to avert the danger of revi-
siofism and of turning back to capitalisme,

The measures adopted by the PLA for the strengthening of
the leading and coniroling role of the working class are
measures directed against bureaucratism, technocratism and
intellectualism and are aimed at defending and carrying for-
ward the revolutio’y and the cause of socialism in Albania.
They are by no means directed against the inotelligentsia, as
the bourgeois and revisionist ideclogists slanderously state.
The Party has always correctly appraised the place and role
of the intelligentsia and' has done a great work for its growth
and education, creating a large army of intellectuals loyal to
the working class and its revolutionary ideals. The whole thing
is to most correctly understand the place and the role of the
working class and the intelligentsia, not to put things upside
down as the revisionists have put them.

The iolelligentsia must deeply understand and accept with
full conviction that im Albania it is the working class, the la-
bouring people that are in power; that the intelligentsia issued
from their fold must merge with them and serve them with
loyalty and devotion. Not in intellectual haughtiness, in claims
to leadership, in the idealization of its talents and abilities,
but in the service to the working class and the people, in
placing all its mental and physical abilities at the service of
socialism, herein does the intelligentsia sce and must see its
mission in our socialist society. «The aim of the Party. comrade
Enver Hoxha said at the 6th Congress, is to preserve the intci-
ligentsia pure and revolutionary, to closely link it with the
workers and peasants, to make it capable of facing by itself
the alien bourgeois and revisionist influences, fighting, as until
now, with determination for the great cause of the working
class and the peoplels
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REFORMIST AND REVISIONIST

TRADE UNIONS IN THE
SERVICE OF THE BOURGEOISIE

by FILIP KOTA

HISTORICALLY, THE ORGANISATION OF THE WORKING CLASS INTO TRADE
UNIONS CAME ABOUT AS A RESULT OF THE DETERMINED AND CONSISTENT
STRUGGLE OF THE PROLETARIAT AGAINST THE BOURGEOISIE TO WIN ITS
RIGHTS. THIS CONSTITUTED A GREAT VICTORY FOR THE PROLETARIAT, IN AS
MUCH AS THE WORKERS, FROM INDIVIDUALS, UNITED INTO AN IMPORTANT
ORGANIZED FORCE IN STRUGGLE AGAINST THEIR COMMON ENEMY, THE BOUR-

GEOISIE.

Of course, the bourgeoisie never re-
conciled itself to this reality. It resorted

- to all the mecans of violence, including

the most savage ones, to stop this pro-
cess. It was only due to the fierce class
struggle of the proletarlat the growth
of its consciousness, and its insistance on
organizing itseclf, that the bourgeoisie was
compelled at last to accept the trade
unions as representatives of the working
class, but without giving up for a single
moment its aims and practices either to
destroy or to weaken them, to ‘deprive
them of their militant spirit, and to
render them harmless to its class inte-
rests. Precisely in such conditions, the
bourgeoisie began to use, on an increa-
singly wider scale, along with its usual
methods of violence, the methods of ideo-
logical diversion in the trade union mo-
vement, so as to introduce opportunist,
reformist and pacifist views and practi-
ces in it, to render it harmless to its
fundamental interests and to check and
manipulate it, turning it into a tool which
would help to conserve and strengthen
its system of exploitation. The monopoly
bourgeoisie has seen that the methods of
diversion in the trade union movement
are the most effective, Pparticularly in the
present conditions, when the general crisis
of capitalism is deepening with ‘every
passing day, when the serious economic
crises, the continuous. inflation, the in-
crease of unemployment, the rise in pri-
ces and other phenomena of this kind
are shaking the rotten capitalist system

to its foundations, the working class

struggle is intensifying, and the class
conflicts between the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat have greatly sharpe-
e : =

The sources and development of oppor-
tunism and reformism, as regressive and
reactionary trends in the ranks of the
working class, are defined by a series
of socio-cconomic conditions, and they
must be sought in the ideological pressure

and influence of the bourgeoisie on a part,

©of the proletariat, in those economic cir-

eumstances'-when capitalism develops in .

relative epeaces in the heterogenous com-
position of the working class, ete. Such
factors created opportunist views and re-
formist illusions in a part of the workmg
t):lass, and contributed thereby to the
extension of opportunist and reformist
'ftends which extended to the. trade union
movement too.

The reformist and rews:omst _trade
union centres base then- activity on class
collaboration with the- bourgeoisie and
the capitalist state, on the inviolability
of the bourgeois order and private ow-
nership and on diverting and separating
the trade union movement from the ge-
neral political movement of the prole-
tariat for _gwlmnal and social liberation.
The trade unions, in their opinion, must
remain a narrow reformist social move-
ment, fighting not to eliminate exploita-
tion and the capitalist order, but to =im-

prove= it, confining themselves only to

immediate economic demands, within -the
framework of the elegalitye of the bour-

:geois system. The reformist and revisio-

nist .trade union centres, by their plat-

form and aalvny have now become de-
fenders of the political domiuuon of

the monopoly bourgeoisie, purveyers of
the bourgeois ideology in the ranks of
the workers, and a social basis for re-
formism and revisionism in the trade
union movement.

Defenders of the pylmccl
domination
of the monopoly bourg.om.

This spirit has permeated the activity
of the reformist trade union centres. The
fundamental function of the most power-
ful trade union centre of the USA, the

American Federation of Labour-Congress’

of Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO) in

accordanee with its constitution, is sthe

defence and preservation of the existing
order,'and its development and improve-
ments. Class collaboration is sanctioned

_ in the programme of the British Trade

Unions as follow: sConsultations are
held every day between the Trade Unions
Congre'ss and the Government depart-
ments, frequently at industrial level, about
all the aspects of working life, as well
as ‘about other national and international
problemss. In Federal Germany, the trade
unions at the grass-roots are replaced
by a kind of internal commission on
which workers and bosses are represented
together. In Switzerland the reformist
trade union chieftains have concluded an
agreement with the employers, aocording
to- which the trade unions pledge to stop
any direct struggle against the bour-
geoisie. In Canada, Australia and in other
cavitalist countries the ' trade union
chieftains agree to labour conflicts being
esettled by law, through the organs and
institutions set up by the local bourgeois
government, such as industrial courts,
conciliation commissions, etce. The Italian
revisionist trade union chieftains go even
farther. “We want the same things the
bourgeoisie wants, and we do not want
to change the system., the secretary-ge-
neral of the Italian General Confederation
of Labour has stated.

Another important aspect of reformism
and revisiocnism at trade union level is
the limitation of the trade union move-
ment only to narrow activity for the
immediate economic demands of the wor-
king class, for demands in the area of
pay increases, the reduction of working

hours, social insurances, etc.

But by waging a purely economic strug-
gle, as Lenin pointed out, the working
class loses its political independence, and
it becomes an appendage of other par-
ties, bourgeois parties, betraying the
great instruction: «The liberation of tbe
workers must be the deed of the workers
themselvess. It is a fact that the refor-
mists and revisionists, by.placing above
everything the struggle for some imme-
diate economic demands only, purposely
strive to hinder the growth of the con-
sciousnes of the working class up to the
level of consciousness for political de-
mands; thus they abandon and sidetrack
the political struggle and actions of the
proletariat against the bourgeonsle, they
deprive the trade union movement of its
class character, and they divert it from
the general political movement of the
prolctariat, from the struggle for the 80~
lution of the great political and social
problems posed by the time.

In order to calm and deceive the wor-
king class and the trade union movement,
and to divert them from the revolutio-
nary struggle, the bourgeoisie -itself is
compelled to make some sconcessionss
to them, often. temporary, or to realize
some reforms, to an extent which does
not affect #s class interests. It wants the
trade unions to be purely an instrument
of the economic struggle of the working
class, and remain a narrow organisafion
whose principal aim would be agreement
from above with the employers on the
conditions for the selling of labour po-
wer.

These reformist principles have been

adopted by the World Federation of Trade
Unions too, whose chicftains are tools
serving the Soviet modern revisionists.
One of its documents reads: «To stress
rather the trade union character of the
WFTU, means to devole more attention
to professional qucstions. claims, and
activities justifying the cxistence of trade.
umons = This is a typlcal tradeunionist

_stand, and shows that the WFTU has

’

fallen deeply into the position of refor-
mist tradeunionism.

Certainly, the economic struggle, as one
of the known forms of the class struggle,
has its own’ place m\he arsenal of the forms
of struggleused by the proletariat in its
clash with the bourgeoisic. But it has been
and remains one of the lowest forms, which
must be combined and lncrcasmgly more
connected with various other actions and
forms of the struggle for social and po-
Iitical rights, the starting point to lead
without fail to battles of a higher level,
to political, final battles, the scizurc of
political power, and liberation from op-
pression and wanton cxploitation by the
bourgeoisie.

Another. thesis of the yeformist and
revisionist trade union ‘bosses who serve
the bourgcoisie is the demand that the
trade unions keep aloof from «ideologys.
Their preachings about the neutrality»
or sautonomy. of the trade union move-
ment from the political party of the
working class, etc, originate from this.
This deception aims to divorce the wor-
king class and the trade union move-
ment from their headquarters, the Mar-
xist-Leninist proletarian political party,
which is their guiding, leading, orga-
nizing and: inspiring force.

The history of the labour and trade
union movement bears witness to the
fact that there car be no social move-
ment deprived of fdcology, that every
soclal movement or organisation has its
own political views by which its practi-
cal activity is guided. The same with the
trade unions: they cannot be excluded
from the policy and idcology of the class
to which they belong and which they
serve. The problem is, which ideology
is to be dominant - the bourgeois, refor-

mi_st, revisionist ideology, or the proleta-

rian, revolutionary, class ideology.

The great noise which the reformist and
revisionist chieftains make about socalled
trade union .autonomys is merely decep-
tion and demagogy to divert the working
class and the tradeunion movement from

‘the revolutionary class struggle, confmmg

the*action of the workmg class and tra-
deunion movement to an area within
bourgeois legality, without impairing the
capitalist system. In fact, by acting in
this way, they make a set political choice
convenient. to the bourgeoisie.

Bearers of bourgeois
ideology

In the ranks

of the working class

The bourgeois ideologists, supported by
the reformists and revisionists, are in-
tensifying their efforts to get all their
ideological baggage into the trade union
.movement, to propagate and spread their
views and stheoriess about the ideslogical
moulding of the working dass and the

tradeunion movement, s6 as to decejve

them and lcad them astray. They are
trying to show that radical changes are
allegedly occurring today in the entire
structure of the capitalist society, that
.capitalism has changed and is gradually
losing its exploiting class character, that
the working class is ceasing to be pro-
‘letarian, that it is being bourgeoisified
‘and integrated within capitalism, that the
class differentiations between it and the

_capitalists continue to narrow etc. These

theses were revived in the ranks of the
tudeunmmovaneak.pamcuhrlyinthue
last 15-20 years; as a result of revi-
‘sionist treachery. ;

The reformist and revisionist trade
union chieftains are spreading in the tra-
deumoumwementtheolhewy of structu-
ral reforms, according to which the ratio
olfmuuandthestrmofup:hlm
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socicty allegedly offer the possnblhty of
change within the framework of the bour-
‘geois system, without a class struggle,
through the legal roads of «nationalisa-
tions, spublic control- over all invest-
ments, the seconomic programmes of the
country, sparticipation of workers in_ad-
mmistermg and running» capitalist enter-
prises, etc. Thus, in their opinion, through
one reform after another, capﬁahsm is
allegedly being transformed into soeia-
lism, «Action for reforms constitutes a
strategy of struggle, and as a result, it
changes the ratio of forces between
classess, the theses of the Zth Congress of
the Italian General Confederauon of La-
bour say.

Reality shows quite the opposite — that
reforms do not change the ratio of forces _
between classes in the capitalist systein,
that they are not decisive, and as such,
they do not solve the fundamental pro-
blems of the working class. Therefore,
a realistic and critical stand must be
adopted towards them, exposing their
thoroughly bourgeois content and essence
in order to eliminate any illusions that
may arise, and to decpen the class cha-
racter of the labour mevement.

Many new theories and theses are being
propagated by bourgeois sociologists to.
show that, as a result of the great pheno-
mena and changes in the world, the mo-
dern capitalist socicty is allegedly being
«renovateds, that ¢lasses are disappearing,
that monopoly capitalism is allegedly
losing its explmtmq and oppressive cha-
racter, that in the «consumer socictys we
are faced with a qualitative change of

“'the-'social ‘and ‘economic position of the

working class, «its gradual disappearances,
its «deproletarianization~ and =integrations
in capitalism, etc, As a result of the tech-
nical and scientific revolution, the refor-
mist and revisionist tradeunion chieftains
declare, in the capitalist society, technical
progress is gradually transformed into
social progress, which allegedly brings
about more m1tcrml goods for the wor-
kers and creates new relations elimina-
ting class differences.

All these bourgeois-revisionist preach
ings aim on the one hand to create
the impression that the oppressive and
explojtative nature of the capitalist so-
ciety is changing, that class differences
are disappearing, thérefore there is no
more nced for class struggle, and on the
other to ncgate the revolutionary cha-
racter and the historical leading role of
the working class, with a view to curbing
and slackcning its militant vigour and
spirit. These theses arc being increasingly
more included in the practice of the re-
formist and revisionist trade unions, which
demand that the role of the trade unions
be one of collaboration with capitalism
and the solution of contradictions through
agreements from above, in the framework
of the bourgeois constitution.

Another thesis of bourgeois ideology
in the ranks of the working class is that
of social «partnership-, loudly propagated
by the reformist and revisionist chieftains
of the trade unions, according to which
all the conditions have allegedly now been
created for the workers so that they
can not only produce but also take a
direct part in administering the capitalist
enterprise, in planning production and

i distrib_uting its income, i.e. the workers

can administer and manage the capitalist
enterprises jointly with the owners. A re-
solution by the reformlst trade unions of
West Germany says, «Today the demand
for cconomic joint administration is the
concern of all' the trade unions, in all
the developed western’ countrics: Thc re-
form)st .trade union chicftains even go so
far as to say that =the workcr'; can place
capital under their direct controla, through
shares they themselves buy.

This whole set of «thcoriess and theses

'to defend -monopoly capitalism, .in open

conflict with working class interests, is
being propagated ‘and ‘sprcad by the re-
formist and revisionist trade union centres
which, by their activity, have become the
bearers of bourgcois idcology in the ranks
of the working class.

Soclal basis of reformist
and revisionist trade
union leadership

The working class aristocracy and tra-
de union burcaucracy have always been
a major. social basis for sprcadmg refor-
mist and revisionist views in the trade
union movement. :

The bourgcoisie and the monopolies,
as in the past so at present too, are striv-
ing to corrupt - and win over the most
wavering part of the worklng class, which
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is mainly represented by qualified wor-
kers, by the socalled sworking class aris-
tocracye, and transform it into an oppor-
tunist and reformist petty bourgcoisie
which fears the revolution. As Stalin des-
cribed it, this «... is the higher stratum
of the- working class, the most secure
part of the proletariat, which tends to
cffect compromise with the bourgeoisie,
and reconcile itself with and submit to
the more powerful, aiming thereby to
enter their rankss,

This worker «élites gradually divorces
itself from the mass of the working class,
embarks on the road of ‘collaboration with
the bourgeoisic, and differs little from
the bourgeoisic with regard to its econo-
mic situation, concepts, and way of think-
ing. It becomes the exponent of the inte-
rests and world outlook of the bourgeoi-
sie. According to the interests it defends,
it counterposes itsclf to the working class,
and strives to curb their revolutionary spi-
rit, displaying this tendency in practice
in all the various strikes and actions by
the working class.

By suppoiting, sometimes directly and
sometimes indirectly, the antipopular mea-
sures and policy of the bourgeoisie, the
worker aristocracy in fact plays the role
of .an agent of the bourgeoisie, as a

fifth column and bearer of bourgeois
ideology in the ranks of the working
class; without this aid the bourgeoisie

would be unable to dominate the working
class. ‘

The stratum of the worker aristocracy

strives to preserve its position and privi-
leges at any cost, zealously serving the
bourgeoisie. It is as much concerned to
-prescrve capitalism as the bourgedisie
itself. Therefore, the bourgeoisic in fact
sces to it that as its profits, increase it
swells the ranks of the working class
aristocracy, leading to marked differen-
tialions of wages among the various
strata of workers, technicians or em-
ployces, differences which in some cases
amount to three or. four timesthe usual
wage. -
- In the Soviet Union and other revisio-
-nist countries, with the transformation
of socialist ownership into a special form
of capilalist ownership, and with the
restoration of capitalist relations of pro-
duction, just as in the capitalist coun-
tries, a new privileged stratum was born
and is developing from the ranks of the
working class, directly linked with the
sphere of production, Due to the economic
treatment and privileges it enjoys, this
new stratum has divorced itself from the
working class. in both the material and
ideological aspects. This stratum,  which
includes workers of high categories, heads
of sections and departments of production,
etc., belongs to the new Soviet bourgeoi-
sie, and is the main support of revisio-
nism.

Besides the working class aristdcracy,
a powerful backing and another important

The reformist and revisionist trends,
of the working class and the trade u
to perpetuate capitalist enslavement

lever for the present monopoly bourgeoi-
sie is provided by the tradeunion bu-
reaucracy, which includes officials of cen-
tral and grass-roots trade unions, wor-
kers of the press, educational and cultu-
ral institutions dependent on them, etc. It
is this very bulk of tradeunion bureau-
cracy, steadily growing, out of the con-
trol of rank and file members; which
effectively directs the entire internal and
external activity of these trade unions.
The stratum of tradeunion bureaucracy,
which has emerged from the midst of
the working class, although speaking
on the latter’s behalf, has in fact betrayed
the interests of the working class. It is
conscious that it can preserve its privi-
leged positions only if it is not opposed
to the désires and demands of the bour-
geoisie. The bourgeoisie is keen to see
that, along with the growth of the work-_

ing class, the numbers in the tradeunidn —

worker bureaucracy increase, with a view
to influencing and controlling the work-
ing class better. According to official da-
ta, certainly minimized, in- the USA there
is one paid trade union official far every
300 trade union members, while in Swe-
den the proportion is 1 to 1,700, and in Bri-
tain 1 to about 2,000 trade union members.

The trade union leaders gain very high
incomes. The trade unjon and bourgeois
press itself is compelled to admit that in
many cases, the salarics of trade union
leaders surpass those of the heads of ca-
pitalist corporations and trusts. Thus, for
instance, the former president of- the
West German trade unions, Ludwig Ro-
senberg, received wabout 400,000 marks
annually; Tonny Boyle, former president
of the United Mine workers Union in
the USA, received 50,000 dollars a year.
- Tradeunionism in Western Europe and
the USA has become «big businesss, for
its leaders. The example of this business
tradeunionism are many. «The theory of
business trade unionism, J. Daner, writes,
=creates incredible corruption in the per-
sonal life of the main leaders. The leaders—
of the trade unions live like lords, with
salaries amounting to 30,000-75,000 dollars
a yecar. Luxurious cars are part of their
personal property. This way of living
incites greed furthers.

Besides the high salaries they receive
from the trade unions they direct, many
trade union officials at the same time
get large incomes from important func-
tions they perform in the bourgeois state,
as congressmen, members of parliament,
directots or functionaries of such institu-
tions as pensions funds, sociaT" insurances
funds, working men's banks, ctc. This is
the reason why a fierce struggle for po-
wer takes place among trade union lea-
ders to manage the trade union organi-
sations. They resort to cvery means in-
order to prolong their stay in the trade
union leadership — from deception and
threats to intrigues and murders. As a
result of an enquiry conducted by a senate
commission in the USA, though it was
very limited, many cases of corruption and

.

crime came to light. It says, «mecthods
such as crime and violence in all their
forms, deception, blackmail, falsification
of credentials and general corruption, have
been considered useful means of seiz-
ing power by some local sections of the
trade unions-. An eloquent example in this
respect was the assassination, in Decem-
ber 1968, of the leader of the United Mine
workers Union in the USA, J. Jablonsky
and his family. In the USA, we are faced
in fact with a trade union Mafia, the
strings of which lead to the CIA.

Trade Union bureaucracy does not act
only within the trade unions. It has also
‘emerged from them, becoming increas-
ingly the zealous accomplice and a tool
of the capitalist state and monopolics. This
trade union stratum takes an active part
in all the organs set up by the capitalist
state and the employers. Thus, in capita-
list countries there is an interweaving of
the function of trade unfon leaders and
that of state leader. Frequently, trade
union leaders are entrusted with impor-
tant functions in the state apparatus, or in
capitalist companies or trusts. Even when
the trade union leaders leave their trade
unjon functions, they are given high posts
in the State administration or the mono-
polies. Thus, for example, Arthur Gold-
berg, former representative of the AFL-
CIO in Indonesia, was appointed as per-
manent rcpresentative of the USA to -the
United Nations Organisation. When Walter
Citrine resigned as general secretary of
the British Trade Unions Congress, he be-
came a member of the National Coal
Board, and later on director of the Elec-
tricity Council. In capitalist countries, it

is very casy for the opportunist trawd?“\l

union leaders to move from trade union
posts to state or monopoly posts, or vice
versa. In these conditions it is difficull
to distinguish between the trade union

boss, the businessman and the state offi-
i

cial.

A bureaucratic caste has also been
created in the ranks of the revisionist tra-
de unions in the capitalist countries,
today enjoying many privileges and rights
which have been legalized. «The Workers
Constitution= in Italy, approved in June
1970, gives the trade-union bosses the
right not to be dismissed and transferred
from work except with the permission
of their tradeunion centres. They enjoy
the right to paid leave, absence from
work for tradeunion meetings, etc. Accor-
ding to the above mentioned constitution,
the freedom and organization of the wor-
king class arc restrained. This right re-
mains legally a monopoly of the refor-
~ist, revisionist and fascist trade union
centres.

With the restoration of capitalist rela-
tions of production in the Soviet Union
and. in other revisionist countries, the
new bourgeoisie which has been created
includes the trade union officials, who
constitute a privileged and bureaucratized
=¢lites. The swollen apparatus of the trade
unions in these countrics has replaced li-
vely trade union social work with the

|

i

|

because they aim
y and ideologically

limited and closed work of the bureau-
cratic trade union apparatus, which de-
cides on everything.

But the working class aristocracy and
trade union bureaucracy should in no way
be identified with the working class,
because they constitute a very small see-
‘tion, and opposing interests and contra-
dictions exist between them and the
working class; these are often manifested
in a practical way, during various strikes
and actions. :
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It is a fact that the trade union bosses
of a reformist or revisionist type, and
their entire apparatus in capitalist coun-
tries, have no essential differences of prin--
ciple between them, only tactical, short-
term differences. They have all embraced
the line of capitulation and class colla-
boration with the monopoly bourgeoisie,
and have transformed themselves into a
fire brigade aiming to curb the revolu-
tionary actions of the working class. They
have not only adapted their tradeunion
activity to the bourgeois order, but have
also become its collaborators and part-
ners, an integral part of its structure,
the spokesmen of big monopolies, of the
capitalist state, which often subsidizes
them.

The reformist and revisionist trends, as
a product of the pressure of bourgeois
ideology in the ranks of the working class
and trade union movement, -serve the
bodrgeoisie directly, beciuse they aim to
perpetuate capitalist enslavement of the
working class by disarming it politically
and ideologically. Therefore, uncompro- _
mising struggle against these trends in
the trade union movement constitutes an
urgent, major task.

Comrade Enver Hoxha pojnted out at
the 6th Congress of the PLA that o... the
awakening of the working class, and its
coming to the forefront of the gevolutio-
nary struggle, cannot be achieved without
waging a dctermined struggle also in the
heart of the reformist trade unions them-
selves agaipst the line and stands of their
bourgeois bosses, so as to expose and iso-
late them from the masses of the workerss.
And in fact life is confirming that, as
a result of the determined struggle being
waged by the working class in the ranks
of the reformist and revisionist trade
unions, a deep crisis is observable in these
trade unions and a large gap separates
the workers and the tradeunion bosses
who are being exposed by the rank-and-
file members demanding essential chan-
ges.

The working class itself, led by the
genuine Marxist-Leninist parties, liberated
from the influences of bourgeois and re-
visionist ideclogy and various petty-bour-
geois trends, and armed with its own
scientific = ideology, Marxism<Leninism,
through action and struggle, will blaze
new trails to promote the revolutionary
struggle, smash the exploiting capitalist
system, seize political power, and cons-
truct the new socialist and communist
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It will play the reac-
€W econoniic base and
reactionary forces

‘Superstructure
by Hung Ou

'HE economic base relers to the economic system at

. a certain stage of social development, that is, the
sum total of the relations of proeduction. The super-
struclure embraces social views on polilics, law,
philosophy, art, religion, ete, and the  political and
legislative and judicial bodies and systems correspond-
ing to these views,

The contradiction between the superstructure and
the economic base is one of the basic contradictions in
a society. It promotes the development and change of
society. The relationship belween the superstruciure
and the economic base is one ol dialectical unity,  The
economic base generally pPlays the principal and decisive
role. The supersiructure is founded on the economic
base and ils character decided by that of the Lalter.

the capitalist relations of production, and the s)_uper-
structure built on this base js the slale system of the
diclatorship of the bourgeoisie and bourgeois ideology.
The decisive role of the economic base can also be seen
in the fact that “with the change of the economic founda-
lion the entire inunense supersiruciure is more or less
rapidly transformed.” (Kayl Mavx: Prejace to “A Con-
iribution to the Critique of Political Economy.”)

Bul the superstructure dovs nol mercly conform
to the econcmic base passively. If is relalively indcpen-
dent and has an immense reaction on the economic basc,
An advanced superstiucture is established to meet tho
needs of the growth of an advanced economic base, Tt

promotes the formaiion and consolidation of its” own

bise. destroys 1he old economic base and becomes {he
brogressive [orces propelling the giowih of productive
forces. A decadent superstructure proteets the old
economic base and hampers the birth and growth of the
hew: economic base.  Following the transformation of

the old economic base, the old superstructure; éspecially

old ideolegy, does not change immediately and will exist

that impede the growth of productive forces. The fact
that the superstructure exercises the decisive inlluence
on the economic base under certain condilions is clearly
seen during the period of socialist revol ution. This is
because the socialist economic base cannot grow spon-
taneously out of the old society and can only be formed
and grow after the proletarial has seized political power.

In China, socialist transformation has in the main
been completed with respeet to the syslem of ownership
and socialist relations of production have been  os-
tablished. But the economic base is not yet solid and
bourgeois right, which has not yet been . entirely
abolished in the system of ownership, is still prevalent
to a serious extent in relations between people and holds
a dominant position in distribution.’ Therelore, socialist
revolution must be continued with regard to the
economic base,

In socialist society, the contradiction between the
superstructure and the economic base is still one of the
basie social contradictions. There is harmony as well



as contradiction between the superstructure and the
economic base, . Consisting of the state system and laws
of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the socialist
ideology guided by Mar:dsm-Leninism-Mao Tsetung
Thought, China’s superstruecture “plays a positive role in
facilitating the victory of socialist transformation and
the establishment of the socialist erganization of labour;
it is suited to the socialist economiec base, that is, to so-
cialist relations of production” (Mao Tsetung: On the
Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the People,)
But because of survivals of the old ideology, the exis tence
of the conceplion of bourgeois right and defects in cer-
tain links in our state institutions, some aspects in the
various spheres of the superstructure are in fact still
controlled by the bourgeoisie which is predominant
there; some are beihg transformed but the results are
uot yet consolidated, and old ideas and ‘the old force of
habit are trying obstinately to hold back the growth of
socialist new things. All this stands in contradiction
to the socialist economic base.

During the entire historical period of socieﬂism, the
struggle in the various spheres of the supcrsirueture
by Marxism to deleat revisionism and by the proletaviat
to triumph over the bourgeoisie is protracted and tor-
tuous and even very acute af times, Therefore, the
proletariat must exercise all-round dictatorship over the
bourgeoisie in the superstructure, including all spheres
of culture, carry out socialist revolution wel) in the
realm of the superstructure and develop socialist new-
born things and consolidate the socialist economic base,
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Productive Forces and
Relaticiis of Production

by Shih- Ta

THE produclive forces consist of the following three

elements: 1) labourers who possess cerfain produc-
tion experience and labour skill; 2) means of labour, the
first being instruments of production; 3) objecis of
labour, Of the three, labourers are the primary as well
as the decisive factor. This is because only the labour-
ing masses can create, improve and use the instruments
of production. As Lenin bointed out at the First All-
Russia Congress on Adult Edueation: “Tie primory
productive force of human society as a whole, is the
workers, the working pecople.”

The relations of production refer to the relations
¢stablished among beople in the process of social produc-
Lion of material goods. They have three aspecis: 1) The
form of ownership of the reans of production; 2)
positions of different social groups in production and
their mutual relations deferinined by the form of ownepr-
ship of the means of production; 3) the form of dis-
tribution of products which depends eniirely on ' the
above two. Of the Ihree, ow ‘eeship of the means of pro-
duclion is decisive and is the base of the reialions of pro-
duciion, Ownership of (he mesns ef produection defer-
mines mutual relalions between people and {lhe form
of distribution. For example: In capitalist socicly, the
capitalists own the means of productlicn while ithe
workers' hava nolhing but their labour power {or saje.
In production, {ho capitalisis hold a dominating, ex-
ploiting and controlling position while the workers are
m an enslaved, exploited and oppressed position, Be-
cause the capifalists have the means of production in

their hanas »nd (he workers are in a poworless state
the produets of Jahour inevitably go to the capitalisic
The workers can only get wages to maintain a bay
exisience.

Although ownership of the means of production
plays a decisive role in the relations of produciion
mulval relations bahwesn beople and the form of din
tribution also resct upon the system of ownership anc'
play the decisive role under certain conditions,

The productive forces and the relations of produc--
tion are the two aspects of one dialectical unity. The
former cannot exist in the absence of {he relations of
production; at the same time it is the basis on whic!,
certain relations of production exist and develop. The
productive forees génerally play the principal and
decisive role because they are the most revolutionary
and active faclor. In-the wake of the development and
changes of the productive forees, the relalions of pro-
duction’ are sure to develop and change sooner or later.
But the relations of production do not merely corresponi
to the demands of the development of the productive
forces in.a passive way. They react upon the produc-
tive forces, promote or hinder their development and
play the decisive role under certain conditions, When
the relations of production obstruct and shackle the
development of productive forces, this will give rise to
-changes in the relations of production and to violeni
revelution which will overthrow the old social systen:
and establish new relations of production conform-
ing to the further development of the productive forces,
The emergence of new relations of Production, on th~
other hand, promotes ihe development of productive
forces, b

Till today, human Society has seen five kinds o’
rélations of production, namely, those of primitive com-
munal system, slave system, feudal system, capitalis;

syslem and socialist systom.,

In China, socialist relalions of production have been
established and are in harmony with_the growth of the
productive forces which progress at a muich quicker
bace than that in the dlg sb'ciely. But these relations
of production are still far from perfect, and this im-
perfection is in contradietion to the growth of the pro-
ductive forces. In our country, bourgeois right, which
has not yet been entively abolished in the system of
ownership, is still prevalent to a serious extent in rela-
tions between people and holds a dominant position in
distribution. All this influences the development of the
productive [orces, Therefore, we must pay attention to
solving probiems in. the relations of production, limit
bourgeois right, accelerate the growth. of productive
forces, make Further efforts to consolidate and perfect
socialist owaership, and ereate conditions in which it
will be impossible for the bourgevisie to exist, or lor a
new bourgepisie {g arise,
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What Is Commodity
®
Production?

by Nan Ching

ALL products of labour made for exchange are called

commodities, Lenin said: “A commodity is, in the first
place, a thing that satisfies 2 human want; in the second
place, it is a thing that can be exchanged for another
thing.” A commodity has two properties: use-value
and value. To become a commodity, a thing should
fivst of ull possess use-value, For instance, clothes are
used for warmth and a machine tool is used in produé-
tion. The fact that two different commodities can be
exchanged is because there is something in common
between them, Every commodity item is created by
human Jabour ang is the erysiallization of human labour
without any distinction, A certain amount of human
labour is embodied jn every kind of commodity. . The
value of a cemmodity is the human Iabour in general
eongealed in if, Therefore, what is common to all com-
modities is valye. The magnifude of the value in a
commodity is determined by the amount of labour-time
socially necessary for producing it. In exchanging
commodities according to value, people actually ‘ex-
chai:ge their own labour. This is why Marx stressed

that a commuodity is not just g material thing, but a -

definite social relation between people concealed be-
neath a material wrapping.

" Production for exchange in the market is commodity
production. At the beginning of commodity exchange,
people bartered one product for another, Later in the
long process of the development of commodity exchange,
a particular commodity — money — was separated from
other commodilies spontaneously.

Commodity production exists within a certain his-
torical span. It is bound up with particular historiecal
phases in the development of production. There wag
ho commodity production in the initial stage of prim-
itive society. In the wake of the development of social
productive forces, there emerged social division of
labour and conditions for commodity exchange; only

then did private ownership and commodity production -

make their appearance. In the future communist society,
the eommodity system will perish, Historieally, there
are three forms of commodi ¥ broduction: simple com-
modity production, the capitalist mode of commodity
production and the socialist fype of commodity
production,

Simple commodity production was based on in-
dividual private ownership of the means of production
and on individual Iabour, such as individyal handicrafts
and farming. This was the historical forerunner of
capitalist production, -Production conditions for each
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madity also differed. Bui the same kind of commodif y
could be sold only at the same price in the "marked.
This gave rise o polarization, ie, a small numbe
of people could possess a large quantity of commodities
and money which were turned into capital, while a
great number of people went bankrupt and had to sell
their labour power. This polarization of ‘the simple
commodity producers at the end of feudal saciely
provided the conditlions for the emergence of capitalist
relations of production.

The capifalist mode of commoedity production is
based on the capitalists Dossessing the means of produc-
tion and exploiting wage labour to gel surplus-value,
Capitalist production is the highest stage of the devel-
opment of commodity produclion. Under it, not only
do the general products of labowr take the form of
commodilies, even labour power becomes a commodity.
This kind of commodily production reveals the economic
relations between the exploiters who are the capitalists
and the exploited who are the workers.,  Its develop-
ment makes.it possible (or the capifalisls (o grab and
amass great riches while the working class becomes
Poorer day by day.

Commodity production and commodiiy exchange
still existiin socialist sociely, and a commodity system
is still practised. This is mainly because two kinds of
socialist ownership, namely, ownership by the whole
people and collective ownership, exist side by side.
No unpaid allocation of products between different
()wnchhips of the public cconomy can be praclised.
Their economic relations can only be commodity cx-
change, and hence commoditly produection. Slate distri-
bution of consumer goods among workers and sfalf also
utilizes the form of commodity exchange through money.
However, the socialist tvpe of commedily production
differs from the capitalist type. This is manifested
chiefly by the fact that there no longer is the economic
relation of exploitation of workers by the capitalists.
anarchism in production has been eliminated ‘and the
scope: of commodity exchange has been reduced. Yet
it must be noted that bourgeois right unavoidably exists
in distribution and exchange in socialist society. The
principle of exchange of cqual values is still carried
out in commodity exchange. If bourgeonis right in
distribution and exchange is developed and extended
at will, capitalist ideas of amassing forlunes and craving
for profils will spread unchecked; such phenomena as
turning public Properiy imto privale property, grall and
corruption, theft angd bribery, and speculation will arise,
and there will be a change in the nature of the system
of ownership in certain departments and units which
follow the revisionist line. The inevilable result will
be polavization, Le, a small number of people will ac-
quire an increasing quantity of commoditics znd money
and convert them inlo capilal. Thesa people will turm
out {o be new bourgevis clements, - The labouring peo-
Ple, on the other hand, once again will become oppressed
and exploiled wageSslaves, Therefore, bourgeois right
as regards distribution and exchange has to be restricted
under the dictatorship of the proletariat and conditions
Tor {finally climinating the cbmmodity system must
gradually be created,
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The Comintern and the Struggle for

‘the Masses
A. Lozovsky

Arnold Lozovsky was the General Secretary
of the Red International of Trade Unions,
the intermational trade wniom section of
the Communist International. Throughout

a stru-gle for the Marxist-Leninist posi-
tion on the trade wnioms, and all other
questions facing the international com-
meoriet movement. Lozoveky pointed out
the veaknesses in the work of the CPUSA,
both on the Negro Natiomal questiom and
the work of the Trade Union Educational
League, which led to the expulsion of
the revisionist Lovestome faction and,
later, the Trotskyist Cannon factionm.

The very conception of the mnsses has
changed. of Ttecent ycars. What was
regarded as the mass during the period of
parliamentarism and trade unionism has
now been transformed into an upper group.
Millions and dozens of millions who have
lived outside all political life are now be-
ing transformed into a revolutionary mass.
War has put them all on their feet, aroused
the political attention of the most hackward
sections, has awakenrd in them illusions and
hopes, and has deluded them.—(*“Manifesto
of the Second Congress of the Comintern.”)

One must learn to approach the masscs
with especial patience and caution, in order
to know how to understand their peculiari-
ties, the special features of the psychology
of each stratum, trade, cte. of that mass.—
(“Theses on the Basic Tasks of the Second
Congress of the Comintern.”)

“IE Comintern was founded in March,

1919, when there was a considerable revo-

lutionary ferment among the masses, but
at 2 time when there was still no C.P. in the
great majority of capitalist countries. Conse-
quently the Comintern could not from the
first moment of its existence raise.the ques-
tion of how to lead the dissatisfaction of the
masses and to transform the elemental fer-
ment into conscious hatred of the capitalist
svstem. Even in the preparatory period it
was clear to the organisers of the Comintern,
and to Lenin first and forcmost, that it would
be possible to transform the Comintern into
a decisive force only to the extent that 1t was
successful in getting political and organisa-
tional control of the masses. And so the
Communist- International, which grew out of
the objective nceds of - the international
workers’ movement, being a product of war
and revolution, set itself the task of becoming
the organiser and leader of the masses, in
order to carry through the struggle of the
proletariat for power.

At the beginning the Comintern had behind
it an enormous force in the form of the Octo-
ber revolution, but beyond the frontiers of
Russia, in the capitalist States, it was followed
by only small groups of class conscious
workers. “The basic task consisted in extend-
ing the front of the October revolution, in
other words, in continuing the line throuzh
all capitalist countries, and that was possible
only by way of winning the masses to the
side of the social revolution. The objective
situation was revolutionary. Capitalist society
was ripe for its overthrow, but the subjective
factor was mnon-cxistent, there was no Com-
munist Party, the worker masses were still
tied to the tails of the social-deniocrats. And
so from the very first day of its inception the
Comintern set itself the task of winning the
masses, i.c., set itself the problem of emanci-
pating the vast masses from hourgeois social-
democratic idcology. But it is not possible to
win the masses by miracles; it was nccessary
to get a clear understanding of the trend of
development of the workers’ movement, to
take a sound historical course. Had Bol-
shevism begun by asking only on which side
at that moment was the majority of the inter-
national proletariat, the Comintern could not
have been born. DBut the organiser of the
Comintern saw far ahcad, he started not on
the basis of the formal majority, but of the
transient nature of the bourgeois social-demo-
cratic influence on the proletarian masses, and
the deeper class necessities and interests of
the international proletariat. Hence arose the
slogan at the beginning of the war: “ Against
the current,” a slogan directed against the
delusions of the majority in the interests of
that maloritv.

THE TOSITION OF THE WORKING CLASS-AFTER
THE WAR

What was the situation of the working class
immediately after the end of the war? The
masses had been reduced to despair by the
long protracted war. Risings in Gerinany,
Austria, Hungary, mass movements in Britain
and France, gigantic strikes in the United
States—all these reflected the extreme dissatis-
faction of the masses. They were seeking a
way out from the deadlock created by the war,
but they rarely went beyond the bounds
marked out by the social-democratic party.
Although the mass movement had not been
confined within the framework of international
reformism, it none the less had an extremely
mournful intellectual and political nature, it
conld not achieve the aims and tasks set by
the course of the class struggle. The uncon-
scious historical process, which had flung vast
masses into the streets, did not find conscious
expression. The little Communist groups and
parties were intcllectually, politically and
oreanisationally extremely weak, and hence
followed the defeat of all the mass movements
during the period directly after the war. These
elemental movements showed that a profound
discontent ruled among the masses, but that
the influence of the sacial-democratic parties
and the reformist trade unions was still strong
within thes, that they were clinging to tradi-
tional organisations, taking no account of the
fact that the organisations which they had
created had been transformed from organs of
strupgle acainst the capitalist svstem into
organs of conservation,. consolidation and re-
vival of capitalist socicty.

The first wave of the workers’ movement
was guided by the social-democrats and trade
unions into legal channels. Fven those revo-
lutionary organisations which had developed
during the revolutionary period (factory com-
mittees and soviets) weré transformed by
social-democracy inte auxiliary organs of their
bourgeois policies : and wherever the workers’
movement refused to bhe confined within the
framework of bourgeeis leqality (Hungary
and Ravaria), wherever the working class
tricd to take power into its own hands, those
altempts, owing to the political and orcanisa-
tional weakness of the Communist Parties,
ended  in the bloody suppression of the
advance guard of the working class.

THE FIRST TASK OF THE COMINTERN

All thesc factors sct before the organisers
of the Comintern, as the imperative task ‘of
the day, the problem of the struggle for the

DO

masses. All the congresses of the Commun-
ist International, from the first to the sixth
inclusive, all the decisions of the directing
organs of the Comintern in relation to indivi-
dual parties, had in mind the question how
to win the masses from the bourgeoisie and
the social-democrats, and to draw them to the
side of international Communism. Ten years
of the Comintern—ten years of stubborn and
ruthless struggle for the masses, struggle for
the majority of the working class.

L] ] * * ]

In order to wage a successful war against
the bourgeoisie it is necessary to have a strong
political consciousness among the masses and
a strong revolutionary Communist orgamisa-
tion—for the Bolshevik this needs no demon-
stration. Every rank and file Communist
realises full well that it is necessary to win
the masses. But how is it to be achieved?
How are we to set about it? What are the
links to lay hold upon? What are the keys
tn the citination which have to he seized at the

Author of mamy articles and resolutions
for the Commanist International, Losov-
his work in the Comintern, Losovsky waged sky's moet importan

t works are;

THE WORLD®S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT, put
out by the Trade Union Educational
League in 1924 and;

MARX AND THE TRADE UNIONS, published by
International Publishers in 1942, (vhich
is atill available in Spanish).

While difficult to obtain, both should
be studied to aid in developing a
Marxist-Leninist poeition om work in the
trade wntons.

right moment? What are the questions on
which the attention of the masses must be
concentrated? These are the issues which
chiefly absorbed the attention of the Commun-
ist International, and to which it has given
concrete answers over the last ten years.
These answers have followed two lines: the
political line and the organisational line. In
order to win the masses it is necessary to
pursue a sound policv. That would appear
to be as elementary as ABC., but it ceases to
be eclementary when we set oursclves the
question of what constitutes a sound policy.
The Comintern cannot restrict itsclf to an
abstract answer to this question, it cannot con-
fine itself to a formula, such as: a sound policy
is one which assembles the masses around the
Communist Party, raises their class conscious-
ness, strengthens revolutionary mass organisa-
tions and conduces to the success of the
strugele waeed by the working class against
the bourgeoisie. If such general formule
were required of the Comintern it would not
be difficult to supply them, but the Comintern
could not rest satisfied with formule. Tt had
not merely to decide what constitutes a sound
Bolshevik policy, but to define that policy-
both in the international sphere and for every
scparate country. And here the diflicultics
began. These difficultics arose out of the fact
that it was nccessary to apply the principles
of Bolshevik tactics to a concrete situation. It
was necessary to draw_ from the international
experience of revolutionary class struggle the

conclusion that was applicable to a particular

country in a definite situation as it arose.
Bolshevism is not a dogma, not an abstract
formula. If that were so, it would be very
easy to learn that formula once and for all,
and so become a Bolshevik. Np, it is no for-
mula, which has only to be learnt by heart
and repeated, but a method of revolutionary
action. The extremely varied conditions of
the class struggle, the various inter-relation- .
ships of forces between classes within the
working class, the varyving ideological and
political attitude of the working masses, the
degree of disintegration of capitalism, etc,—
all have to be taken into account in determin-
ing Communist tactics for the given country
and in the pgiven concrete situation. The
opportunists draw from this the conclusion
that it is necessary to have as many varieties
of Communism as there are countries. That,
of course, is untrue, for Communism is one
and indivisible. But that the methods of
approach to the masses vary according to cir-
cumstances, that the masses are not to be
won with a bare formula, does not admit of
the least doubt. .

In order intelligently to apply revolutionary
tactics it was necessary first and foremost to
clear the ground of any kind of social-demo-
cratic traditions, ideological and organisational
survivals, which hampered not only the
working masses but their vanguard, the Com-
munist Party, also.

] ] L] L *

To clear the pround meant first to deter-
mine what was the epoch through which we
were passing, and what the role of the working
class in that .epoch. It was on this very
question that the parting of the ways arose
between Communism and social-democracy, it
was on this very question that the influcnce of
the social-democrats and bourgeoisie with the
working masses was strongest.  “ Nothing
unusual has happened. War is an inevitable
convulsion, but with the collaboration of all
classes, it will be possibe swiftly to heal the
wounds inflicted by the war”-—such was the
view of sacial-democracy. TFirst and foremnst
it was necessary to strike a blow at this philo-



sephy, which conjured up hefore the working
class the prospect of the everlasting existence
of capitalist society, and transformed the
working class into the defender of capitalism.,
The epoch of peaceful reforms or the epoch of
the social revolution, the strugele for demo-
cracy or the struggle for dictatorsh ip, peacelnl
or violent conquest of power, the expropriation
of the expropriators or nationalisation by way
of compensation, honrocois democracy or the
Soviet svstem, ete.—these were the questions
which the very course of the strieele was
raising. These questions led to a diflerentia-
tion in the masses, they compelled the workers
to self-determination, for expericnce contra-
dicted all tle social-demoecratic teaching, all
the social-democratic « philosophy of history.”
But this political setting of the question
affected only part of the workers. The con-
scious, revolutionary clements had begun to
group themselves around the Communict
groups and organisations, transforming them
into the advance-guard of the working class of
each country. But that was not enough. The
problem of the masses, which had been raiscd
on the day of the founding of the Comintern,
had not bheen solved during the firat
.Years of the Comintern’s existence, and
had not been solved because a considerable
, mass of the workers followed social-democracy-
even during that period of storm and pres-
sure. It was clear that when the wave broke
and the movement began to ebb the influence
of the social-democrats was bound to streng-
then. Thus the problem of the masses con-
fronted the Comintern on the eve of the third
congress, which in this sense is one of tle

most important congresses held by the
Comintern.

THE THIRD CONGRESS
The Third Congress realised (see the
theses “On the world situation and our

tasks”) that “at the present time the opern
revolutionary struggle of the proletariat for
power is passing through a hackwater, a
slowing up in tempo, on a world scale. But
from its very nature the revolutionary advance
after the war could not be expected to develop
along an unbroken rising line, in so far as

it did not lead at once- to victory. Political
development also has its cycles, its rises and
falls. The enemy does not remain passive,
he strugeles. 1f the proletarian advance is
not crowned with snccess the bourgeoisie
passes to the counter-attack at the first
opportunity.”

Thus the Third Congress recognised a
slowine up in the tempo of the revolutionary
strueele about the middle of 1921. The
frontal attack was repulsed,
had-nassed to the counter-attack. What were
the rzasons for the failure of the first revolu-
tionary wave? We have, spoken ahove of
those reasons: there was no Teader, no
standard-hearer, no organiser of the struggle
—there were 10 mass Communist Parties.

And what conclusion did the Third Coneoress
come to on this? "Its conclusion consisted in
realisine that no matter how herojc the
strueele of small groups. that strurele is
destined to failure if the Communist Parties
have not succeeded in carrving the vast masses
into the strugele behind them. The second
conclusion consisted in the realisation that the
Communist Party can carry the masses hehind
it onlv provided it frees itself of sectarianism
and opportunist errors. In other words, the
first basic conclusion from the mew situation
was drawn by the Comintern in the form of
the slogan: ¢ Neither sectarianism, nor
putschism, nor opportunism.” But what does
this mean ? Tt means that the active miner-
ity cannot and ought not to substitute them-
selves for the masses, that it is impossible to
set up a theory of attack, as was done in
Germany in 1921, and think that attack is
always advantageous to the working class,
irrespective of the situation, the inter-relation-

ship of forces, and the conditions of strugele, -

THE STRUGGLE AGAINST OPPORTUNISM

What did the theory of the offensive involve
in Germany in 19217 It was somewhat
similar to Smial-Re\-ohttinnnry terrorism,
which consisted in thinking that every
terrorist act would arouse the masses for
struggle. The offensive, i.c., the attack of an
active minority, was to play the same role
as terrorist acts in the case of the S.R.’s. The
Comintern could not accept that point of view,
for it was contrary to the expericnce of the
international class struggle, contrary to the

experience of Bolshevism. That theorv of
severance from the masses, the theory of the
heroic minority, which was to make the
revolution on behalf of the masses, is a theory
very close to the anarcho-syndicalist concep-
tion of _the inter-relationships between the
active minority and the working class, a theory
which has nothing whatever in common with

the bonrgeoisie

the Bolshevik setting of the problem : “‘party
and class.”

_ But the rejection of the svndicalist setting
of the problem of active minorities did not
in the least mean a continual adapiation to the
masses, did not connote the theory and prac-
tice of a lagging between the advande-guard
and the army. The Party is to be the
advance-guard in order to go ahead of the
masses, and not to hang on to their tail. The
whole art of Bolshevik tactics consists in be-
ing continually in the advance-guard, not
severed from the basic masses of the prole-
tariat, not getting too far ahead, but certainly
not hanging on to their tail,
feeling the pulse of the vast masses, alwavs

. reflecting the militant attitude of the masses,

putting up resistance to the backward ele.
ments of their own class. But in order to ful-
fil this role of militant - advance-guard, it is
necessary to put our own ranks in order, and
to expel from the ranks of the Party all the
elements which reflect that backwardness,
which have not outlived social-democratic
traditions, which in the ranks of the Party
reflect the past, and not. the future of the
working class. In other words, it is necessary
to eradicate opportunism, 2

BOLSHEVIK TACTICS

Here the question may be asked : what is
the difference hetween the syndicalist theory
of an active minority and the Bolshevik view
of the role of the Communist Partics ? Is the
Party uot an advanced minority, then? Is
the Party not the most active section of the
working class? And why did the Comintern
act sharply and categorically against the
anarcho-syndicalist theorv of an activé minor-
ity from the very first day of its existence ?
There is not the least doubt that the Com-
munist Party is an active minority, which
under capitalism, as the resolution of the
Sccond Comintern Congress also allirms, “ s
a rule will have only a minority of workers
in its organised ranks.” But the centre’ of
our disagreement with the anarcho-syndicalists
consists in the question of what should be the
tactics of that active minority, ‘whether that
‘active minority can be a substitute for the
strugale of the masses. Can it always, under
any conditions, begin a strupgle without tak-
ing the condition of the masses into account ?
Should the active minority run far ahead,
severing itself from the main _army, in the
hope that the masses may possibly” support
it? What was the view of the anarcho-
syndicalists on strikes, for instance? “ Every
strike is a hlessine. Our task is to declare
a strike, and it is the workers’ joh to adhere to
the strike we have declared.” “The Commun-
ists have never acted on that principle and
cannot act on it. We can ncither declare a
strike nor organise a rising on the basis of a
“peradventure. Tn all such cases we must start
from the question of the position of our army ;
is there close contact hetween the advance-
suard and the army, will the army follow the
advance-gunard, or turn aside, or remain pas-
sive? Consequently the disaoreement hetween
the anarcho-syndicalists and the Communists
lies in their attitude to the masses. The
anarcho-svndicalists adopt a hauehty attitude
towards the worker “plebeians” and their
tactics are built on the principle of the “hero
and the erowd.” There are heroic personali-
ties and an unconscions mass, on whose behalf
the “hero” has to struggle.  The Communists
plan their tactics on a mass basis. The
Communist Party is the. most class-conscious,
most advanced section of the working class.
It is always with the masses and only with
the masses. The degree of Bolshevisation of
the Communist Party is measured not so much
by the number of members it contains, as by
its ability to head a mase movement, to be
always ahead, without severing .itsclf from the
basic mass of the proletariat.

» » * * *

This attitude of the Comintern to the mass
movement serves as an object of attack on the
part of the enemies of Bolshevism. The
anarchists and social-democrats accuse the
Communists of being entangled in the tai] of
the masses, of conniving at their “ low
fastinets” and backward moods, of exploiting
the backwardness and ignorance of the
masses. These accusations still fall from the
lips of social-democrats at the present time.
Fortunately the October revolution lias no
need of the recognition of the social-democrats,
and so can ignore the repeated attempts to
explain October as the result of an “eclemental
rising.” What did Tenin write in answer to
that kind of accusation ? When one of tie
leaders of the German independent social-
democratic party, Daiimig, attacked the Com-
munists on this ground, Lenin wrote :

“That the Communists conniye at ele-
mentalism is a lic on the part of Mr. Daii-
mig, exactly the same kind of lic as that

It consists in -

\

which we have heard so many times from
the Mensheviks and Social-Revolutionaries.
The Communists do not connive at clement-
alism, they do not staind for disconnected
explosions. The Communists teach us
organised, purposcful, vigorous, timely,
mature attack. The philistine slanders of
Messrs. Daiimig, Kautsky and Company
cannot disprove that fact.

“But the philistines are unable to under-
stand that the Communists consider, and
quite rightly consider, it their duty to he
with the struegling masses of the appressed,
and not with the heroes of suburbia, who
stand aside and wait cowardly upon the
event. When the masses struggle, errors
in the struggle are inevitable. The Com-
‘munists, sceing those errors, explaining
them to the masses, obtaining a correction
of the errors, unswervingly insisting on the
advantage of conscious action over clement-
alism, remain with the masses. It is better
to be with the struggling masses, who in
the course of the struggle gradually eman-
cipate themsclves from their errors, than
with the intelligentsia, the philistines, the
Kautskyites, who stand on one side awaiting
the ‘complete victory.” -
which the Daiimigs are not given to under-
stand.” (From the article * The Heraces of
the Berne International,” Vol. XVIL, p.
233.)

Here with all Tenin’s peculiar clarity s
given the Communists’ attitude on this central
question of Bolshevik tactics. In order to
win the masses it is necessary always to he

with the masses, So Lenin declared, and so
he willed to the Communist International.

TO THE MASSES

Inasmuch as in the middle of 1921 the
Comintern recognised a slowing up in the
tempo of the revolution and 2 renewal of
attack on the part of the hourgeoisie, it was
necessary to raise the question of new methods
of winning the masses. In 1919 and 1920,
when the masses were in a ferment, there was
the hope that they would come to Communism
in the process of open attacks. But the force
of inertia of the gigantic social-democratic
machine, the strength of the pressure of the
reformists proved to he so great that oniv a
minority  followed the Communists. The
great majority of the workers remained in
intellectual bondage to the social-democrats.
Tt was necessary to find a road to the maskes,
it was necessary to confront all the Communist
Parties with the question of adopting new
tactics, of pressing from a frontal attack to
a pralonged _siepe, to flanking movements,
from the conquest of the masses hy way of
oncil attacks to their conquest by way of
evervday, detailed, undermining  activify.,
How was this to be done ? Imasmuch as fhe
bourgcoisie had begun to strike at the ele-
mentary conquests of the masses, it was quite
natural to bring to the front the struggle for
evervday demands, and on the basis of defence
to forge a strong proletarian army, and then
to pass from defence to attack. Hence the
sharp volte-face of the Third Congress under
the slagan of “To the masses !”  The Third
Congress not only gave the slogan. of “ To the
masses!” but also said how it was to he
achieved:~ “I'lie Communists must learn to
head the daily struggles of the proletariat, for
thase daily strugele have a profound political
character. ‘I’he Third Congress of the Com-
internexpressed this in the following clear

_formuk ;

“Ihe revolutionary essence of the pre-
sent period consists in the fact that the
most modest demands of the masses are in-
compatible with the existence of capitalist
society, and that thus the struggle for those
demands will grow into the struggle for

- Communism,”

From this it is clear that the basic task js
to connect the struggle for sectional demands
with the ultimate end. But how was that
to be achieved? The Third Congress pro-
vided an answer on this point, an answer
which has preserved all its importance down
to the present time. First and foremost the
Third Congress set the problem of the inde-
pendent leadership of the struggle. This is
what we find on this question in the resolu-
tion on tactics.

“This independent policy of defence of the
vital interests of the proletariat, of its most
active or most class-conscious section, will be
crowned with success only if it leads to the
awakening of the remaining masses, if the
aims of the struggle grow out of the concrete
situation, if those aims are understandable to
the vast masses, if the masses see in those
aims their own aims, although they may not
yet be able to struggle independently for them.

That is a truth -
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But the Communist Party should not re-
strict itself to the defence of the proletariat
from the dangers threatening it, to defence
from the strokes inflicted on the working
masses. During the period of the world
revolution the Communist Party by its very
essence is a party of attack, of pressure on
capitalist society : it is compelled to transform
any kind of defensive struggle, as it grows
wider and deeper, into an attack on capitalist
societv. It is obliged to do everything in
order to carry the working masses into that
attack everywhere where the conditioris for
this exist.” 4 =

This resolution was written -with Tenin's
active participation, and it still has a burning,
actnal interest at the present time. Here are
given the two essentials of Bolshevik tactics
in regard to the leadership of the mass move-
ment.  Here are set forth the struggle for
sectional demands, and also the conditions for
raising that struggle to a higher stage, the

‘methods of transfofming economic into poli-

tical struggle, principles which have by no
means been assimilated even now by all sec-
tions of the Comintern. The decisions of the
Fourth Congress of the R.ILL.U. and the
Sixth Congress of the Comintern only ren-
dered more concrete the decisions of the Third
Congress. This shows best of all how ludic-
saps are the efforts of right wing Communists.

‘to contrast the decisions of the first three

congresses with those of the last three.

THE REFORMIST TRADE UNIONS

Inasmucli as the social-democrats were at
the head of the mass trade union organisations,
it was quite natural that the Comintern was
bound to set itself the problem of the rela-
tions between the Communist Party and the
reformist unions. The role of the trade unions
during the war and immediately after was
such a miserable one that many of the leading
workers believed in the nccessity of leaving
the trade unions and beginning immediately
to sct up their own organisations. Inasmuch
as there were millions of proletarians in the
reformist trade unions, this kind of exodus
could not be supported. And the Comintern
therefore resolutely raised the problem of
work in the reactionary trade unions. *“ There’s
no need for merves, there’s no nced to run
away from the spots where the workers are.
It is necessarv to work in the trade unions, 10
matter how reactionary their leaders.” So
declared the Comintern to all those revolution-
ary proletarians who had fled from the trade
unions because of the reactionary nature of
their leaders. “It is neccessary to win the
working masses ‘organised in the trade unions,”
caid the Comintern, whilst perfectly realising
the reactionarv nature of the entire trade
union machinery and the treacherous role of
the trade union burcaucracy. The Comintern
always understood the conquest of the trade
unions as meaning the conquest of the main
mass of the members, and not the conquest
of the reformist trade union machinery, the
trade union officials. The Comintern has put
this point of view into effect throughout the
whole ten years of its existence, teaching all
the parties the truth that the Communists
must in no case allow themselves to be severed
from the masses, that tlicy must he where the
masses are. .

But whilst teaching Communists not to run
away from the reformist trade unions, the
Comintern at the same time systematically
pronounced against those Communists who
stood for unity at all costs, who adopted a
« fotishist” attitude to the trade unions, who
suffered from trade union legalism and were
subservient to rules and regulations, to the
injury of the interests of the Comnmmist
movement.  Many. Parties drew  from  the
necessity of working in reformist trade unions
the conclusion that only the trade umons can
and ought to dircct the economic: struggles of
the proletariat, whilst the Communists’ task
was only to “drive” the reformists into the
struggle. Hence the slogan of “Torce the
trade union bureaucrats to struggle,” the re-
jection of the independent leadership of the
economic struggle, and ‘of trade union legal-
ism which bordered on cretinismi. Cominunists
work in the reformist trade unions only in
order to win the workers in those unions, and
not to inspire the masses with the spirit of
ohedicnce and lovalty to the trade union
burcaucracy.
formist trade unions not in order o drive the
reformist officials into the struggle, but -in
order to kick these traitors out of the workers’
movement. ‘That is why the Comintern de-
clared resolute war on all who sacrifice Com-
munist principles and. the interests of the
workers’ miovement to trade union legalism.
By such methods not only will vou fail to win
the working masses, but you will lose cven
the influence which' vou previously -possessed.
A brilliant confirmation of this is the conduct
of the right-wing Communists in Germanv.

-Communists work in the re-

They broke with the Comintern, putting for-
ward their own methods of winning the masses.
Result: within a few months they have suc-
ceeded in losing the remainder of their in-
fluence with the masses.

FACTORY COMMITTEES

But the trade unions are not the sole mass
organisations. The Qctober revolution
brought other mass organisations, arising

directly in the workshops and factories, into -

the picture : such organisations as factory com-
mittees and workers’ soviets. Both these
organisations develop in the process of the
revolutionary struggle. The development of

these organisations itself bears witness to the g

fact that there is a revolutionary situation in
the country, that the working class is raising
the problem of the struggle for power.
Factory committees'and workers’ soviets arose
in Germany, in Austria, and in Hungary, and
it was quite natural that the Comintern should
concern itself with the problem of factory
committees and workers’ soviets. The Com-
intern was bound to give the workers an
answer to the question in what circumstances
workers’ soviets could and should be set up.
To this question it answered: it is necessary
to set up workers’ soviets at the moment when
a revolutionary situation is present, when the
problem of power arises. To the question of
the attitude to be adopted towards factory
committees, the Comintern answered, that it
is necessary to struggle for the establishment
of representatives in the factories and work-
shops, for the masses can be won where the
masses are congregated. Hence the Comintern
sloran which runs through all the congresses,
sounding in all its declarations—"Into the
factories, into the workshops, to the masses !”
3ut factory committees which had arisen dur-
ing the revolutionary period had been trans-
formed by the social-democrats wherever they
had been preserved (Germany, Austria,
Czecho-Slovakia) into organs of co-operation
with the bourgeoisie. In such circumstances
the position of the factory committces was
completely different. The task consisted here
in wresting the factory committees from the
influence of the trade union bureaucracy, in
transforming them into organs of the class
strugole. How was this to be achieved? By
intensifying work in these enterprises, hy put-
tine forward independent lists for election, by
drawing the factory committees into economic
struwgrles and putting them into opposition to
the reformist trade unions. The chief task
was to break down the framework of legality
and to extend the functions and competence of
the factory committees wherever they existed,
and to create forms of representation of all
workers®in any enterprise where these did not
exist. What forms of representation ? That
depends upon the country. In certain places

it was possible to establish special commissions, -
* clect delegations, set np committees and so on.

‘Fhe name and the form of the organisation
was a secondary question : the important thing
was that the organ thus set up should be
genuinely elected by all the workers and
should represent their ~interests. On  the
question of the trade unions and factory com-
mittees all the congresses and plenums of the
Comintern have given the most detailed in-
structions (se¢ thé trade union question dis-
cussions at all the congresses and plenums)
the purport-of which is the conquest of the
basic mass of the workers and the expulsion of
the agents of capital from these organisations.

TIIE UNITED FRONT

Having set itself the problem of the leader-
- ship of the day-to-day struggle, the Comintern
was bound to come to the slogan of the united
front and of unity. In reality, if the Com-
munists have to head every struggle of the
proletariat, thev cannot but raise the problem
of the composition of the fighting army. The
capitalist attack confronts every worker with.
the question of the orpanisation of counter-
action.
defending elementary gains, workers of vari-
ous tendencies could be drawn into the
struggle.  Hence the united front for defence
against the attack of capitalism, a united front
which had to lead to a transition from defence
to attack, in- so far as the masses could be
drawn into the task of defence. Thus the
united front arose and was formulated as a
method of mobilising the masses in the
struggle against capital. “The tactics-of the
united front,” says the Comintern program,
“as a means’of tlle most successful struggle
against capital, of the mobilisation of the
masses, the unmasking and isolation of the
reformist upper groups, constitutes the inost
important part of the Comniunist Parties’ tac-
tics during the whole of the pre-revolution
period.” But if the masses are prepared to act
in 2 united front against capital, why cannot
they be i one trade union organisation ? The
united front led logically to the slogan of the

In so far as it was a question of

unity of the trade union movement, to the
slogan proclaimed by the fifth congress of the
Comintern. i
RBoth these slogans, when tested in practice,
revealed that within the Comintern social-
democratic élements existed, which had made
a fetish of the slogan of unity and the united
front, and that in order to achieve the united
front and unity they were prepared to pay
whatever political price you liked. In certain
instances the united front degenerated into a
pact for. mutual non-aggression between the
Communists and the reformists, whilst unity
became a capitulation to the trade union re-
formist machine.  This capitulation is ex-
plained by the fact that there are Communists
wh_n regard the existence of reformist trade
unions as an advantage to the working class,
and maintain that as long as these trade unions
have a positive significance for the workers,
capitulation before the trade union bureaucracy
is justified: This is a most dangerous and
opportunist deviation. Can it he seriously
maintained that the American Federation of
Labour represents an advantage to the workers’
movement of the United States ?  Or, possibly,
the All-German Federation of Trade Unions,
which has shattered one revolutionary move-
ment after another, is an advantanc to the
German proletariat ? Would it not have bheen
better for the German proletariat if that strike-
breakers’ organisation had not ecxisted in
November, 1018?- One would have thought
so. And if that is so, it is quitc obvious that
the Communists who construct their tactics
on such an estimate of the reformist trade
unions are closer to the social-democrats than
to Commitism. ’
Capitulation arises from a fetishist atti-
tude to the trade unions, from an internal
conviction that the reformist trade unions do
none the less: defend the interests of the
workers. The Comintern long ago declared a
resolute struggle against this: capitulation, be-
lieving that an unsound estimate of the real
role of the reformist trade unions may lead
to a distortion of the whole policy of the Com-
munist Parties and the Comintern.

LEADERSHIP AND- ORGANISATION IN THE
IMMEDIATE STRUGGLE

The struggle for the masses confronted the
Comintern and its sections with the problem
of leadership in cconomic struggles. ‘The right
wing Communists settle this problem very
simply : as the trade unions have been set up
for the dircction of cconomic struggles, let
them direct them.- But the trouble is that
the.reformist trade unions do not lead them, or’
if they do, it is only in order to effcct the
break-up of the movement. In such circum-
stances the phrase: “Let the reformist trade
unions direct the ecomomic struggle,” is the
very worst form of capitulation and borders on
treachery to the interests of the working class.
It is quite obvious that the Comintern cannot
accept any such view in regard to ecomomic
struggles. The instructions of the ‘Third Con-
gress were put into concrete form by the Ninth
Plenum of the E.C.C:I., the Fourth Congress
of the R.I.I,.U. and the Sixth Congress of
the Comintern, and in all the decisions reached
the chief feature was the leadership of the
economic struggle through organs specially
elected for this purpose (militant leadership,
strike and lock-out committces, etc.). It may
seem strange, but these decisions of the Com-
intern suffered the heaviest attack of all. Why
strike committecs, when there are trade
unions ? If strike committees are necessary,
let the trade unions sct them up. If strike
committees must he elected, let them be elected
only by members of the trade unions, and so
on. But despite their apparent innocence alk
these counter-proposals arose from .the idea
that it was the reformist trade unions who
ought to have the leadership in cconomic
battles, whilst the Comintern holds the view
that with the aid of strike committeés the
direction of the struggle for evervday demands
can he in the hands of revolutionary trade
unions, or where these do mnot exist, in the
hands of the revolutionary opposition. On
what ground did the Comintern and R.L1.T..U.
come tao these decisions? On the same basis
from which the Sccond and Third Congresses
of the Comintern started : the best method of
transforming Communist Parties into mass
organisations and linking them with the widest
masses of the proletariat. This is all the more
necessary since apart from the Communist
Partics and the rcvolutionary trade unions
there is no one to direct economic struggles
and since without our intervention the working
class is condemned to endure constant and sys-
tematic depression of its standards of existence
and to sufter one defeat after another. In such
circumstances any opposition to the indepen-
dent leadership of economic struggles is play-
ing into the hands of the refermist trade union
bureaucrats, the worst enemies of the prole-
tariat.
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The independent leadership of the economic
struggles brought before the Comintern and
its sections the problem of the organisation of
the unorganised. This also is no new problem
to the Comintern. But although this is not a
new problem, it arises in new forms in a par-

ticular situation. First and foremost, the
majority of the workers in most countries are
unorganised—but this is not new, this was so
before. The new factor consists in the fact
that with capitalist rationalisation there is
developing the application of unskilled labour
in place of skilled labour. And as the un-
skilled labourer is also generally unorganised,
this means that the unorganised workers are
now playing a much greater part in the pro-
cess of production than previously, and that
without them any strike is condemned to fail-
ure. On the other hand, it is necessary to
bear in mind that among the unorganised
workers there are not a few who have already
been' in trade unions, who have left them
from political motives. All this compels us
to regard the problem of organising the un-
organised with the maximum of seriousness,

for it is one of the most important roads to

the masses. Whilst everybody is unanimous
on the question of the necessity of organising
the unorganised, that unanimity vanishes
when the question of how they are to be
‘organised is.raised. © For countries with a
divided trade union movement (France,
Czecho-Slovakia, Gréece, Roumania, Japan,
and so on) the question is clear: the unor-
ganised masses have to be gathered round the
class trade unions. In countries where the
great majority of the proletariat are unorgan-
ised (U.S.A., Poland, etc.), ‘the question is
no Iess-clear—the masses have to be drawn
into new unions.  The question is not so
simple in the case of countries. with a single
trade union movement (Germany, Austria,
Britain, etc.). What is to be done with the
millions of unorganised workers in these coun-
tries, especially during and after large-scale

~Wage struggles? Hitherto, in Germany, for

instance, three answers have been given to
this question: (1) Organise the unorganised
into the reflormist trade unions; (2) Assemble
them around the International Workers’ Com-
mittee; (3) keep the Party out of this ques-
tion, so as to avoid being transformed into a
“party of the unorganised workers.”

personally put forward a different solution
of the problem (the setting up of anti-lockout
associations, of societics for mutnal aid in
strikes, ete.). I had no idea of maintaining
that this was an ideal and final answer to this
“complicated question. No. I raised the ques-
tion with a view to calling attention to it and
securing its considerafion from all aspects.
There are comrades who consider this form of
organisation unsuccessful. That is a question
not of principle hut of practice. But no matter
what the forms of organisation and the methods
of capturing the unorganised, this is clearly
a diflicult point in the Comintern's struggle
for the masses. We-must not forget that the
section of the workers.organised by the social-
democrats_is_the most reactionary section of
the proletariat. It is possible to break the

.I‘\‘_un'ifé’fi#frbift of thie employers, the bourgeois

}

State, social-democracy and the reformist trade
union machinerv only after the unorganised
workers have been drawn into the active
struggle. Without achieving this we shall
never advance.

WHO ARE THE MASSES ?

-

ot

It is necessary to bear in mind that the
conception of the “ masses” changes from day
to day. Tenin considered this problem even
at the Third Congress of the Comintern. In
some countries and circumstances, even a few
thousand workers may constitute a mass: in
other countries, we can talk of a mass only
when tens and hundreds of thousands are
brought into the movement. On this question
Lenin at the Third Congress said:

“If a few thousand non-party workers, cus-
tomarily living good citizen’s lives and drag-
ing out a miserable existence, and never hav-
ing heard a word about politics before, begin
to take revolutionary action, we have before
us a mass. If the movement extends and
grows stronger, it gradually passes into a real
revolution. When the revolution is adequately
prepared, the conception of the ‘mass’ changes :
a few thousand workers no longer constitute
a mass. This word hegins to have a different
meaning. The conception of the mass changes
in the sense that by it we understand a major=

. ity, and morcover not merely a simple major-

ity of the workers, but a majority of all the
exploited; any other understanding of the
matter is impermissible to a revolutionary;
any other meaning of this word becomes in-
comprchensible.”

™,

>

/

In no circumstances can the conclusion bhe
drawn from this passage that Lenin did not

contemplate a revolution before the Party had
united the formal majority of the working
class. No, Lenin did not approach the ques-
tion from the aspect- of how many members
there were in the Party, but what was its in-
fluence on the mass. In the same speech
Ienin also said; ;

“Tt is possible that even a small Party, the
British or American Party for instance, after
carefully studving the course of political
development and acquainting itself with the
life and habits of the non-Party masses, mav
evoke a revolutionary movement at a favour-
able moment. If at such a moment it comes
ont with its slogans and succeeds in drawing
a million workers after it, hefore us is a mass
movement. T do not unconditionally reject the -
possibility that a revolution can be beeun by
aquite a small Party and carried to a victorious
end, but it is necessarv to know by what
methods the masses are to he drawn to wvour
side. To this end fundamental preparation for
the revolution is indispensable.  Quite a small
party is sufficient to draw the masses behind
it. At certain moments there is no necessity
for large organisations.

But in order to achieve the victory the
svmpathy of the masses is necessarv. An
ahsolute majority is not always necessary, but

| for victory, for the maintenance of power, not

only is a majority of the working class neces-
sarv—T use the term “working class” in its
west-Furopean sense, i.e., in the sense of the
industrial proletariat—but a majority of the
cxploited and the toilers of the rural

\ population.”
Here the problem of the jnter-relations be-

tween the Party and the masses in the revolu-
tion is put with such clarity that it is worth
while recalling this passage again and again
to the memory of all the Parties. The prac-
tical work of the Comintern consisted in ex-
plaining to all the parties what the masses are
and how they have to be won. In this, as in
other questions, the road was laid down by
Lenin.

TEN YEARS OF STRUGGLE

The Communist Partics under capitalism
<an capture the class-conscious minority of the
working class, that is hot open to the least

oubt. Thus the whole problem amounts to
the question what road the Comintern has

taken during these vears. Has it got its roots
into the masses, or is it, as the social-demo-
crats assure us, losing all its influence ? It is
sufficient merely to compare the Comintern of
ten vears ago in order to be convinced that the
social-democratic gutter press is Iving. How
is the growth in influence of the Comintern to
be explained? (1) The economic growth of
the U.S.S.R.; (2) the growing social antagon-
isms inside capitalist countries: (1) the oTow-
ing antagonism hetween the capitalist Great
Powers.  All these factors are shaking capital-
ist stabilisation and making more and more
illusory the hopes of the bourgeoisic and of
social-democracy for the restoration of capital-
ism. If capitalism had really emerged from
its crisis and a period of organic development
and prosperity were to begin, the Comintern
would wane in influence. But the whole
essence of the matter is that this is out of the
question, that antagonisms and conflicts are
increasing every dav, that clashes hetween
labour and capital are growing, cnormous
reserves of unemployed are increasing the un-
certainty of the morrow, the national eman-
cipation movement is growing in the colonies,
the prognosis given by the Sixth Congress of
the Comintern as to the intensification of the
social, national, imperial and colonial antavon-
isms is being confirmed. It is true that
capitalism has obtained a series of victorics
of recent years (the victorv of Fascism in
various coufitries, the defeat of the Chinese
revolution, the repeal of a number of social
laws, etc.), but nomne the less that which the
Third Congress said in its thesis on the world -
situation remains in full force.

“It remains unchallengeable that during the
present epoch the gencral curve of capitalism,
in spite of transient rises, is downward ; the
curve of revolution—through all its fluctua-
tions—is tending upward.”

What is the result of the ten years’ strugsle
for the masses? If a comparison be made
between the Comintern of ten years ago and
the Comintern of to-day, we sce what an
enormous stretch of road has been traversed
by the international Communist movement.
From a group made up of one large party
(the Communist Party of the Soviet Union),
and several small Communist Parties and

small revolutionary and Communist groups in
Europe, the Comintern has been transformed .

_intoa mighty World Bolshevik Party. Against

whom are all the resources and forces of hour-
geois States directed ? Against the Comintern.
Whose banner is unfurled in all the insurrec-
tions and mass movements, from Britain to
Australia, from Tndia to China, from Germany
to Japan?  The banner of the Comintern.
Even when the insurgents have no conception
of the Comintern and its organisation, the
attack upon the exploiters, the rising against
the imperialists has to he placed to the credit
of the Comintern, for it is the organiser and
leader of the sacial revolution, the inspiration
of all the exploited class and oppressed peaples.

This decade has been filled with heavy
battles. The position of the Comintern is by
no means the same in all sections of the inter-
national class front. The united forces of the
bourccoisic and social-democracy have driven
the Communist Parties underground in a num-
ber of countries; wherever the Communist
Party has a legal existence it is subjected to
unbraken blows and persecutions: and none
the l2ss the influcnce of the Comintern is enor-
mous. There is not a corner of the globhe
where the Comintern has no base. It is true
the forces of the Comintern are not distributed
equally over all countries. In certain coun-

trics the Comintern is stronger, in others it is -

weaker. Tn many countries the social-demo-
crats still have considerable influence with the
masses, but it must always be borne in mind
that the strength of reformism is rooted in the
strength of capitalism. International reform-
ism bases itsclf on all the might of capitalism
in its struggle against Communism. Hence
the defeat of the Comintern in isolated sections
of the front. International reformism plus
international capitalism is still stronger than
the Comintern. That is unquestionable. But
for us the important factor is the dircction of
development of the international workers’
movement—whether it is mioving from the
right leftward, from reformism to Commun-
ism, or vice versa. ‘I'he task of the Comintern
is s0 to work as to hasten the historic process
of the emancipation of the proletariat from
bourgeois social-democratic idéology. How is
that to be achicved? In that consists the
whole of Bolshevik tactics. One thing is clear ;
that one essential for the conquest of the
masses is the constant self-cleansing of the
Comintern from right and left wing opportun-
ism, and the struggle against compromise with
deviations from the Bolshevik line.

The Comintern still cannot boast of havine
won the majority of the Internatibnal prole-
tariat, but it is swiftly moving towards that
goal. Tt is moving in that direction because
from the very first day of its inception it took
a sound course on the basic question: the
party—the class—the masses.  This course
was laid down by the organiser and leader of
the Comintern, Lenin, in his theses “On the
basic tasks of the Second Congress of the
Comintern.” In those theses we rcad:

“Tor the victory over capitalism a sound
correlation between the leading Communist
Party, the revolutionary class, the proletariat
and the masses is necessary. Only the Com-
munist Party, if it is genuinely the advance-
guard of the revolutionary class, if it includes
all the finest representatives of that class, if
it consists of completely class-conscious and
devoted Communists, educated and steeled by
the experience of a stubborn revolutionary
struggle, if that Party has succeeded in link-

- ing itself up indissolubly with the whole life
of its class, and through it with the entire
mass of the exploited, and in inspiring that
class and that mass with trust, only such a
Party is capable of leading the proletariat in
the most ruthless, the decisive last struggle
‘against all the forces of capitalism. On the
other hand, only under the leadership of such
a Party is the proletariat capable of unfolding
all the might of its revolutionary force, reduc-
ing to nothingness the inevitable apathy and
* partial opposition of a small minority of the
capitalist-infected labour aristocracy, the old
“trade union and co-operative leaders and such
like—only thus is it capable of developing all
its power, which is immeasurably more than
its proportion to the population, owing to the
very economic structure of capitalist society.”

The service of the Comintern consists in
the fact that throughout the entire period of
its activity it has unswervingly taken that
'road. By the example of the October revolu-
‘tion DBolshevism has demonstrated that it
knows how to attack, retreat, and conquer,
without for onme moment losing contact with
the masses. This basic quality of Bolshev-
ism is also the basic quality of the Communist
International, which in victories and defeats
has always beem with the masses, always at
the head of the masses. So it was, so is it
now, and so it ever shall be.
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