
It becomes the rallying slogan around which all the forces 
of peace and freedom can be mobilised. 

It' is, however, idle to hope, as the modern revisionists 
want the people to do, that just because the imperialist 
powers mouth the slogan of peaceful coexistence, a new 
era of peace will dawn on the world. The reality is that 
behind the very slogan of peaceful coexistence which they 
are forced to subscribe to in words, the imperialists are 
hatching and executing new plans of aggression against the 
people ; ever so many new forms of nee-colonialism are 
being imposed ; and wherever the people are vigilant, 
united and strong enough, their revolutionary movements 
are sought to be drowned in blood. 

That is why every real revolutionary, every Marxist­
Leninist, has to combine the strictest and most loyal 
adherence to the principle of peaceful coexistence as bet­
ween states having different social systems with (a) the 
perfection of such a united and vigilant armed force of 
the socialist camp that any aggressive act of the imperialists 
can be met with a devastating counter-blow; and (b) the 
rendering of such concret'e assistance-economic, political 
and others-to the national revolutionary movements. 

ON THE FORMS OF TRANSITION TO SOCIALISM 

Marxism-Leninism proceeds to examine the question of 
forms of transition to socialism on the basis of the scientific 
analysis made regarding the origin of state and its evolu­
tion, and its present and future in the era of socialist 
revolution. 

What is the state, according to Marxism-Leninism? In 
short, "the state is a special organisation of force; it is an 
organisation of violence for the suppression of some class". 
The bourgeois states may vary in form but their essence is 
the same, i.e., in the final analysis they are nothing but 
the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. Similarly, the prole­
tarian states may assume different forms, but their essence 
can be nothing but the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

In view of this irrefutably established scientific truth, 
the modern working class, in its fight for political power 
and social emancipation, at every stage of its development, 
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is inevitably confronted with the bourgeois state, i.e., the 
special organisation of violence to suppress the working 
class. Thus, the problem of how to meet this bourgeois 
violence with a view to putting an end to all violence in 
the relations of men is one of the key problems of the 
socialist revolution. 

It is a fact that violence is alien to the Marxist-Leninist 
ideals. The foremost thinkers, founders and leaders of 
Marxism-Leninism were always eager to find out ways 
and means to restrict, minimise and, if possible, to avoid 
the bourgeois violence in the way of effecting the socialist 
revolution, since peaceful transition is advantageous to the 
proletariat. Any number of instances from the history of 
the working class movement can be cited to substantiate 
this proposition of ours. 

However, Marxism-Leninism, as Lenin has pointed out, 
while decisively rejecting the theory "that armed uprising 
is a form of struggle which is obligatory always and under 
all conditions" as totally alien to its sc'ience, and while 
making it obligatory for proletarian revolutions to seize 
every opportunity that history offers for effecting peaceful 
transition, takes serious note of the realities of how the 
internatiq,nal bourgeoisie is increasingly resorting to brutal 
violence and terror and how it is bent upon barring the 
road to peaceful transition. Lenin, noting this phenomenon 
as early as October 1916, observed, "However, it cannot be 
denied that in individual cases, by way of exception, some 
small country, for instance, after the socialist revolution 
had been accomplished in a neighbouring big country, 
peaceful .surrender of power by the bourgeoisie is possible, 
if it is convinced that resistance is hopeless and if it 
prefers to save its skin. It is much more likely, of course, 
that even in small states socialism will not be achieved 
without civil war, and for that reason the only programme 
of international social democracy must be recognition of 
C'ivil war, though violence is, of course, alien to our ideals. 
'l'hc same, mutatis mutandis-with necessary alterations­
In !l)lplicable to nations". (Lenin, A Caricature of Marxism) 

Our Party, keeping all these precepts of Marxism­
) ,en lnlsm in view and also taking note of the revolutionary 
changes that have taken place in the correlation of class 
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