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 The  of criticism   
replace criticism by  

 to the Critique of  Philosophy of 
     Progress 

Publishers  Moscow,     

 these gentlemen ever seen a 
tion? A revolution is certainly the most authoritarian thing 
there   is the act whereby one part of the population 
es its will upon the other part by means of  and 
cannon  authoritarian  such there be at all  and if the 
victorious party does not want to have fought in  must 
maintain this rule by means of the terror which its arms inspire 
in the  

   Works in 3 
   

 oppressed class  does not strive 
to learn to use  acquire  deserves to be treated 
like  

  Programme of the Proletarian  
  

 dictatorship of the proletariat can
not arise as a result   development of bourgeois 
society and of bourgeois  it can arise only as a result 
of the smashing of the bourgeois state  bourgeois 

 bourgeois bureaucratic  bourgeois  

  of  
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1.    BY THE CENTRAL  

  PARTY  

 INDIA  

When working with the Central 
zation  Party of   

 ,we were confronted with many  of the 
most important ones   

 and  of   
  in the revision of the principle of armed  

struggle for the revolution and in the  of the 
Leninist teachings on the state and  the article 

 Concept of  Political  - A He-examination" 
   distorts and 

makes a frontal attack on Mao  thesis that "political 
power grows out of the barrel of a   
Leninist thesis is dismissed to be only "partially true and 
quite   

 Marxist  "political  
so  merely the organized power of one class for 
ing   of the Communist   
Works   necessity of 
lently smashing the state apparatus  establishing the 
cal  state power of the revolutionary class/classes is 
glossed  power is redefined as  
ized decision  taken by the  this  path 
is paved for introducing the  programme of building 
parallel power centres of the people which are  based on the 
power of  

 CRC denies that  view of the most gross 
betrayal of the principles of  by the modern 
revisionists  most urgent task  us is to study and 

 the teachings of the classics of  

that  teachings of  and  is to 
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defend and propagate the principles of   

Closely connected with this is the fact that the CRC 
does not consider  to be a theory  
itself  reduces the theory of Marxism-Leninism to a mere 
method  has to be applied anew to the always new conditions 

 for     
the manner of the   threw overboard 
the fundamental principles of  on the pretext 
of the emergence of  new   the CRC, 
by reducing  to  only a method and by 
sizing  new conditions" after World War II, 
leaves the door wide open for the  throwing 
board and for the opportunist distortion of  

 the  revision of the principle of armed 
 disregard for principles was most clearly to be 

seen in the question of Party  clear cut 
tion was made between sympathizers and Party  
Leninist conception of a Bolshevist  essence  which 
is that the Party allows only the best  most 
conscious elements into its  are then  

 clearly  Leninist  of two  
phases of Party  for building  organization 
capable    and leading the revolution to victory, 
was also disregarded. 

The necessity of these two phases of Party building 
was explained by Lenin to the Communists of other countries in 
his  Communism"  J Works      also 
by  (Works  Star Press  

 Before going over to the task of winning the broad 
masses of the workers and the working masses as such for the 

 Party has to go through an initial phase of 
winning the proletarian  first phase is needed to 
work out the programme and the general tactics of the Party and 
tb create a main core of cadres capable of leading the broad 
masses of the  first phase  thus the phase of 
ting the  it attention is focussed  the Party 
self  upon  own existence and   it is regarded 

 a  of   already  this 
phase and necessarily to    Party already 
begins intervening in mass  

6 
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 the CRC boasts of having broken with  
  of the Three  has  

been done on the principled basis of the Leninist theory of  
erialism   other  imperialism to  
a   Great  have erected a world system of 
financial slavery over the rest of the world and wage a struggle 
for markets and spheres of    the re-divi
sion of the  leading to violent re-division of the 
spheres of influence in an imperialist   continues to 
uphold the theory of the  is the ideological 
forerunner of the revisionist "Theory of the Three  (See 
Mass    

 theory of the superpowers makes a qualitative 
distinction between the countries of the "first world" - the 
called  and S.U. imperialisms - and those of the 
"second  two superpowers lead the two imperialist blocs 
and hence are the only powers at the moment capable of leading 
a world  theory leads to  the other 
erialist  so-called "second world"  

  and Great Britain and lowers the vigi
lance of the peoples of the world against  their defeat 
in World War  powers have  since embarked upon the 
path of independent development and have entered into rivalry 

 U.S. imperialism for spheres of  in  

(x) In   the law of uneven development in 
capitalist  in  his  
Problems of  warned against the upcoming revisionist 
tendencies to absolutize the role of one imperialist  
at that time U.S. imperialism  said in relation to the powers 
vanquished or weakened in the Second World  

 think that these countries will not try to get 
on their   not try to smash the U.S 

 and  their way to independent develop
ment, is to believe in  

  

Further  said  

 it  from this that the inevitability of 
wars  capitalist countries remains in  
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 its general line the CRC does not  
as its fundamental point of departure the  
sion of the world into two camps - the counter-revolutionary 
camp of  the imperialist bourgeoisie  
well as its allies in the dependent and neo-colonial countries 
the  feudalists and the bureaucrat bourgeoisie) 

 the camp of the world proletarian revolution  the 
proletariat  the oppressed peoples  the dependent and 
colonial  consequences of this can already be 
seen and will be seen ever more clearly in the  Certain 
sections of the comprador classes are attributed 
ist   Letter to All  Comrades from  in 

  ruling  
the feudal  rural comprador  no longer 
made one of the principal targets of   

 the debate over Mao  and the  of 
 was and remains of special significance because of 

the take-over of  in China by the revisionist Teng-Hua 
 is  be noted that the development of the  of 

China before the death of Mao  is not  this 
is at all  general line of the  of China during 

 time is presented to be fully clear and principled (See 
Mass  if there was not more 
than one grave violation of principles even in this  
as if there were  contradictory documents and other such 
obscurities during this  international debate around this 
question  the  the main limited to the 
positions of the Revolutionary Communist   
the organizations close to  

These experiences of ours with the 
can also be carried over to other groups in India calling them
selves   regard to the 

(x)  do not wish to discuss the Revolutionary 
ionalist Movement  lately by the RCP/USA and other 

 them the  the  is sufficient to say 
this  together in record time and  
in an unprincipled manner revisionist views of varied hues 
(similar to a bull frog shortly before it  is character
ized by a great diversity when it comes to using  
phrases against Comrade  

8 
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1st scheme of the three worlds we  the form of the 
Vinod   of the most open and unashamed upholders 
of this  also have the  War  
though it has lately distanced itself  the present 
ship of   of China and considers it to  revisionist, 
has still not broken loose from the Three World Theory. 

In  these organizations are character
ized by their non-adherence to the main principles of building 
a Leninist  particular by their disregard of the 
ciple of the two phases of Party  struggles carried 
out by them are more or less marked by  
pacifism and  can thus come to the conclusion that, 
as so-called   are in no way 
better than  CRC. 

2.  STRUGGLE  MODERN REVISIONISM  

IS THE IDEOLOGICAL SOURCE OF THIS MISERABLE 

STATE OF THE MARXIST-LENINIST MOVEMENT 

In view of this   
condition of the organizations in India calling themselves 

 view of these caricatures of Marxist-Lenin
ist  had a look  the situation of the 
ist Movement beyond our national  left the 
work of the   the RCP/USA and studied the inter
national debate being carried out over all these questions in 
the last many years. 

We  that internationally the 
Marxist-Leninist Movement  not find   a better state 
than in  also there is a multitude of pseudo-Marxist 

 of   
representing opportunist and revisionist lines. 

While searching  the roots of this 
international and national  also studied the docu
ments brought out jointly by the organizations Westberliner 

   die   West German 

9 
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 the   of Austria  
ideological discussion and  carried out with them proved 
to be very fruitful in  fundamental problems of the 

   fundamental criti
cism of the  and the  was especially useful. 
(See  Letter of the   and GDS to the Revolution
ary Communist Party of Chile and the 12 Organizations on the 
Joint Communique of the 13 Organizations and Parties of  
1980" in: Rote  (Central Organ of the MLPO) 
berliner   die Stromung  
version Rote   Criticism of the RCP/USA ins 
International Informations No.  Though the CRC knows 
of this  has kept it secret and has so far not 
replied to it. 

The discussion made  the 
 situation in India and internationally lies the broad

er problem of modern  revisionist degeneration of 
 revisionist course of the Party of Labour Albania 

 and the general situation of  
degeneration and decay since then can only be explained by the 
fact  the death of  revisionism has  

 been  correct lessons have not been 
drawn from The experience of the degeneration of the once 
glorious   of the Soviet Union. 

3. THE  OF  "POLEMIC 

ON THE GENERAL  

The documents of the  of the 
 of China played a major role in starting the struggle 

against   these documents 
ed many correct  positions they were able to 
strike a series of heavy blows to the modern  
also played a very   in helping  

 to make a break  revisionism and to begin  process 
  new or rebuilding genuine Marxist-Leninist vanguard 

 

10 

 documents also  



11 

many serious errors in  questions and were therefore 
not able to develop a genuine  line for the forces 
of the world proletarian  of these most grave 
defects are: 

The principle of violent revolution of the  
 the  of the armed   

smashing the state apparatus is not consistently propagated and 
 possibility of preparing for both 

lities, both for a peaceful as well as for a non-peaceful 
ment of the revolution is  (See Point 11 of the  
Point  

 the 2nd Comment of    of China 
 criticizes  is done without giving any 

 modern  attacks against Stalin are 
 really  

 dealing with the problem as to how the  against 
the inner reaction is to be combined    against the 
external  struggle against the  enemy is one-
sidedly emphasized  all countries of the  the 
nal  imperialism is regarded to be the main enemy   
a world  all  is totally  

  or   

  close connection   necessity of an 
Agrarian Revolution in the colonial and  countries is 
completely  is  mentioned  even a single 
word in the  for the   of Communist  

 an "absolutely obligatory  in the relations 
between  parties it is propagated that criticism 
should be carried out only  the  
Origin and Development of the  Between the Leader
ship of the  and Ourselves" and  Leadership of the 

 Is the Biggest Splitter of Our  

11 
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4. THE ASSESSMENT OP MAO TSE-TUNG 

The international debate regarding Mao 
 how to evaluate him and his  clarified in 

relation to the following  

While evaluating Mao Tse-tung  has  the one 
 against those who totally condemn him in an 

tunist  the Party of Labour Albania  do not 
draw any line of demarcation between him and the 
nev  the other  have to also struggle 
against those who uncritically glorify him and thus also accept 
and propagate his serious  the RCP/USA and related 
forces. 

 is  the one  defend Mao 
 s great  work on the democratic revolution 

in  contributions in the struggle against  
revisionism and his role in initiating the Cultural Revolution 
in  the same  serious mistakes must also 
be  his attitude towards the national 

 forward in his writings of 1956 /57)in the 
ist stage of the revolution which fundamentally contradicts 
Marxism-Leninism  which secured for him the special approval 
of the modern  he himself corrected or tried 
to correct these mistakes in the practice of the Cultural Revolu

  did this without making any self-criticism. 

A strict distinction must also be made between the 
category of Mao  Thought on the one hand  the 
ation of Mao  as leader of the Chinese Communist  
and that of his work on the other. 

The construction of  Tse-tung  
in an extreme  as a  stage in the development of 

 as for example by the  also advocated as 
  of a new  played a fatal role in 

the struggle against modern  

12 
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dangerous notion that  the teachings of  
Lenin and Stalin would not have stood the test of the historical exp
erience of the last 5o  They would be  
not  ,and correspondingly need to be  
even "corrected" by Mao   this  revi
sionist betrayal is more or less unconcealedly glossed  
set-backs are imputed to Marxism-Leninism  particular 
to the  theory and practice of Comrade Stalin, 
instead of being recognized to be the result of  dis
regarding and going  this theory. 

5. THE STRUGGLE AGAINST MODERN 

REVISIONISM IN INDIA 

If we examine the history of the Marxist-
Leninist Movement in India  the light  the   that 
here  on the international  were inadequacies in 
the struggle against modern revisionism. 

The Naxalbari Movement in India was 
above all an outstanding mass practical declaration of war against  
the "peaceful-parliamentary path" of the modern Indian revision-
    have to study to what extent this  the 

Party leading  able to combat modern revisionism on the 
theoretical plane  to what extent it was thus an indirect 
criticism of the  of   have to also study 
to what extent the task of building a Leninist Party was success
fully   were made in this  
whether they were ever  uncovered and sought to 
be  

A full analysis of the experience of 
the Naxalbari  the leadership of the  by 
Comrade Charu  an essential task  has to be under
taken. For the  can  The revolutionary heritage of 

 armed struggle and drawing attention towards 
the task of agrarian revolution  be  the same  
all errors and deviations committed by the Party under the leader
ship of Charu  have to be uncovered 
ever, this has to be done taking into consideration the historical 

13 
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situation at that  state of the international Marxist-
Leninist  forces of fascist terror let loose against 

  

On the  CPE/ML at this time did 
not succeed in creating a solid Marxist-Leninist  
after the murder of Comrade Charu  Party  
many fractions without drawing the correct lessons from  

 on the national and the international  
opportunists and revisionists are completing the work of the 
fascist Indian   ever more  to 
tunist and revisionist  are liquidating the 
Leninist Party. 

This can be seen from the fact that even 
those principles upheld by the  at the time of Naxalbari, 
like that of armed  now being abandoned and are being 

 by new    the  
of parallel centres of power  the question of armed struggle, 
as in  case of the  the case of the  Mishra 

 catastrophic effects of taking over and applying the 
Three World Theory can be seen  the political line of  

   unashamed agents of  
sionism are revealing their true colours in their open 
ration with the agents of Soviet Social Imperialism in India. 

 TASKS TODAY 

In   already stated 
in the  main danger is modern  
attempts to represent dogmatism to be the main danger today must 
be  to be a diversionary  must be very clear 
about the fact that  view of the betrayal by the modern 

 primary task is to defend the principles of 
 the basis of the  of  

Lenin and Stalin. 

The concrete analysis of the 
day peculiarities of  their history)  certainly an 
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essential and urgent  this cannot be accorded first 
priority because of the reasons mentioned 
ding the principles of Marxism-Leninism is an indispensible 
task also for the reason that the current peculiarities of 
India and their history can correctly and profoundly be explained 
only on the  of the teachings of  and 
Stalin. 

We are of the opinion that none of the 
 so-called   by the twin 

worms of opportunism and  swimming in the mire of 
 and  in a position to fulfil these  

For this   necessary to start    
is needed now  "the  very  pro
found work of creating genuine Communist   

 solid Marxist-Leninist  is needed for tackling 
these and other tasks in th'eory and in  and to work out 
a  line and theory  the revolution in India. 

The  step in this direction of creating 
a genuine Marxist-Leninist Party in India would have been to 
bring out an  by the various scattered 

 upholding  be  tribune  them. 
 declare this journal to be such an organ would be a 

mere  misrepresentation of    
 today are still too weak in   in 

gard to   politically  organizationally 
to be able to undertake the task of  out such an organ. 

 we think we  still attempt the  steps in this direc
tion. By bringing out this  we  lay the  
stones  such an  Mao Tse-tung  a weak force 
can develop itself and become  if it   

 THE BANNER OF  
will be brought out as a  j  the  
we shall concentrate on publishing such documents from the 
International Communist Movement which we believe take a prin
cipled and   on the burning questions of  
on the questions of Mao  World  
armed  and further  will in the main be 
the  statements of the three organizations mentioned 
earlier -the  and  shall also publish documents 
of other parties and organizations relevant   problems 

 us   by the classic authors on revolution in 

15 
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  referring 
specially to India and the revolution in India; relevant and 
important documents from the Comintern  from the  of 
the Indian Communist Movement. 

It will he our concern to make these 
documents fruitful  struggle today against revisionism in 
India and  defending the fundamental 
ples of Marxism-Leninism. 

We also consider it urgently necessary 
that we  to apply these principles to the  
India and to work out step by  our own positions on the 
basic questions of  Indian revolution and present them  
discussion. 

 essential  our further develop
ment is an echo on the part of our  expressing 

 and suggestions are urgently needed in 
 to    debate and to bring together all 

those  in India who are deeply committed to Marxism-Leninism 
and  the  proletarian revolution. 

 are fully aware that contri
butions towards    Party in India 
includes publishing our journal in at least the main languages 
  view of our limited  will be possible 

only  this we are above all dependent on  
 shall  be able to bring out  issues 

regularly only in  

London, October 1984 The  
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 Communist must grasp the  
political power grows out  the 
barrel of a  

(Mao  of War and 
  

PREFACE 

Issue  1 

In this first issue we  mainly 
lishing parts of documents from the International Communist 
Movement which take a principled stand on the vital question of 

 struggle for the  find this all the more 
necessary because of late  so-called Marxist-Leninist groups 

 India have increasingly been turning to legalist and 
mentary forms   as  main  of struggle  
betraying the principle of armed struggle  the  

 have  no distinction between themselves  the 
traditional revisionist parties in India   and CPI(M). 

The first document "THE  OF THE 
PEACEFUL AND   CONTRADICTS  
(GDS  translation  October 1934) is co-auth
ored by the three  and  is a funda
mental repudiation of the thesis of the "Peaceful and 
ful  propagated by  at the 20th Congress 
of the  Basing itself on a thorough study of the classic 
authors on this  document among  things also 
shows the theoretical inadequacies of the  of   
of this principle in the  Proposal" and other documents 
of the  is thus an extremely useful base  exposing 
ever more subtle variations of negating and throwing overboard 
the essential  principle of armed   
the revolution. 

The second document published here in 
extracts  THE  ALONG THE  LINE TO 
LEAD THE PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION IN INDONESIA   a 

 of the Political Bureau of the  Party 
of  from September   This is one of the 

17 
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Five Important Documents of the  Bureau of the   
 by the Delegation of the  under the title  

 the  Along the  Line to Lead the  
Democratic Revolution in  The line of preparing 
both  the  and  path of the  
is  presented as being the root cause of the 
defeats of the revolutions of 194-5 and  coming to the 
conclusion in the Programme 

 the only road  to the liberation of the 
Indonesian people is that of armed  

 

the  of  was  first party to come out openly 
against the revisionist theory of the "two  thus 

 not by  positions of the "Polemic" 
of the C P .  China. 

In view of the deviations committed by 
the so-called  organizations in India in the 
field of Party building (Cf  think it is highly 
relevant to also publish that part of the document in which the 
Political Bureau of the  of the C P . of  

 works up mistakes committed in   

18 
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T A B L E O F C O N T E N T S 

I. THE THESES OF THE KRUSHCHOVITE REVISIONISTS ON THE 
  AND THE   STRUGGLE 

AGAINST THEM (SUMMARY)  
 

2. 

Krushchov Serves up the Tale of the  Par
liamentary Path" at the 2oth Congress of the  23 

The  of China's Struggle Against  
Revisionism 26 

II. SOME FUNDAMENTAL TEACHINGS OF MARXISM-LENINISM ON THE 
NECESSITY OF THE VIOLENT SMASHING OF THE OLD  
APPARATUS AND THE PREPARATION OF ARMED STRUGGLE OF THE 

 MASSES 
 

1. Marxism-Leninism On the Necessity of the Violent 
Smashing of the Bourgeois State Apparatus 29 

2. The Great Ideals  Do Not Permit Any Margin 
For Bourgeois Pacifism 30 

3. The  Revolution Must Offensively be Propagated, 
Offensively Prepared And Carried out  

4.  and   Path 
On the One Hand and  "Violent-Dictatorial" 
Path On the Other Hand Are Not Two  But 

 Opposites 

III. WITH  UNDERSTANDING DID LENIN AND STALIN  
ABOUT THE EXCEPTIONAL POSSIBILITY OF A "PEACEFUL 
PATH"   

 

 Peculiarities During the "Dual Power" in Russia in   

  

a) Lenin and Stalin about the possibility of a "peaceful" 
further development of the revolution in the phase of 
the "Dual Power"  1917 46 

b) The armed uprising in February 1917 was the pre-condi
tion for the "Dual Power". Only its success  the 
essential features of the "Dual Power" comprehensible 47 
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  STATE  - "ARMS IN THE HANDS OF THE 
PEOPLE"  the ESSENCE OF THE "DUAL  

d) Has Lenin been refuted by  he took a course 
towards the "peaceful path" in a certain phase of the 
revolution  

e) Evaluation of the experiences of the "Dual Power" in 
the light of Marxism-Leninism against the revisionist 
theoreticians of the "Peaceful Path" 

2. The Theoretical Possibility of a "Peaceful Path" of The 
Revolution As An Exceptional Case Conceivable in the 
"Distant Future" Does Not  the Necessity of Prepa
ring the Armed  of the Masses 

3. The Epoch of Imperialism and the Proletarian Revolution 
Renders Indispensible the Preparation by the Proletariat 
and the Oppressed Masses of the People For Armed Stru-

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

 CRITIQUE OF THE   FALSE AND INADEQUATE PO
SITIONS ON THE QUESTION OF THE PATH OF THE REVOLUTION 

 

 The  of the Scheme of the "Peaceful And Non-
Peaceful Development of  Revolution" Was A Central 
Concession To the Modern Revisionists 

  Distinction o f P r i n c i p l e i s Made Between 
the  Programmatic Statements 
On the "Peaceful Path" On  One Hand, and  
ments On the "Peaceful Path" on the Other 

 The  of China's Thesis of the Tactical  
Both For a Peaceful As Well As For A  Deve
lopment of the  Completely False 

 Instead of Propagating the Offensive Armed Struggle, 
the  of China Propagated the  of Armed 
Struggle Only As a  to the Violence of the 
Ruling Classes That is to Say In a Defensive Way 

 If There is No Peaceful Path, Why Did the  China 
Mention it From the Point of View of Tactics  

6. The Liberating Role of the Armed Struggle By the Masses 
of the People is  Defended in the C P . of China's 
Proposal 
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 (x) 

 Mao  Attitude Towards the Law of Violent Re
volution (Extract) 67 

******************************************************* 
In the quotations, all the emphases in capital letters 
are taken over from the original  
all other emphases are made by the editors 

 

(x) 

  notes of the   Scheme of the  
and  Path Contradicts   not been 
included in this issue: 

 1   Theory of the     
Path Contains Fundamental Attacks Against Dialectical 
and Historical  and Against the Theory of 
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. 

 2  The Attitude of the Party of Labour Albania Towards 
Violent  

Note   The Moscow Declarations of 1957 and 1960 on the 
tion of the Violent Revolution of the Proletariat 
and the Position of the  of China at these 

 

Note 4  The second part of Note 4 dealing  Mao  
attitude towards violent revolution  the 20th 
Congress of the  in 1956. 

Note 5   Development of  s and  Conceptions About 
the State and Revolution. 

Note 6  Some Remarks on Using Various Forms of Armed  
 Starting an Armed Uprising and on the Question 

of Individual Terrorism. 

Note    of  and the  of  Line 
in the Struggle Against the Counter-Revolutionary 
Theory of the   

22 
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I. THE THESES OF THE  REVISIONISTS ON THE 
FUL  AND THE   STRUGGLE AGAINST THEM 
(SUMMARY) 

 Krushchov Serves up the Tale of the "Peaceful   
Path" at the 2oth  of the   

At the 2oth Congress of the C.P.S.U. in 1956,  pro
bably "most sensational"  apart from the condemna
tion of Stalin, was the propaganda of the possibility of a "peace
ful path" to  The revisionists asserted that this was 
merely a "question of tactics". However,at the same  
mobilized their pen-pushers in all areas of Marxist theory in order 
to give their theses a Marxist-Leninist cover, while, at  
same time, removing the Marxist-Leninist core from the theo
ry of   

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

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

 is probable that more forms of transition to  
will appear. Moreover, the implementation of these forms need 

 See Note 1: "Krushchov's theory of the  non-vio
 path contains fundamental attacks on dialectical and hi

storical  on the theory of the dictatorship of the 
 published  this  note) 

 Togliatti declared: 

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

 Will Triumph Over Revisionism", PLA Collec
tion, p. 113, Translated from the Ger. ed. - Transl.) 

We shall see in the following that the essential difference bet
ween Lenin and Togliatti does not at all consist in their assess
ment of the  of a peaceful path.  the contrary, 
Lenin's understanding of the possibility of a peaceful path, 
or a relatively peaceful stage of  revolution, was princi
pally different from that of Togliatti. 
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not be associated with civil war under all  Our  
enemies like to depict us Leninists as advocates of violence 
always and everywhere. True, we recognize the need for the 
revolutionary  of  society into  
cialist society. It is this that distinguishes the revolu
tionary Marxists from the reformists, the  There 
is no doubt that in a number of countries the violent over
throw of the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and the sharp 
aggravation of class struggle connected with this are inevi
table. But the forms of social revolution vary. It is not 
true that we regard violence and civil war as the only way to  
make  
("Report of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U to the 2oth 
Party Congress", February 14, 1956, FLPH, Moscow 1956,  
also "Contributions Towards An Ideological Struggle" by the 
Editorial Board of    Main Positions 
of the 2oth Party Congress  the C.P.S.U." (German ed.),p.1o) 

As can be seen, Krushchov does not recoil from representing and 
rejecting Lenin's theory of the a b s o l u t e necessity of 
violent revolution to be a thesis of the enemies. Thereby 
Krushchov mixes in a highly demagogical way two totally different 
questions. This he does by naming "violence and civil war" in 
one breath. Lenin constantly underlined the generally valid law  
of proletarian revolution,  the violent smashing of the old  
state  He never understood the exceptional case  a 
"peaceful" development of the revolution, or some phases of it 
in the sense of being "non-violent" or   to 
which we shall return in greater detail later. Krushchov, how
ever, unrestrainedly falsified all Lenin's comments, thereby 

 Kautsky and  old revisionist nonsense into  
"most recent understanding of  

The "peaceful" "path to socialism", proclaimed by Krushchov, which 
renounces revolutionary violence and is based on the ostensible 
possibility of  the bourgeois parliament by means 
of the vote, has absolutely nothing in common with Lenin and his 

 i.e. with  

Krushchov said: 

"At the same time the present situation offers the working 
class in a number of capitalist countries a  possibility 
to unite the overwhelming majority of the people under its 
leadership and to secure the transfer of the basic means of  
production into the hands  the people. The Right-Wing 
bourgeois parties and their governments are suffering bank
ruptcy with increasing frequency. In these circumstances the 
working class  by rallying around itself the toiling pea
santry, the  all patriotic forces,  reso
lutely repulsing the opportunist elements who are incapable 
of giving up the policy of compromise with the capitalists ad 
and landlords, is in a position to defeat the reactionary for
ces opposed to popular interest, to capture a stable majority  
in parliament, and transform the latter from an organ of bour-

 democracy into a genuine instrument of the  will. 
(Applause) In such an event this institution, traditional in 
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many highly developed capitalist countries, may become an  
 of  democracy, democracy for the  people. 

The winning of a stable parliamentary majority backed by a mass 
revolutionary movement of the proletariat and of all working 
people could create for the working class of a  of  
talist and former colonial countries the conditions needed to 
secure fundamental social  

 pp. 45,46;  Towards An Ideological Stru
ggle", p. 11) 

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

So far as the Krushchovites conceived of a revolution or of a re
volutionary use of violence, they did it entirly  

 They recognized the possibility of a  path 
only 

"if the exploiting classes resort to violence against the 
people" 
("The Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. to the 
Central Committee of the  of China", in: Peking Review, 
No. 25, 1963,  

The Krushchovite revisionists spread massive illusions about the 
fact that at the decisive  the exploiting classes  
neither be ready nor capable  using violence. They recommended 
to the communists and revolutionaries of practically the entire 
world to orientate themselves entirely towards  prepare for the 
"peaceful path". On what reasoning did the Krushchovites base their 
betrayal of Marxist-Leninist theory on the state and revolution  

 main argument was that as a consequence of the existence 
of the  countries of the socialist camp, which had totally al
tered the international balance of  the  smashing 
of the old state apparatus by means of armed struggle became 

 

They tried to  people believe that, as a consequence of the 
"favourable international situation", because of the pressure 
from outside, real conditions had emerged for the  
peaceful path. For them, the laws of history till then were no 
longer valid because of the "new conditions", which had 
sible set in.  of Marxist Philosophy", 1959, 

  

Moreover, the Krushchovites also endeavoured to "exploit" vari
ous passages of Marx, Engels, Lenin and even Stalin for their 

    where they spoke about the possibility of a 
"peaceful development of the  

 For example, at the Sixth Congress of the Socialist Unity 
(Footnote contd. on next  

2 5 
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The revisionists have especially referred to and still refer to 
statements by    about  and America in the 

 epoch of capitalism  for example. 0. Kuusinen 
and others, "Fundamentals of  Moscow 1960, p. 
79, Ger.ed. Or later also R. Fahrle and P.  "Chinas  
-    (China's Path - Marxism or  
Frankfurt/Main 1969, pp. 181,182) 

The revisionists also specially like to refer to  
statements about the possibility  a peaceful development of 
the revolution in the distant future and especially in the short  
period before the victory of the October Revolution. (See A. 
Belykov and F. Burlatski, "Communist",   quoted in: 
"The Proletarian Revolution and Krushchov's  Peking 
Review No. 14/1964. See also: "Fundamentals of Marxist Philosophy", 
1959, Moscow, p. 569, Ger.ed) 

The purpose of these  we shall deal with in detail 
 they have also misled  confused many conscious 

communists, consisted in pretending that Krushchov's conceptions 
of the peaceful path were a continuation and a further develop
ment of the ideas of the classics of  However, 
in reality, there is an unbridgeable chasm between Krushchov and 
the classics, even if to some extent similar- sounding terms are 

 a peaceful path is mentioned in the 
Marxist-Leninist works, there is - in contrast to Krushchov's 
views -  question   of sliding into socialism with 
the help of the parliament and without violent revolution. 

The  were faced with,and are still faced with 
the task of exposing the  of the modern revisionists 
in this vital question. It is their task to remove the confusion 
created by them so that the ideas and teachings of Marx, Engels, 
Lenin and Stalin can correctly be understood, and are a help and 
a guideline in  the problem of violent revolution. 

2. The  of  Struggle Against  Revisionism 

Undoubtedly the C P . of China was one of the parties and forces 
 agreeing with Krushchov's "theories" and the 2oth Con

gress about the   

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

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

(Footnote contd. from last page) 
Party of Germany (SED) in  Krushchov referred to  men
tion of  peaceful path of the revolution.  in the 
years after the 2oth Congress, the PLA too interpreted some of 
Stalin's remarks entirely in a  way. See for that Note 

 Attitude of the Party of Labour Albania Towards Violent 
 published in this  note) 

 See Note  Moscow Declarations of  and  on the 
Question of Violent Proletarian Revolution and the C P . of Chi

 Position at these  published in this 
  note) 
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Point  and  of the  Concerning the General Line" as 
well as the comment "The Proletarian Revolution and Krushchov's 
Revisionism" (Peking  No.  pp.5-22) deal with 

 theses on the "peaceful path". Side by side with a 
series of incorrect or insufficient formulations and theses, 
these passages by the   China also contain many truely 
fundamental Marxist-Leninist arguments and positions, which con
stitute a declaration of war against the Krushchovite revisio
nists and in so far still have great  

Therefore our task consists not only in criticising and repudi
ating the C P . of    and  
but also in  and  their correct positions at 
that time. 

 In the "Proposal" the C P . of China emphasizes that the ru
ling class will "never relinquish power  and 
stresses that "there never was a revolution which was able 
to achieve victory without zigzags and sacrifices". The C P . 
of China stresses that 

"the birthpangs of a revolution are far less painful than 
the chronic agony of the old   

The "comment" then states more comprehensively and much more 
 

 "Violent revolution is the only road  (is) a uni
versal law of proletarian     
1964,   

 The comment quotes Mao  Marxist-Leninist thesis 
that "the seizure of power by armed  the central 

 of       

 The revisionist standard work "A Critique of Mao  
Theoretical  published in Moscow in  which 
originates  a "Group of Authors" of revisionist  

     Moscow) also vili
 the correct  theses of the "Proposal 

cerning the General Line" of the  of China of  There it 
is said about the comment "Proletarian Revolution and  
Revisionism, which appeared in September  

"The same  revolution is the universal law of prole
tarian   proclaimed to  the only Marxist 

   

These revisionist "savants" do not recoil  putting aside 
 teaching on the law of violent  put  

by him in works like "The State and Revolution" and "Renegade 
 It can be seen that in this question they have absolu

tely n o arguments  all to oppose these Marxist-Leninist 
 of the C P . of  

 See also    Attitude Towards the Law 
of Violent   

2 7 
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 More than once  is unambiguously stressed: to "realize 
socialism through the   is utterly im

    

 The  China quotes Lenin that the masses must systema
tically be educated in the Marxist views on violent revolu
tion and affirms that these teachings of Lenin are still 
lid  Ibid. p. 7   

 The  China also refutes the particular arguments of 
the modern  namely, their completely absurd re
ference to Hungary after World War I, as well as their re
ference  Czechoslovakia  World War II and proves 
that in both cases the people's arms were decisive. Similar
ly, the "comment" rightly characterizes the peculiarities 
of the phase of the "dual power" in Russia, namely, that 
the "arms were in the hands of the people, and that no co
ercion from outside was exercised in regard to the people" 

 pp  

 The C P . of China shows the historical connection of Krush-
shov's revisionism with Kautsky and Bernstein - and exposes 
the revisionist currents of Browder, Togliatti and Thorez 

 

 On the basis of the reality  World War II, the C P . of 
China shows that the modern  reference to the 
existence of the 13 socialist countries as a  for a 
"peaceful path" is absurd because this external factor can
not prevent the immense expansion and  of the 
state machines in the capitalist   in spite 
of this   wars of intervention 
have been the order of the day.  

 The  s comment closes with the  conclusion of 
 and   of the  Party" that 

the Communists can achieve their aims only "by the forcible 
overthrow"   which they declare  

In view of these excellent arguments by the C P . of China against 
the Krushchovite  which we have sketched here only in 

 it is all the more important to c r i t i c i z e even 
the  views of the  P. of China which contradict in 
part the correct views mentioned  

Our criticism essentially aims at the  views of the C P . 
of China  this  

 The theses of "preparation" both  the  as well as 
the   We  it absolutely wrong because 
it accepts the core of the    Point 
 of the"25-Point   

 The C P . of China not only accepts the essence of the scheme 
of the   but in the case of violent revolution it 
also in fact proceeds from the  It does not propa
gate violent revolution  it completely overlooks 
the liberating and educative role of armed struggle and is 

 in  far as it  it permissible to mention 

2 8 



29 

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

 The  of China does  make a distinction in prin
ciple between  comments regarding a "peaceful path" 
in a certain  of the Russian Revolution and Kru-
chchov's programmatic theses. The views of  
complete in themselves, are not comprehensively defended,as 
we shall show. Rather, the C P . of China also violates them. 

In order to be able to  oppose the revisionist 
distortions, we cannot only enumerate the C P . of China's wrong 
views, but must present the problem in a comprehensive  
For this, we find it absolutely essential to examine closely and 
systematically Marx's,  Lenin's  Stalin's views, which 
constitute a complete system, taking into consideration the ex
ceptional historical situations which have often been quoted and 
distorted. 

 

II. SOME FUNDAMENTAL TEACHINGS OF MARXISM-LENINISM ON THE NE
CESSITY OF THE VIOLENT SMASHING OF THE OLD STATE APPARATUS 
AND THE PREPARATION OF ARMED STRUGGLE OF THE  
MASSES 

 Marxism-Leninism On the Necessity of the Violent Smashing 
of the  State Apparatus  

In his unsurpassed work "The State and Revolution" with the sub
title "The Marxist Theory of the State and the Tasks of the Pro
letariat in the Revolution", written by Lenin in August/September 

  between the February Revolution and the October Re
volution, he first explains in the first chapter that the state 
is a product of the irreconciliability of class antagonisms. 
For this, Lenin evaluated  and  entire writings 
and worked out the fundamental understanding of  
the army and police apparatus are the main instruments of the 
State. In this first chapter he exposes bourgeois democracy as 
a form of rule of the capitalist class. He repudiates all illu
sions regarding the possibility of avoiding violent revolution 
and states: 

 

"The suppression of the bourgeois state by the proletarian 
state is impossible without a violent  
(Lenin,  State and Revolution", 1917,  25,p.4o5) 

Secondly: The liberation of the proletariat and the oppressed 
classes is 

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

 p. 393) 

2 9 
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The basic   already by Marx on the basis of the 
experiences of the 1848  brilliantly confirmed by the 
Paris Commune in 1871 is that the working class must  
the existing state machinery  because the proletariat can 
ther simply take it over, nor can it, so to say, bypass it and 
slide into socialism. This is,  Lenin emphasizes: 

"the principal lesson of Marxism regarding the tasks of the 
proletariat during a revolution in relation to the state." 
(Lenin,  25, p. 420) 

Already the terms  "destroy" the old state appa
ratus, the old state machinery, by means of the revolution con
tain in t h e m s e l v e s the conception of violence and 
the use of violence and would obviously be without any content 
without that. 

• The immediate practical consequence of these teachings is the 
• all-round preparation for  war in the capitalist coun-
® tries, is the preparation for the revolutionary wars of libera-
 tion in the countries dependent on imperialism. The consequence 

• is also to educate the masses for armed struggle and for armed 
 seizure of power. Thereby, the  must prepare itself in an 

• all-round manner to really master the education  organiza-
• tion of the masses for the fulfillment of these  

Proceeding from these fundamental guidelines in "The State and 
Revolution", and including some of Lenin's later writings (es
pecially his writing "The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade 

 and  writings, we want in particular to  
with three aspects of violent revolution, which are specially 
significant for fighting against revisionism and for criticizing 
insufficient and wrong positions of the C P . of China. 

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

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

   path and Lenin's "violent-dic
tatorial path" are not two  but an irreconci
lable antithesis. 

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

The revisionists of all times and all countries have always 

 See for that Note  The Development of  and  

Views on the State and  published in this 
  note) 
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gogically asked and still ask the Marxists the question: 
Do you not regard the peaceful seizure of power to be 
desirable  Would you not prefer it to civil  which demands 
many dead and many sacrifices  Would it not therefore be better 
to first prepare for a  path"   

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

"The working class would, of course, prefer to take power PEACE
 but to RENOUNCE the revolutionary seizure of power 

would be MADNESS on the part of the proletariat, both from the 
theoretical and the practical-political points of  it 
would mean nothing but a disgraceful retreat in face of the 
bourgeoisie and all other propertied classes." 

 1899,  4,  

With these words, already written by Lenin before the turn of the 
century, long before the publication of "The State and Revolution 
where he naturally could not yet consider the general features 
of the epoch of imperialism and the proletarian revolution, he 
already clearly pointed out the distinction between wish and re
ality  Lenin showed that the  advanced the primitive 

 is the struggle that is possible, and possi
ble is the struggle which the workers are waging  the given 

  Lenin lashed at this representation to be crass oppo 
 

 would be difficult to express more glaringly the senseless 
and unprincipled  (Ibid, p. 274) 

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

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

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

|| "violence is,  course, alien to our ideals". 
(Lenin, Coll. Works 23,  

 In order  make themselves popular with the bourgeoisie  
the revisionists even propagated that the peaceful path would 
serve the "national interests of the country"  Letter of 
the Central Committee of the  to the Central Committee 
of the  of China", in:Peking Review,  1 963,  The 
revisionists thus documented how they looked after the interests 
 the bourgeoisie. In contrast, Lenin  allowed himself to 

be impressed by the "interests of the whole   by the 
cares and needs even of the bourgeoisie. He was always concerned 
with avoiding unnecessary  among   class and 
the working people. 
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The  which the revolutionaries meet with and which 
they have  account of in their struggle, naturally differ 
from the  aims and ideals of Communism. As a 
result, there is necessarily a distinction between these ideals 
on the one hand, and the necessary tasks and forms of political 
struggle leading to them  the other. 

Answering the hypocritical reproaches of the bourgeoisie or their 
helpers, the  who assert  Communism, that is sure
ly elimination of war, oppression and violence against human be
ings - therefore, how can you yourselves resort to such means  
the Communists say  Yes, we stand for communism, for the elimina
tion of wars, of arms  of oppression and of violence, for the e-

 of the state. But it fully corresponds to the world 
outlook of dialectical materialism that, in order to eliminate 
counter-revolutionary war, at first revolutionary war will have 
to be waged and be victorious. And in order to eliminate arms, 
one must take hold of arms. In order to eliminate oppression, the 
exploiting classes must be suppressed. In order to abolish the 
state and eliminate violence, we need the dictatorship of the 
proletariat at long date, which is based on the might of the armed 
proletariat. These are no  We are fighting to realize 
our wishes  However, we do not do this independently of the 
given conditions, but according to the exigencies of the revolu
tion, which alone can pave the way to  Thus it is also 
clear why Lenin demanded in precisely the same sentence  in which 
he pointed out that "violence is, of course, alien to our ideals", 
that the  of the International Communist Movement can 
only be "recognition of civil  Caricature of Mar
xism", 1916,  Works 23,   

For the same reasons it is also understandable why Marx, Engels, 
Lenin and Stalin did not limit the education of the proletariat 
to recognizing the ideals of Communism, although such an educa
tion is  At the same time, they also educated 
the proletariat, still living in the world of capitalism, to re
alize the liberating  of revolutionary violence in general, 
and armed struggle in particular. 

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

 Already in 1891,  Liebknecht, in agreement with Kauts
ky, fell into the trap of such  pacifist presentation of the 
question: 

"What is revolutionary is not the means  but the goal. Vio
lence is a reactionary factor since centuries". 
("Protocol of the Erfurt Congress of German Social  

 p. 2o6 - Translation from Ger.ed) 

 We shall see in the analysis of  "dual power" that after 
the first civil war in February 1917, Lenin, as he saw the chance 
of avoiding a second civil war and thus  achieving 
the transition to the socialist stage of the revolution, naturally 
evaluated the realization of this chance to be "desirable" (Lenin, 

 25,  Ger   he did this without 
 any concessions whatsoever to bourgeois pacifism. 
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clenched teeth, stammer the proletariat will resort to violence 
 if it is forced  "if necessary"  

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

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

 will have to go through 15,20,50 years of civil wars and 
international  Marx said to the workers,  not on
ly to change existing conditions, but also to change 
selves and to make yourselves capable of wielding political 

 (See Karl Marx, "Revelations Concerning the Commu
nist Trial in Cologne", Collected  Vol  p.  
quoted in "The Foundations of  

In "The German Ideology", Marx and Engels wrote that 

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

alteration of men on a mass scale is necessary, an alteration  
which can only take place in a practical movement, a REVOLU
TION; the revolution is necessary, therefore, not only be
cause the RULING class cannot be overthrown in any other way, 
but also because the class OVERTHROWING it can only in a revo 
lution succeed in ridding itself of all the muck of ages and  
become fitted to found society anew." 

 "The German   Vol. 
5, Progress Publishers, Moscow 1976,  

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

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

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

 For example, it is typical for the Communist party of Germa
ny, ML that the "Rote  organ of their youth organization 
"Rote Garde" constantly propagated that one will fight for socia
lism, "if necessary with violence". 

3 3 
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history, a revolutionary role; that, in  words of Marx, it 
 the midwife  every old society pregnant with a new one, 

 it is the instrument with the aid of which   
ment forces its way through and shatters the dead, fossili
zed political forms - of this there is not a word  Herr 

 It  only with sighs and groans that he admits the 
possibility that force will perhaps be necessary for the over
throw of the economic system of exploitation -  
because all use of force, forsooth, demoralizes the person who 
uses it. And this in spite of the immense moral and  
impetus which has been given by every victorious  
And this in Germany, where  violent collision - which indeed 
may be forced on the people - would at least have the ad
vantage of wiping out the servility which has permeated the 
national consciousness as a result of the humiliation of 
the Thirty  War. And  parsons' mode of thought -
lifeless, insipid and impotent - claims the right to impose 
itself on the most revolutionary party that history has  
(Engels,  1878, FLPH,   

Lenin said with regard to these words by Engels: 

"The panegyric Engels sang in its honour and which fully co-
rrespondends to  repeated  this panegyric 
is by no means a mere  a mere declamation or a pole
mic  The necessity of  imbuing the masses 
with THIS and precisely  view of violent revolution lies 
at the root of the ENTIRE theory of Marx and  
(Lenin, "The State and   25,  

Lenin underlined: 

 war is the most intense form of class struggle, but the 
more intense it is, the more rapidly its flames consume all 
petty-bourgeois illusions and  

 Congress of the Communist  
Selected Works in 3 Volumes, Moscow 1977,  

And elsewhere he said: 

"The school of civil war is never lost upon nations. It is a 
hard  is one that teaches the oppressed classes 
how to wage civil war and how to carry the revolution to vic
tory.  concentrates in the masses of contemporary slaves  
the hatred which downtrodden,  and  slaves  
have always carried within them, and which leads to the supreme  
history-making feats of slaves who have realised the shame  
of their slavery." 
(Lenin, as  by  at the 7th World Congress of 
the Communist  p. 28, in: "The United Front. 
The Struggle Against Fascism and  International Publi
shers, New York, 1938; Lenin, Col. Works  

 passionate avowals to the immense educational significance 
of the school of civil  and the use of revolutionary violen

 with the help of which the proletariat gains its emancipa
tion arid becomes capable of exercising its rule, thoroughly ex-
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pose all the lamentations by the opportunists about the  
or "if necessary" perhaps after all not quite avoidable, use of 
revolutionary violence. 

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

 

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

It means fearing the victory of the workers that may possibly 
cost tens of thousands of lives and allowing for certain ano
ther imperialist bloodbath that yesterday cost millions of 
lives and will tomorrow cost millions more." 
(Lenin, "Draft (or Theses) of the  Reply to the Letter 
of the Independent Social-Democratic Party of Germany", 192o, 

 Works 30, p.  

From all these  Lenin not only concluded the absolu
te necessity of educating the proletariat and the working masses 
in the theory of violent revolution, but also in the necessity 
of training them p r a c t i c a l l y to be ready to execute 
revolutionary violence, and finally to carry out armed  
 

On this question he wrote: 

 have not confined ourselves to accepting violence in prin
ciple and to propaganda for armed uprising. For example, four 
years before the revolution we supported the use of violence 
by the masses against their oppressors, particularly in street 

 We sought to bring to the whole country the 
lesson taught by every such  We began to devote 
more and more attention to organising sustained and systema
tic mass resistance against the police and the army." 

 at the Congress of the Social-Democratic Par
ty of    23,  

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

In accordance with the  he demanded, in theory and 
practice, the  of the  On this question he 
wrote on principle: 

II "An oppressed class which does not strive to learn to use arms, 
II to acquire arms, only deserves to be treated like slaves." 

 Military Programme of the Proletarian Revolution", 
1916, Coll. Works 23,  

 See also Note  Some Remarks on the Use of Forms of Armed 
Struggle  Beginning an Armed Uprising and the Question 
of Individual Terror" (Not published in this  s note) 
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In our opinion, all these conceptions of the classics of Marxism-
Leninism do not leave any scope at  for making any reductions 
in the education of the proletariat in the spirit of violent re
volution and armed struggle for "tactical reasons"; or, for"tacti-

 reasons" to speak to the masses about  possible paths, 
peaceful and  if in fact only the path of armed 
struggle is  

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

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

 
(Stalin, "Concerning the Questions of A  and Peasants' 
Government", 1927, Works 9,  

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

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

"The Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims. They 
openly declare that their ends can be attained only by the 
forcible overthrow of all existing social conditions. Let the 
ruling classes tremble at a Communistic revolution. The pro
letarians have  to lose but their chains. They have a 

 to win. WORKING MEN OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE  
(Marx,Engels, "Manifesto of the Communist  1848, Coll. 
Works 6, Progress   
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 The Violent Revolution Must  be  
Prepared And Carried Out  

Lenin declared: 

"Major questions in the life of nations are settled only by 
force. The reactionary classes themselves are usually the 
first to resort to violence, to civil  they are the first 
to  the bayonet on the  

 Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Democratic Re
volution", 1905, Coll. Works 9,  

The apologists of the   the  the 
 development of the  quote these 

words by Lenin. Another statement by Lenin also belongs, so to say 
to one of the favourite quotations of the  

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

 Revolutionary Army and the Revolutionary Govern
ment", 1905, Coll. Works 8,  

With the help of these quotations, which we must analyse more 
closely, the modern revisionists try to create a completely 
sive scheme, which leaves the initiative totally to the ruling 
classes. They reason approximately as follows: We will conquer  
political power p e a c e f u l l y  then possibly  bour
geoisie will begin the civil war against the people and then 3. 
in case the bourgeoisie has really done this, the people will 
sort to violence, to non-peaceful means. 

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

"It cannot be ruled out that the ruling reactionary classes are 
not willing to bow to the will of the nation, where the coa
lition of the democratic  has gained the majority  
the elections, and that they will try to prevent the left par
ties from taking over power by using violence. The democratic 
parties will  similarly be forced to reply to the 
challenge of the reaction with violence. The peaceful course 
of the  will make way for the non-peaceful one". 

 p. 584, Translated from Ger.ed.) 

Can these views of the revisionists be reconciled with  
passages quoted at the beginning  We decisively reply noi 

At first, a closer study shows that already Karl Marx  the "Ma
nifesto of the Communist Party" did not show civil war to be a 
solitary act, but to be   process of class stru
ggle with covert and open forms. Precisely in this sense Lenin 
explains that the armed uprising of the proletariat of course can
not  place "all of a  but it must be preceded by 
extensive mass struggles of the working class. In the course of 
these struggles, before the outbreak of the revolution, the ru
ling class starts the civil war by internments, arrests, 



38 

 and shootings, thus by the  use of its state 
apparatus. 

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

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

 Get out of your study, look about you, and seek your answer 
in the streets. Has not the government itself started civil 
war by everywhere shooting down crowds of peaceful and unar
med citizens  
(Lenin, "Two Tactics of Social Democracy in the Democratic 
Revolution", 1905,  9,  

The attitude characterizing the  is to shrink back 
from the reactionary argument that always the "attacker is in 
the wrong" and to accept  

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

Above all, Lenin made clear: 

"The revolutionary   says: 
 character of the war (whether it is reactionary or revo

lutionary) does not depend on who the attacker  de
pends on WHAT CLASS is waging the war, and on what politics 
this war is a continuation  

 Kautsky  1918,  28,   

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

 The revolutionary struggle of the proletariat is not mere 
 not a mere  The revolutionary struggle 

of the proletariat is above all an attack, it is a struggle "to 
win a world". Orientating the proletariat defensively means, in 
reality, sinking to the level of  bourgeois advocate of limited 
"interests of the workers", and, in a revolutionary situation, 
going over to the side of counter-revolution. 

Lenin urgently demanded: 

3 8 
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"In the final analysis force alone settles the great problems 
of political liberty and the class struggle, and it  our 
business to prepare and organise this force and to employ it 
a c t i v e l y  not only for defence but also for 

 
(Lenin, "Two Tactics of Social Democracy in the Democratic 
Revolution", 1905, Col. Works 9,  

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

2. It is vital to understand this correctly specially for those 
countries where the proletariat has to take  concrete path 
of seizure of power as in the October Revolution, the path of 
an armed uprising  whereby even the correct fixing of the 
exact day and date of the uprising can be decisive for victory. 

 any case, in a military sense, the question of revolutionary 
defensive or offensive arises in a different way   those 

 where the ruling comprador and  landlord 
cliques have for years been suppressing the oppressed population 
with mass killings and fascist terror, and where a long- drawn-
out people's war is  

Regarding the immediate fixing of the time of the uprising, 
the Leninists  do not wait till the bourgeoisie has 
beheaded them, and only then  to the challenge of the re
action with violence" (as   revisionists demand). 

Rather, the  path is to a n t i c i p a t e the sud
den assaults of the ruling classes, the concentration of their 
troops etc, to start and offensively lead the uprising to vic
tory. Lenin often quoted  famous sentences: 

"the insurrectionary career once entered upon, act with the 
greatest  and on the offensive. The defensive 
is the death of every armed rising." 
(Engels, "Revolution and Counter-Revolution in  
Coll. Works  Progress Publishers,   

It is very obvious what the revisionist speculations of a 
"peaceful and non-peaceful path", the revisionist propaganda of 

  orientation towards the "peaceful path" mean under the 
conditions, made clear by Engels  (whether or not they now 
hang on the  defend oneself with violence "if  
Such a path  waiting, of the  which leaves the initia
tive to the reaction, unavoidably leads to most frightful sacri
fices and setbacks, to a catastrophic defeat of the proletarian 
cause.  

 See for this Note 7: "On the  of Indonesia's and the  
of Chile's Line in the  Aqainst the  
Theory of the   published in this  
note) 
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4.  and   Path On the 
One Hand and  "Violent-Dictatorial" Path On the Other 
Hand  Two  But Irreconcilable  

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

© Lenin and Stalin on the one hand, and Bernstein, Kautsky, 
® Krushchov and Togliatti etc. on  other hand, use here and 
© there similar sounding words, namely, "peaceful path", but, 
 in reality, in relation to definition, content and range of 

• the term "peaceful path", there is an irreconcilable anti-
 thesis between Lenin and Stalin on the one hand, and the revi-

•  on the other. 

 "Peaceful Path" 

Let us first consider how Kautsky defines  "peaceful path" 
and how  relentlessly castigates  revisionism in 
this  

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

"Peacefully,  in a democratic way "(quoted by Lenin in 
"The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade  
Works 28, p.  

In this explanation it can be seen very clearly that the rejec
tion of  "peaceful path", is not a subsidiary question, 
nor is it a question of form. It becomes  that Kautsky 
wants  e n t i r e l y d i f f e r e n t 
from the Communists. 

Lenin drew attention to the fact: 

"And note how he inadvertently betrayed his cloven hoof when 
II he wrote   in a democratic    p. 239  

Lenin proved that   consisted therein that 
the proletariat should "proceed democratically and not dictato-

 t o w a r d s t h e   both 
during the revolution as after it, that  conception of 
"peaceful" meant: No use of violence towards the bourgeoisie. 
As Lenin showed, the truth came to light through the  
given by Kautsky   in a democratic  

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

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

4 0 
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 himself  VIOLENT  and to conceal his 
renunciation of it, his desertion to the side of the LIBERAL 
labour policy, i.e., to the side  the bourgeoisie. That is 
the crux of the matter." 
(Lenin, "The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade  
1918,  28,  

Lenin pointed out that the essence of the matter, the "crux of 
the matter" is  "great discovery" that the antithesis 
between the Bolsheviks and  (including the entire Se
cond International with Kautsky at its  

II "is the contrast between two radically different methods: the 
II d i c t a t o r i a l and    

 

Lenin retorted, it was true that - from a class point of view -
the Bolsheviks would at all events carry out violent, dictatorial 
measures  the  These violent, dictatorial me
thods, about which, however, Kautsky was silent, were deeply de
mocratic and liberating from the point of view of the proleta
riat and the exploited masses. 

In "Renegade Kautsky" Lenin showed that   of the 
 path" contained a complete revisionist  re

jecting the dictatorship of the proletariat as violence over the 
bourgeoisie (while retaining its recognition in mere  
refusing to smash the state apparatus of the ruling class, rejec
ting revolution and revolutionary violence of  proletariat al

 

Lenin summed  

|| "what Kausky  is a revolution without  with-
 out fierce struggle, without violence."  

In other words,  programme meant  

"the  winning of a majority under bourgeois - mark 
you -  Works 28,  

 Kautsky himself declared in all  what he 
aimed at: 

"Conquest of state power by winning a majority in parliament" 
 by  State and  Coll. Works 25, 

 

This   understanding of the  path"  

In relation to  fundamental revision of Marxism, Lenin 
stated: 

"Kautsky takes   what is acceptable to the  
to the bourgeoisie  criticism of the Middle Ages, and the 
progressive historical role of capitalism in general and of 
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capitalist democracy in particular), and  passes 
over in silence, glosses over all that in Marxism which is 
UNACCEPTABLE to the   revolutionary violence 
of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie for the   

 That is why Kautsky, by virtue of his 
tive position and irrespective of what his subjective convic
tions may be, inevitably proves to be a lackey of the bour
geoisie." 
(Lenin, "The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky", 
1918, Coll. Works 28,  

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

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

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

"The dictatorship of the proletariat cannot arise as the result 
 the peaceful development of bourgeois society and of bour

geois democracy  it can arise only as the result of the sma
shing of the bourgeois state machine, the bourgeois army, the 
bourgeois bureaucratic apparatus, the bourgeois police." 
(Stalin,"The Foundations of Leninism", 1924, FLP  

 

 "Peaceful Path" 

The Krushchovite revisionists of course knew about  and 
 scathing criticism of the Second International and of 
 They desperately tried to demarcate themselves  the 

 Apart from the fact that they still used terms like 
 "class struggle" and even "dictatorship of the pro

letariat" - depleted of their content - their argument above all 
consisted therein that the reformists had  path to offer, 

 on the      

"The    path to be the only 
path to socialism. In contrast, the   
the Krushchovite revisionists-   on the one 
hand state the possibility of a  revolution but while 
doing so they also see the other side." 

 Questions of    
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 translated from  See  of 
Marxist Philosophy", Moscow, 1958,  -Ger  

Let us be clear: The revisionists concede the possibility of the 
"peaceful path" to the reformists    
by the term "peaceful path" they understand  
t h e s a m e a s Kautsky. 

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

"Of course, nobody asserts that the proletarian revolution in 
other countries must necessarily have the same  

 as in Russia". 
 of   Translated from 

 

Elsewhere it is said: 

"In that moment in which it orientates the  towards the 
proletarian revolution, every working class Party is confron
ted with the question regarding the character of the revo
lution  Will the   take place peace
fully or     

From the standpoint of  we willingly agree that 
the modern revisionists think of the c h a r a c t e r of the 
revolution whenever they talk about the alternative of the "pea
ceful or non-peaceful path". In a certain way, we are grateful 
that with this the revisionists help us to prove  their 
"peaceful path" completely contradicts the character of the Oc
tober Revolution. 

That the "peaceful path" of the Krushchovite revisionists has 
nothing  absolutely nothing in common with Leninism becomes also 
clear by the following passage: 

"The peaceful transfer of power into the hands of the working 
 a transfer, whereby the existing power is over

thrown without armed  
 of Marxist Philosophy", Moscow, 1958,  

Translated from  

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

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

 whereby one part of the population imposes its will upon 
the other part by means of rifles, bayonets and cannon, all 
of which are highly authoritarian means. And the victorious 
party must maintain its rule by means of the terror which its 
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|| arms inspire in the  
(Quoted in  State and   25,  

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

 The revisionist formula of a "peaceful transition" is not the 
 conception of a relatively peaceful development of the revolu-
 tion at all, and definitely not of one or the other of its 
 phases, but is in reality only a paraphrase of  the 
• revolution. It is a move into  and the Second 
®  path, into the path of parliamentary cretinism. 

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

the parliamentary path. Once in a while they  pay 
their respects to this "old" criticism by Lenin, dating from ear
lier times, in order to declare afterwards that  today, under 
supposedly "new conditions" precisely the "path of attaining 
the majority in parliament" is possible as a "form of peaceful 
transition to socialism" (See  of  

 Ger.ed.) 

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

 the Marxists utilized the parliament as a plat
  however  at the same time they turned against the 

liamentary illusions' of the reformists that the task of so
cialist  of society  be solved by the par
liamentary path. The Marxists were right in  that  

 

However, directly after that it is said  

 ...under certain  the parlia
ment  an instrument for the socialist transfor
mation of society."  Ger  - translated from Ger  

Here it becomes clear that in reality the  path"  the 
modern  just like  "peaceful path", con
tains an entire programme of reformism and   
the renunciation of revolution, the relinquishment of smashing 
the old state apparatus,   to destroy the bourgeoisie. 
As an instrument of the socialist revolution, they are putting 
the parliament in the place of the  of arms". 

In the struggle against the modern revisionists it is  
to clarify in all distinctness and without any concession the fact 
that their "peaceful path", their scheme of the "peaceful and 
non-peaceful path" is  an isolated deviation from Marxism-Le
ninism. Rather it is a complete programme which is revisionist  
through and through. It is a programme of non-violent, "democra
tic"  which is based on the vote and of which nothing 
remains, but mere reform and a pious hope for the  

 Footnote, see the following page 
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In the next chapter we shall deal in detail with the fact that 
  in certain contexts had spoken of a  path" 

of the revolution, a "peaceful development" in a certain phase of 
the revolution. Also, we shall deal with under what  
and with what understanding he spoke of this. Before this, how
ever, we have to make a fundamental statement, which will make 
clear that there is no agreement at all between these passages 
by Lenin and the ideas of  etc. 

© Whenever Lenin considered civil war to be avoidable under cer-
 tain pre-conditions in a certain period, he never permitted 

© the least doubt about the fact that he  procee-
• ded from the armed  from the destruction of the 
© old state apparatus of the exploiters, from violent revolu-
• tion and from the violent suppression of the bourgeoisie. An 
• Indeed, he proceeded from the fact that the avoidance of civil 
© war, eventually possible, would actually be based on the 
 successes already attained in the previous civil war. 

There is only a superficial resemblance between  formula
tion and the formulation of the  In reality, there 
is an irreconcilable opposition between the revisionist progra
mme of a  path" and  remarks about a possible 
"peaceful path". In fact, this opposition is the opposition bet
ween  and revisionism. 

 

 from last page) 
A kind of pseudo-left variation of modern revisionism  
in a few revisionist parties  was different from that of 
Krushchov and from the official C.P.S.U. textbooks of the late 
5o's and early  quoted farther  the  the leader
ship of the  too, tried to conceal its revisionism 
better and, in the question of the "peaceful path", preferred to 
seek its salvation in some pseudo-left  Tog
liatti declared the "peaceful path" to be the only one, Krush
chov spoke about two possible paths, the non-violent and the 
violent, and as a t h i r d variation, these revisionists fi
nally propagated the following: 

"A peaceful victory of the socialist revolution is not at all 
equivalent to denying the use of force in the   
this  deep-going social revolution is conceivable 
without the organisation of massive political action, without 
the use of coercive measures with respect to the exploiters, 
and without the establishment of a dictatorship of the revo
lutionary classes." 
("A Critique of Mao  Theoretical   

Thereby, the revisionists no longer defined their "peaceful path" 
to be  but merely to be a path "without civil 
war"  which was nevertheless based on violence. Of 
course, this is  more  variation than that  Krushchov, 
because it seems to come  to   Contrary 
to  however, even in this version the revisionists proceed 

 not from the armed people's masses, but merely from the 

(Footnote continued on next page) 
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III. WITH WHAT UNDERSTANDING DID LENIN AND  SPEAK ABOUT 
THE EXCEPTIONAL POSSIBILITY OF A "PEACEFUL PATH"? 

 

   the "Dual Power" in Russia in   

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

 their  to sell their revisionist conceptions of the 
"peaceful path" as being  the modern revisionists 
specially like to guote scraps of sentences from the period of 
the "dual power"  Russia, when Lenin spoke about the necessity 
of attempting a "peaceful" further development of the  

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

 Russia, this revolution can, by way of exception, be a  
 one." 

(Lenin, "Speech On the Attitude Towards the Provisional Govern
ment",  Coll. Works 25,  

Stalin too proceeded from such a possibility during the phase 
 the "dual power" as he retrospectively said about the activi

ty of the Central Committee in May  in the Report of the 
 Committee at the 6th Congress of the  held on 

July 27, 1917: 

"The Central Committee proceeded  the fact that our revo
lution was developing along peaceful lines  and that the 
composition of the  of  and Soldiers' Deputies, 
and hence of the government, could be altered by new elections 
to the Soviets." 
(Stalin, "Speech Delivered At the Sixth Congress of The R.S. 

  27,1917, Works 3,  

(Footnote from last page) 
"extra-parliamentary struggle" of the masses, from  demon
strations and such things  

 not from the analysis, whether the old state apparatus has  
already been smashed or not (if yes, then how other than with 
the power of  Instead, they merely drivel about a 
"revolutionary mass movement". 

3) just as in the other   the conception of making 
"the  serve the people"  

Here also parliamentary cretinism clearly   
variety of revisionism claims that the "peaceful  is  ques
tion of "real political tactics and strategy"  

 completely in contrast to the  who know that 
everywhere today  state apparatuses exist and are be
ing extended. For this reason, they reject every talk of the "pea

 path" as a  possibility. 
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b) The armed uprising in February  was the  
for the  Power". Only its success makes the essential 
features of the "Dual  comprehensible  

The  who refer to  (or even Stalin's) state
ments from the period of the "dual  however,  

 e s t a b l i s h i n g the CONTEXT of these words, 
in order to evade the ESSENCE OF THE QUESTION, in order to 
ve out e v e r y t h i n g which could expose their revisio
nist demagogy. 

• The fact that in Russia a  w a r had already 
 taken  is the  and m o s t  

© recognition for correctly understanding and classifying Le-
• nin's and Stalin's words quoted above. The possibility  a 
© peaceful development did not concern the entire path of the 
© Russian revolution, but only a  phase in the entire 
© process of this revolution. The revolution would have been 
•  w i t h o u t the foregoing ci-
©  war of the  this heroic 
• dy CIVIL WAR OF THE RUSSIAN PROLETARIAT and  that 
• it did not have any influence on the continuation of the revo-
© lution up to October 1917 is the most base and gross  

Lenin e x p r e s s l y wrote  the  civil  
 the  stage of the revolution, on the basis of its 

results, the possibility of perhaps avoiding a  ci
vil war came up. (See Lenin,  24,  

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

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

The "History of the  gives a graphic description of 
the course of the February Revolution: 

"On the morning of February 26 (March  the political strike 
and demonstration began to assume the character of an upri
sing. The workers disarmed police and gendarmes and armed  

  the clashes with the police ended 
with the shooting down of a demonstration on  

 

On February 27 (March  the troops in Petrograd refused to  
 on the workers and began to line up with the  in  

 The number of soldiers who had joined the  by 
the morning of February 27 was still no more than 1o,ooo, but 
by the evening it already exceeded 6o,ooo. 

The workers and soldiers who had risen in revolt began to 
arrest tsarist ministers and generals and to free revolutio-

- naries from jail. The released political prisoners  the 
revolutionary struggle. 

In the streets, shots were still being exchanged with police 
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|| and gendarmes posted with machine guns in the attics of  
("History of the   FLPH, Moscow; Red Star 
Reprint, 1976, London,  

It was a harsh, bloody struggle, full of sacrifices, in which 
both sides used all available means of violence - it was a revo

 Only its successes, along with some other peculiarities 
which emerged in Russia at that time, gave rise to the possibili
ty, ascertained by Lenin, (and moreover characterized to be 
"extremely  of passing over to the socialist stage 
of the revolution without a renewed civil war, and in so far 

 

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

|

| "The revolution was made by the proletariat. It displayed he
roism; it shed its blood; it swept along with it the broadest 

 masses of the toilers and the poor..." 
 From  March, 1917, Coll. Works 23,  

Thus  the February Revolution was a violent, armed uprising 
of the proletariat, which led to the overthrow of  and 
gave rise to extraordinarily favourable possibilities of develo
ping further into the socialist revolution. 

The  e s s e n t i a l thing about this much guoted 
and seldom  phase in the course of the Russian Revolu
tion - characterized as the phase of the "Dual Power" by Lenin 
and  the conditions of which the peaceful further 

 of the revolution became at all conceivable - con
sisted above all in the  two decisive facts. 

The core, the essence of it was  

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

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

C) "UNSTABLE STATE POWER" -  IN THE HANDS OF THE PEOPLE" 
the ESSENCE OF THE "DUAL POWER" 

 the phase of the Dual Power, Lenin summed up the pecu
liarities of this phase as follows: 

"Let us not forget  the issue of power is the fundamental 
issue of every revolution. 
At that time state power was unstable. It was shared by 
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tary agreement, between the Provisional Government and the 
Soviets. The Soviets were delegations from the mass of free -

 not subject to external coercion - and armed workers 
and soldiers. What REALLY MATTERED was that arms were in the  
hands of the people and that there was no coercion of the 
people from without. That is what opened up and ensured a  
peaceful path for the  of the  
(Lenin, "The State and Revolution", 1917, Coll. Works 25, pp. 

 

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

"What is this dual power?  the Provisional Government, 
the government of the BOURGEOISIE, ANOTHER GOVERNMENT has a-
risen, so far weak and incipient, but undoubtedly a govern
ment that actually exists and is growing - the Soviets of 

 and Soldiers' Deputies. 
What is the class composition of this other government? It con
sists of the proletariat and the peasants  soldiers' uni

 What is the political nature of this government? It 
is a revolutionary dictatorship  i.e., a power directly based 
on revolutionary seizure, on the direct initiative of  
people from below, and NOT ON A LAW enacted by a centralised 
state power THIS power is of THE SAME TYPE as the Paris 
Commune of  
(Lenin, "The Dual Power", 1917,  24,  

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

THE ARMING OF THE PROLETARIAT and of the people's masses, led by 
the proletariat, was an ESSENTIAL FEATURE of the phase of the 
dual power. It was vigorously carried forward  In every revo
lution the POWER OF ARMS is decisive, during civil war as well 
as in a phase of the revolution, when a "peaceful" further deve
lopment seems conceivable. 

 Stalin  conformity with Lenin that a re
volution 

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

(Stalin, "Conditions For the Victory of The Russian Revolu
tion", 1917, Works 3,  

Stalin urgently emphasized that an armed force 

|| "an army of armed workers who are naturally connected with 
II the centres of the revolutionary movement" (Ibid) 

was absolutely necessary and at the time of the dual power it 
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had been present in  it had largely been formed and 
developed. 

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

The  aspect of  matter was the IMPOSSIBILITY OF 
THE RULING CLASS to use armed forces against the revolution. 

Lenin paid extraordinary attention to this second aspect  He a-
nalyzed exactly the condition of those parts of the old state appa
ratus, which were still existing and had not yet been smashed. 
He carefully observed every change in this regard and he orienta
ted himself in all respects towards the fact that the ISSUE OF THE 
STATE, the issue of armed power is the fundamental issue of every 

 

In the FEBRUARY REVOLUTION, the workers in Russia had already be
gun to  the old state machine. This was ascertained 
by Lenin in his "Letters From Afar" (written in March 1917 during 
his Swiss emigration  

"I said that the workers have smashed the old state  
It will be more correct to say: have begun to smash it." 
(Coll. Works 23   

What this implied was vividly described by Lenin with the exam
ple of  one centre, if not the centre   revolu
tion - where the situation was characterized by the fact that big 
sections of the troops, disorganized and demoralized because of 
the continuing war situation, had gone over to the side of the 
revolutionaries in the course of the February Revolution. In Petro
grad and in many other places the police had partly been wiped 
out, or had partly been disbanded by the revolutionary masses. 
The tsarist bureaucrats had been thrown out of office by the wor
kers etc. 

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

"the new government is NOT using and cannot use violence 
against them, because THERE IS NO police, NO army standing 
apart from the people, NO officialdom standing all-powerful 
ABOVE the  
(Lenin, "Letters on Tactics", 1917, Coll. Works 24,  
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WHAT LESSONS CAN BE DRAWN  THIS  OF THE  
UNDER WHICH LENIN DEEMED POSSIBLE A "PEACEFUL PATH OF THE 
TION"  

Perhaps that even without  "power of arms" power can be 
quered? 

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

Obviously not at  Exactly the opposite is shown by the study 
of this phase of the history of the Russian Revolution, the phase 
of the dual power. Armed  reliance on the armed  

guards, smashing the old state apparatus  at first and at least 
its main  above all the army - all this must  
unconditionally be carried out before one can even talk about a 
"peaceful  or more pecisely, about a "peaceful further 
development" of the revolution: 

 is the  of the matter, which is so assiduously e-
vaded by the apologists  the "two paths of the revolution". 

  Lenin been  by  when he took a course to
wards   path" in a certain phase of the revolution? 

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

Can we say that this was a WRONG ASSESSMENT BY LENIN and STALIN? 

Has PRACTICE shown that there can never be a  revolution"? 

These questions are  raised right from the be
ginning  If we more precisely examine the period  which Lenin 
talked about "peaceful revolution", we shall see that not only 

 assessment was correct, but also that in this period and 
under these conditions, Lenin and the Bolsheviks had uncondi 
tionally to take a course towards a "peaceful" further develop
ment. 

 on the fact that the arms were in  hands of the pro
 and that the old state apparatus, particularly the old 

  not in     reasons were 
decisive for this  

 The proletariat was 

"owing to the   and organisation 
of the  Tasks of the Proletariat in the 
Present  1917,     

  ready to o v . e r t h r o w the objectively coun
terrevolutionary   bourgeoisie  if this was  
capable of attacking at that  

Rather  the majority of the working class had  v o-
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l u n t a r i l y and trustingly  power to this govern 
 

 This objectively  imperialist government 
had not yet demonstrated  character by means of  

 the situation was characterized by 

 absence of violence towards the  and, finally, by 
their unreasoning trust in  government of capitalists, tho
se worst enemies of peace and socialism."  

 Finally, in this phase, it was  a question of the fact 
that the government did not  to use violence against the 
people, but that it was not in a p o s i t i o n to do so. (To 
be sure, the bourgeoisie, of course feverishly worked towards 
putting together the remains of the old state apparatus, towards 
setting up troops for counterrevolution  

On the one hand, the severely damaged reactionary state appara
tus was  not in a position to proceed with violence 
against the people. On the other hand, it  enjoyed an 
almost blind trust of the masses. In addition, revolutionary po
wer organs had already emerged in the form of Soviets. Neverthe
less, these Soviets lacked experience and the Bolsheviks consti
tuted only a minority in them. Under these  main 
thing was -  was also possible 1 - to take a course towards 
a phase of "peaceful revolution", that is, to win the majority 
of the people, to carry out the conquest of the majority in the 
Soviets   in order to then strive at 
constituting a provisional REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT, based on the 
power of the Soviets. 

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

In the "History of the  it is said about this phase 
of the Revolution in Russia: 

"This meant that Lenin was not calling for a revolt against the 
 Government, which at that moment enjoyed the con

fidence of the Soviets, that he was not demanding its over
throw, but that he wanted, by means of explanatory and re
cruiting work, to win a majority in the Soviets, to change 
the  of the Soviets, and through the Soviets to alter 
the composition and policy of the government. 
This was a line envisaging a peaceful development of the revo
lution.  of the  - Short Course", 1939, 
Red Star Press Reprint, London 1976,  

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

As it is  the situation could not be utilized for a peace
ful development in the sense of successfully carrying forward 
the revolution, but only in the sense of gaining the support and 
sympathy of the   above all, the working class. In 
the long run, the counter-revolutionary government disposed  
enough troops to start again disarming and suppressing the re

 The SECOND CIVIL WAR, the October revolution, took its 
victorious course in the form of an armed uprising. 

e) Evaluation of the experiences of the  Power" in the light 
of Marxism-Leninism against the revisionist theoreticians of 
the "Peaceful Path"  

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

For Lenin the phase of the "peaceful path" is ASSOCIATED preci
sely with such CONDITIONS which totally spoil the  
fun and thoroughly refute all their  

* It was  possible on the BASIS OF THE  
 W A R IN FEBRUARY  

 Only the armed February uprising  the basic 
 precondition that the working  the people were 
 a r  e d. 

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

 As a  very essential  the total situation brought 
  by World War I should  be added  we are pre-
 senting only for the sake of  

THE "PEACEFUL" FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF THE REVOLUTION - ON THE 
BASIS OF THE ARMED STRUGGLE OF THE  ON THE BASIS OF 
SMASHING THE STATE  OF THE RULING  WHICH HAD AL
READY  -

  the conception that Lenin  Stalin had of the 
"peaceful path". 

It is possible to talk and discuss about such a possibility -
mark  relation to a certain phase in the entire process 
of a revolution.  a possibility  in those 
countries where the smashing of the old state-apparatus has already 
largely been "accomplished" in. the  stage of the  
so that possibly the second stage can be carried out  

  be ruled out in principle. Even this does not mean 
that the possession of arms and the armed might of the proleta
riat  as well as the use of violence in general, can be dispensed 
with. It only implies that under certain  a renewed 
civil war is  
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But such a conception of the  path" has absolutely no
thing to do with the situation in the countries of the imperialist 
world system and, in particular, cannot be used in the advanced 
capitalist countries, where the state apparatus has not been da
maged or paralyzed by any previous armed altercation, where ar
med formations are more than ever inflated, while the prole
tariat and its workers are  In such countries and situa
tions, the smashing of the old state apparatus can take place 

 by means of the   of the proletariat, by 
means of the armed uprising. It  prelude and part of the 
proletarian revolution and  decisive step on the path to socia
lism. 

Thus, it turns out that Lenin's and Stalin's statements about a 
"peaceful path" of the revolution in the phase of the "Dual Po
wer" CONFIRM THE PRINCIPLES AND LAWS that the smashing of the 
old state apparatus must take place by armed struggle, that the 
old state apparatus must unconditionally be smashed. 

Although Lenin and Stalin had talked about the possibility of a 
"peaceful path" in a situation for which there is no parallel 
today,  is no reason   to make  CHANGE 
w h a t s o e v e r in the propaganda for the ARMED STRUGGLE 
OF THE PROLETARIAT AND THE  MASSES, in the PROPAGANDA 
FOR THE VIOLENT SMASHING OF THE OLD STATE APPARATUS WHICH IS 
ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY. 

2. The Theoretical Possibility of a  Path of The Re
volution As An Exceptional Case Conceivable In The "Distant 
Future" Does Not Alter The Necessity Of Preparing The Armed 
Struggle Of The Masses  

The modern revisionists specially love to refer to  and 
Stalin's comments on the possibility, eventually conceivable in 
the "distant future", of a "peaceful path" of the revolution in 
some countries  They act as if this "distant future" has already 
arrived. They say: What has earlier been valid  isolated coun
tries is now valid for many  most countries. 

A closer examination even reveals that the modern revisionists 
not only completely  the quotations in question from the 
context, but also distort and twist them. 

Lenin  

 it cannot be denied that in individual  by way  
of exception, for instance, in some small country after the 

 revolution  been accomplished in a neighbouring big 
country, p e a c e f u l surrender of power by the bourge
oisie is POSSIBLE,  it is convinced that  is 
hopeless and if it prefers to save its skin  
(Lenin, "A Caricature of   Coll. Works 23,  

From the entire  of  it already becomes clear 
that Lenin does  proceed from an UNARMED PROLETARIAT, 
which pleads and begs, but from the fact that the MILITARY PRE -
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DOMINANCE of the proletariat on the whole is so  that 
the ruling class finds itself in a h o p e l e s s situation 
and wishes at least to "save its   all this 
occur somewhere,  the ruling class not have any 
bility of waging civil war or in the case of military resistance, 
should it, apart from its  also lose its skin  
and knows this very exactly, then it is of course possible that 
it surrenders power  (In such a situation it would 
have had this power only on  

  this obviously means nothing but WITHOUT CIVIL 
• WAR i This, however, precisely does not mean  
• i 1 y  i.e., WITHOUT THE POWER OF  OR WITHOUT ANY 
© VIOLENCE AT ALL. It also does  mean that the old 
 state apparatus does  have to be smashed, and it es-
 pecially does  mean that in such a situation the dic-
 tatorship of the proletariat would be superfluous. 

THE OPPOSITE IS TRUE, because only the POWERFUL, ARMED 
riat can  the bourgeoisie to endure a development 
which culminates in its liquidation as a class. 

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

Does he now say that the proletariat should prepare for  
paths, for the civil war and for the peaceful path  Does he 
constantly speak of  possibilities  

Nothing like  Immediately  Lenin has mentioned the 
"exceptional case" that the bourgeoisie in a small country 
"peacefully surrenders power", which, after all, is possible, he 
continues  

 In 1919 Lenin declared: 

|| "There can be no peaceful evolution towards socialism". 
(Lenin, "Deception of the People With Slogans of Freedom and 
Equality", 1919, Coll. Works 29, p. 363) 

And in the "History of the  Short  it is 
said: 

II "Marx and Engels taught that it was impossible to get rid of 
II the power of capital  by peaceful means". 

("History of the  op. cit.  

Is there a contradiction between these statements and those quo
ted above in the text  in the least. For, as it very clear
ly emerges from the context  here - in the polemic with the 
Mensheviks - "peaceful" is used in the sense of  
democratic  and a "non-violent-democratic" victory over the 
bourgeoisie is in fact  under all circumstan
ces.  on the contrary, "peacefully" is used in the sense of  
without civil war  then it is evidently something quite diff
erent. Lenin and Stalin considered such a possibility to be 
conceivable as an exceptional case  under particularly favou
rable  
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"It is much more likely, of course, that even in small states 
socialism will NOT be  without civil war  and for 
that reason the ONLY programme of international Social- Demo
cracy must be recognition of civil war." 
(Lenin,"A Caricature of Marxism", 1916,   
emphases in capital letters by Lenin) 

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

EVEN WHERE LENIN CONSIDERED A PATH WITHOUT CIVIL WAR TO BE A 
"THEORETICALLY POSSIBLE" EXCEPTIONAL CASE AND IN SO FAR TALKED 
ABOUT A "PEACEFUL"  HE ALWAYS PROCEEDED FROM THE ARMED PRO
LETARIAT, FROM THE VIOLENT REVOLUTION, FROM THE DICTATORSHIP OF 
THE PROLETARIAT, WHICH WAS BASED ON REVOLUTIONARY VIOLENCE  

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

 A clear example of what restrictions Lenin made in rela
tion to certain exceptional situations, in which it would have 
been conceivable that the civil war as a typical form of the vio
lent revolution could be avoided and the  of the armed pro
letariat coincided with the weakness of the ruling class in 
such a way that a "peaceful" revolution forced the bourgeoisie 
to relinquish power is to be found in "A Publicist's  
from 1920. There, Lenin proceeded from the case that in  n i  e 
countries, including  the G r e a t  al
ready the dictatorship of the proletariat had been established 
and the bourgeoisie had been crushingly defeated. Then, as Le
nin   which in this case means 

 q u i t e a b s t r a c t l y  i t was quite 
 that then in a  country, in 

"one of the  and most   the 
bourgeoisie of that country, under the pressure of  
announced its readiness to  to terms with its systematic ex
propriation and submitted to it  Of course, one 
could not absolutely exclude such an exceptional case, as Lenin 
conceded. However, he once again emphasized the following, highly 
improbable  

 an a b s o l u t e l y secure victory of the 
proletariat, the a b s o l u t e  
of the p o s i t i o n of the capitalists, the absolute ne
cessity for them to display the most scrupulous o b e d i-
e n c e and their r e a d i n e s s to do  

We see that Lenin did not leave even the smallest lacuna for the 
revisionist conceptions of a "peaceful  That is why these 
are forced to resort to the demagogic method of again and again 
asserting that Lenin too foresaw a "peaceful path", however  

 making clear, in what sense and under what totally extra
ordinary circumstances Lenin talked about such an "abstract" possi 
bility. 
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For the sake of  we also quote this passage which 
in essence contains exactly the  

In "The Foundations of Leninism", Stalin wrote: 

"Of course, in the remote future, if the proletariat is 
torious in the principal capitalist countries, and if the pre
sent capitalist encirclement is replaced by a socialist 

 a  path of development is quite 
possible for certain capitalist countries, whose capitalists, 
in view of the  international situation, will 
consider it expedient  to make substantial con
cessions to the  
(Stalin, "The Foundations of Leninism", 1924, Works 6,  

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

It is very evident that this "remote future" has not yet arri
ved by far. Therefore, what Stalin prudently added, is valid 
e v e n t o d a y : 

"But this supposition applies only to a remote and possible fu
ture.  regard to the immediate  there is no ground 
whatsoever  this   

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

"the law of violent proletarian revolution  the law  the 
 of the  state machine as a preliminary con

dition for such a revolution, is an inevitable law of the 
revolutionary movement in the imperialist countries of the 

  

The core of Marxist-Leninist theory, the necessity of the armed 
power of the proletariat, the unconditional necessity of smashing 
the old state apparatus, is  affected by any possibilities 
in the distant future. This core is unconditionally  
even in this "remote"  even if then a "civil   po
ssibly be avoided here and there. 

Finally, for all "distant futures", the point must be adhered to 
that, in relation to the seizure of  even  "improbable" 
possibility of avoiding civil war does  change 

 with regard to the  that  programme of the Commu
nists - as  as the seizure of power by the proletariat is con
cerned - has to  orientate itself towards CIVIL WAR I 

3. The Epoch of Imperialism and the Proletarian  Ren
ders Indispensible the Preparation  the Proletariat and the 
Oppressed Masses of the People For Armed Struggle, For the 
Smashing of the Old State Apparatus in All Countries of the World 

In   the experience of the "Dual Power" and  his 
 regarding the conceivability of  revolu-
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tions in the distant  Lenin  himself the task of 
king a stand on the question of the path of the   
would be  for the Communists of the whole world. 

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

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

"There is not the slightest doubt that these features are 
common to the whole of the modern evolution of all capitalist 
states in general. In the three years  France displayed, 
in a swift, sharp, concentrated form, the very same processes 
of development which are peculiar to the  capitalist world. 

Imperialism - the era of bank capital, the era of gigantic 
capitalist  of the  of monopoly capi

 into state-monopoly capitalism - has clearly shown an 
extraordinary strengthening of the  state  and an un
precedented growth  its bureaucratic and  apparatus 

 connection with the  of repressive measures 
against the proletariat both in the monarchical and in the 

  

World history is now undoubtedly leading, on an incomparably 
larger scale than in 1852, to the  concentration of all the 

 of the proletarian revolution on the  of  
the state  

(Lenin, "The State and    Works  

On this basis, in 192o,  declared before the COMMUNIST IN
TERNATIONAL: 

"In the concrete situation created throughout the  and 
above all in the most advanced, powerful, enlightened and free 
capitalist countries, by militarism, imperialism, the oppre
ssion of colonies and weak countries, the world-wide imperia
list butchery and the   of Versailles - in that situation 
the very idea of  capitalists  submitting to the 
will of the  of the  the very idea of a pea

 reformist transition to socialism, is not merely sheer 
 stupidity but also downright deception of the  

  embellishment of capitalist  and con
cealment of the truth. That truth consists in the  
even the most enlightened and  no longer hesitat
ing at any  or  even the massacre of millions of 
workers and peasants, so as to preserve private ownership of 
the means of  Only the   of the 

 the  of its  the destruction 
of the entire  state apparatus from   bottom -
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municipal, etc. - right down to the wholesale deportation or  
internment of the most dangerous and stubborn exploiters and 
the institution of strict surveillance over them so as to foil 
their inevitable attempts to resist and to restore capitalist 
slavery  only such measures can ensure real submission of 
the whole class of  

 of the Second Congress of the Communist 
national", 192o, Coll. Works   

 These emphatic, programmatic statements by Lenin make  
 that today  Communist Parties must take a course towards 

©  path, the path of armed struggle by the masses of the 
 people under the leadership of the proletariat. We underline, 
 today there exists   possibility for a "peaceful 
 path" in  country of the world. 

Mao-Tse-tung aptly said: 

"Experience in the class struggle in the era of imperialism 
teaches us that it is only by the power of the  that the 
working class and the labouring masses can  the armed 
bourgeoisie and  in  we may say that only 
with  can the  world be  

 of War and Strategy", 1938, Vol II, 
 also quoted in "The Proletarian Revolution and 

chov's  Peking Review,   

To defend this cardinal Marxist-Leninist thesis against the att
acks by the modern revisionists and opportunists of all shades 
was and remains the task of all  

 

IV. CRITIQUE OF THE   FALSE AND INADEQUATE POSITIONS 
ON THE QUESTION OF THE PATH OF THE REVOLUTION 

 The Propagation of the Scheme of the "Peaceful And Non-Peace
ful Development of the Revolution" Was A Central Concession 
To the Modern Revisionists  

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

 proletarian party must never base its thinking, its poli
cies for revolution and its entire  on the assumption 
that the imperialists and reactionaries  accept peaceful 

  Proposal Concerning the General Line of 
the International Communist   

5 9 



6 0 

 proletarian party must prepare itself for two eventualities 
 preparing for a peaceful development of the  

it must also fully prepare for a   
(Ibid.) 

Our criticism of this central position of the  of China con
sists above all therein that here it entirely neglects the fact 
that the debate with the modern revisionists on the"peaceful path" 
is centred on questions of p r i n c i p l e and makes imper
missible concessions to  

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

 

Indeed, from the statements just quoted, it even emerges that the 
C P . of China accepts a major manoeuvre of the modern revisionists, 
namely, that the question of "peaceful,  is allegedly 
a question of  

2.  Distinction of P r i n c i p l e is Made Between the 
 Programmatic Statements On the"Peace-

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

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

 

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

Was it possible to quarrel with the  about the fact 
that it was wrong to concentrate the "entire" work on the "peace
ful path" under these circumstances  

Did one not automatically accept that the "peaceful path" - and 
in fact the way the revisionists understood it - was at least 

 the truth  This is one thing. 

Further: In our opinion, the C P . of China  ought to 
have accepted the scheme  of the  re
visionists. For the FOUNDATIONS of this scheme, created by the mo
dern  were precisely  t. This 
scheme is not to be found  any programmatic document of Lenin, 
Stalin or the Comintern for the world communist movement in the 
epoch of imperialism and the proletarian revolution, because it is 
thoroughly rotten. 
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The basis of this scheme was and is that allegedly  po
ssibilities emerged for a  transition". And  
this is c o m p l e t e l y false. (Even Krushchov did not trust 
himself to name openly, and by name, the countries in which this 
"peaceful transition" would be possible. He left this "concreti-

 to his star pupils in other countries). The  of China 
neglected to state very clearly that "real possibilities" for such 
a peaceful path did not exist in ANY COUNTRY OF THE WORLD. 

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

The C P . of China fell into the second trap of the Krushchovite 
revisionists by a c c e p t i n g at all the scheme of both 
the peaceful as  as the non-peaceful path. For, the Krushcho
vite  main concern was to bring through the  that 
today a REAL possibility of  paths would exist, which 
would have to be taken into account while fixing the tactics. 

• IN OUR OPINION, THE SPEARHEAD OF THE    
 IS NOT AT ALL DIRECTED AGAINST THE  REVISIONISTS 

• (who not only spoke of the peaceful path, but conceived 
  paths to be "real", as could be inferred from Krush-

•  report at the 2oth  BUT AGAINST THE MORE EX-
 TREME RIGHT OPPORTUNISTS LIKE TOGLIATTI, who admitted  

•  that is the   and declared it to be the 
© STRATEGIC, or even the WORLD STRATEGIC PRINCIPLE. 

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

"Communists would always prefer to bring about the transition 
to socialism by peaceful  But can peaceful transition 
be made into a new world-wide strategic principle for the in
ternational communist movement  Absolutely  

 Proposal Concerning the General Line fo the International 
Communist   

Here  variant of revisionism is clearly rejected. The 
C P . of China goes into only this extreme and  crude 
variety of revisionism - even if it does this clearly, unequivo-  

 and  only stigmatizes the  
of the "peaceful path". Thereby, it remains completely within the 
framework set by the  revisionists at the 2oth Con
gress as well as at the  and  Conferences, in which they 
initially  to coop up the World Communist Movement. 

We repeat: Proceeding from t  real possible paths, accepting 

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

 

3. The  of China's Thesis of The Tactical Preparation  Both 
For a  As Well As For   Development of 
The Revolution, Is Completely False  

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

At first, this idea seems  all, it  the well-
known fundamental Leninist precept to be "well shod on all four 
feet", to master ALL FORMS OF STRUGGLE, to fight with all the 
means at  disposal and more of such things. However, we 
must recognize that it is on no account a problem concerning 
the FORMS OF STRUGGLE, that is to say a question of tactics. 

The preparation for civil war  for the  develop
ment of the revolution", as it is called, is IN NO CASE one 
of two possible tactical forms, but a great question of 

 entire Party building (namely,  on the basis 
of the principle of  the entire education of the 
masses in the spirit of revolutionary war, precisely even in 
non-revolutionary periods, is affected by this   
question of revolution  

In addition, the  of China must permit the   it 
does not at all explain (or can explain) how one can prepare for 
the "peaceful path"! 

Even in the period of the "Dual  when Lenin considered a 
"peaceful" further  of the revolution to be possible, 
he continued to unremittingly prepare the Party and  masses 
for the possibility of a renewed civil war. 

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

The study of all these documents shows that there  n b such 
demand whatsoever in the classic Marxist-Leninist works.  
is absolutely senseless to specially prepare for a civil war 
which will  take place. And a  "equal" preparation 
for "both possibilities" is all the more senseless and 

 misleading. It stirs up extremely dangerous illusions, 
particularly among the masses, and amounts to  the prole

 both in a political-ideological as well as a military 
material sense. 
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4. Instead of Propagating The Offensive Armed  The  
of China Propagated The  of Armed Struggle Only 
As a  to The Violence Of The Ruling Classes That 
Is To Say In a Defensive Way  

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

Here, it is not necessary to recall once again in detail Indo
nesia and Chile in order to make evident the catastrophic con
sequences of such a sequence that one must  wait for a 
bloodshed caused by the ruling  

Let us consider the C P . of  attitude: 

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

    

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

Similarly, the "General Line Polemics" propagates a passage from 
the  National Congress of the C P . of  

"But when the people were  to take up  they 
were completely  in doing so." 
(In: "Peking  No 14/1964,  

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

We have already stated that, of course, seen over a longer period 
of time, the bourgeoisie in all countries has already resorted 
to arms thousands of times. In any case, everywhere, the bourgeoi
sie was the "first" one  resorted to violent measures. 

However, this question has already been clarified   
It cannot be dealt with in the same breath with  question 

 the people are allowed to use the force of arms. 

The   s  leave SCOPE  the revisionist 
understanding that the revisionist attempt to arrive at socialism 

 should be undertaken UNTIL the  
by means of   and   in a bloody 
manner, drummed in the foolishness of such an  Their for
mulations even suggest that the armed struggle of the  
masses "ought" to be a mere  a mere  or 
even only an act of  to the respective actions of the ru
ling classes. 

Such a conception of the armed struggle of the proletariat and 
of the revolutionary masses contradicts  

The  of China should have clearly propagated the teachings 
of the  classics, that in any case not the 
geoisie, but the  led by its  must 

 determine the  of the armed  and 
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 not first wait for the armed attack of the bourgeoisie. 

Particularly in relation to the question of the armed uprising 
in the capitalist countries, the  of China should have clar
ified that defensively waiting for the attack of the reaction, 
as well as the DEFENSIVE IN GENERAL, is the  of any 
armed uprising  However, all these teachings of Marxism-
Leninism were not even  or propagated. 

What remains is the formula  And precisely this 
formula  in its elasticity and ambiguity favouring the revisio
nist creation of illusions, led to bloody defeats for the prole
tariat and the people's masses. 

5. If There Is No Peaceful Path, Why Did The C P . of China Men-
tion It From  of View of   

The C P . of China explained: 

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

 Origin and Development of The Differences Beween The 
Leadership of The C.P.S.U and Ourselves", Peking 1   

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

In  to the  the mention of such a wish would 
certainly  in the least change its attitude towards  

The Communists, of course, seen in the abstract, do not desire 
war and civil war, but take up arms in order to  arms. 
(This is how it should be formulated. It should not simply be 
mentioned that the "peaceful path" is  In relation 
to the  this question should not be approached from "the 
point of view of tactics". Rather, it is a question of conscious
ly elucidating the world outlook, the programme  strategy of 
the communists to the masses of the people. It is a question  
must be embedded in the system of correct education in such basic 
questions like that of revolutionary war, which is opposed to 
counter-revolutionary imperialist war  

Of course, one must clarify that the argument of the reactionary 
forces that the  are "bloodthirsty" and want to "wage 
a war for the sake of war" is completely absurd, because the en
tire existence of imperialism forces upon the world proletariat, 
in this or that way, a revolutionary war spread over different 
phases. But, thereby it is decisive to make a sharp distinction 
between "wishes" on the one hand, and real events on the other, 
to argue in a principled manner and not on the level of 
ring "tactical" advantages. 

(At this point we call to mind how Mao Tse-tung replied to the 
 are advocates of war". He did not answer  the 

point of view of "tactical advantage" but in a fundamental and 
offensive manner: Yes, we are advocates of revolutionary war 
and we openly declare that the world can be transformed only by  
means of    
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In the   the C P . of China presents things in such a 
way that it appears as if mentioning the possibility of a peace
ful transition is a tactical manoeuvre which can be used advanta
geously. Here the C P . of China's reasoning comes close to a con
scious deception of the masses, although one knows exactly that 
the "mentioned wish"  become a R E A L I T Y . 

Why did the  not tell frankly that the   
is   Why did it not recall Lenin's well-known words, 
where he said: 
Even if in the distant future possibilities for the "peaceful" 
development of the revolution should emerge (i.e., without civil 
war, but still based on the power of arms) in one country under 
certain  protracted wars of the world prole
tariat,   the path of civil war is the  
only permissible standpoint of the programme of the world commu
nist  

The C P . of China did  do this, and with its formulation 
of  the point of view of  exposed itself to the 
justified reproach of not having said clearly and unequivocally 
whether it considered the "peaceful path" to be really possible 
or  

6. The Liberating Role of The Armed Struggle By The Masses of 
The People is  Defended in The C P . of  Proposal 

Emphasizing or mentioning that in the abstract the Communists 
naturally wish to already live in Communism,  in a world 
without armed struggle, is o n l y o n e side of the prob

 

Certainly, it is permissible to mention such a desire in the 
framework of a vigorous and convincing propaganda. The propagan
da should point out the absolute necessity of the armed struggle 
of the world proletariat and armed struggle in every single coun
try, clarifying the magnificent liberating role of the revolutio
nary war of the  masses, its educative,  
significance for them. 

This aspect of the problem is so essentially significant that it 
ought not to be neglected under any  This is all 
the more true in view of the pacifist drivel about peace by the 
modern   making any  present 

 war, whether revolutionary or  
to be a  evil" and set their "peaceful path" against 
"war" and "violence" in general. 

It is one of the C P . of  gravest mistakes  to have 
stressed this aspect of the matter at all in the "Proposal" and 

 The modern revisionists also promptly butt in. They  
the C P . of China with the passage quoted above - of course, to 
emphasize that for them the "peaceful path" is no tactical finesse, 
but a real path towards which they "honestly" orientate the pro
letariat  
(See "A Critique of Mao  Theoretical  
Moscow 1970, Frankfurt 1973,  
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in the  and not to have defeated modern revisionists 
in this respect, too. 

Summarizing our criticism of the  of China,of its "Proposal 
On the General Line" of 1963 regarding the path of revolution, 
it can be seen that it is essentially based on our views set forth 
in the detailed second section of this analysis. 

Accepting the scheme of the "two paths" is the main  The 
other errors mentioned, necessarily result from this. THE FUN
DAMENTAL TASK FOR THE COMMUNISTS OF THE WORLD IS TO MAKE A THO
ROUGH BREAK WITH THE SCHEME OF THE "TWO PATHS". 

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

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

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

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

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

  

66 



67 

Note 4  Mao Tse-tung's Attitude Towards the Law of Violent Revo
lution 

Mao  clear Marxist-Leninist positions about revolutio
nary war, revolutionary struggle and its significance played a 
very big role for the Marxist-Leninists of many countries in the 
struggle against the betrayal of the Krushchovite  

These teachings of Mao Tse-tung from Volume  thus origina
ting from the period of the Chinese  armed struggle, 
came, even more popular by means of the collection of quotations 
in the "Red Book", brought out at the beginning of the Cultural 
Revolution in China. 

At this point, we underline that we completely agree with Mao 
 views which we shall quote in the following. We under

line that today these basic views of Mao Tse-tung must vigou-
rously be d e f e n d e d against the modern revisionists and 
their diverse followers, because they contain fundamental Marxist-
Leninist principles. Similarly, these  positions 
of Mao Tsetung must be stressed while repudiating those, who, 
after his death, run him down completely. 

Let us consider Mao  most important statements and the 
frenzied attacks against them by the revisionist  

In their revisionist piece of work "A Critique of Mao  
Theoretical  published in 1970 in Moscow, Mao Tse-

 views are quoted in detail. The revisionist attempt at 
 essentially consists in shrieks of indignation and 

the simple assertion that Mao Tse-tung's views are false or con
tradict Marxism-Leninism. Thereby, not even a single serious att
empt ist made to provide  for this. 

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

"Every Communist must grasp the truth,  power grows 
out of the barrel of a  
(Mao Tse-tung, "Problems of War and Strategy", 1938, SW II, 

 )  

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

  

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

"One is struck by the  and peremptory character 
of these  If they  good  one 

 The "Polemics" (1963,64), too, quotes these words of Mao Tse-
tung in the struggle against Krushchov revisionism (See,"The Pro
letarian  and Krushchov's  Peking Review, 
No.   
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 well ignore the concrete conditions, the time and place. 
This simplifies the theory of revolutionary struggle to the 
limit. At long last one has got universal means of solving 
all kinds of  

 Critique of Mao Tse-tung's Theoretical  
Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1972,  

And this is the entire  (Those who do not believe 
it, must read up themselves the following and the just cited pri
mitive statements of the very learned and well-paid revisionist 

 

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

Further: It is  true and also not at all Marxist to con
clude from the word  as from the words "for all 
other countries" that Mao Tse-tung was  taking 
into account the"concrete conditions". Whoever studies Mao Tse-

 presentation further will see that he demands exactly the 
consideration of the "concrete conditions" - to be sure, on the 
basis of the general   of  

In the following, Mao Tse-tung shows the d i s t i n c t i o n 
between a p p l y i n g this general principle  (where 
liberated  could be established in the  the 
one hand, and to the highly  capitalist countries 
on the other. For these imperialist countries, he declares in re
gard to the form of  war: 

"The one war they want to fight is the civil war for which 
they are preparing". 
(Mao  of War and  SW II,  

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

The  argument is absolutely untenable. Rather, it 
shows that the revisionists completely negate universally va
lid principles under the p r e t e x t of the "concrete" con
ditions, which are supposedly always different. 

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

 over three decades ago, Mao Tse-tung replied ve
ry appropriately to the revisionists of that time,  
their  about his "absolutization" of the revolutio
nary   

"Some people ridicule us as advocates of the  of 
 Yes, we are advocates of the omnipotence of 

  that is  not  it is Marxist. 
The guns of the Russian Communist Party created socialism. 
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We shall create a democratic  Experience in the class 
struggle in the era of imperialism teaches us  it is only 
by the power of the gun that the working class and the 
bouring masses can defeat the armed bourgeoisie and  
in this sense we may say that only with guns can the whole 
world be  
(Mao Tse-tung, "Problems of War and  SW  
225)  

The modern revisionists also quote this passage  Mao Tse-
  works and attempt a  

"No, this is not a Marxist approach at  The only almighty 
means is the active organisation of the revolutionary masses, 
the proletariat above all". 

 Critique of Mao Tse-tung's Theoretical 
gress Publishers, Moscow, 1972,  

Here it can be seen very clearly, how the "revolutionary spirit 
evaporates" behind the phrase: Are the revolutionary masses  e-
1 1 y almighty in independent organizations if they   

 weapons  

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

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

"According to the Marxist theory of the State, the army is the 
chief component of state power. Whoever wants to seize and 
retain state power must have a strong army." 
(Mao   SW II,  

Precisely for this reason it is a  summary, which 
concentrates on the essential, to say that "political power grows 
out of the barrel of a gun" and to characterize revolutionary 
war as "almighty". 

It is not surprising that the modern revisionists do not 
like precisely this quotation of Mao Tse-tung at all, because  
as is well-known, they wish to stress the role of  parliament 
to be central. That  why they simply declare in brief after 
they have cited the above mentioned passage: 

 turned these notions into  and identi
fied them with  
("A Critique  op. cit.  

This is the entire  The revisionist professors have 

 Polemics" (1963-64) also quotes these words of Mao Tse-
tung in the struggle against  revisionism (8th Comment, 
PR  1964,  
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only overlooked the fact that in these sentences Mao Tse-tung on
ly reproduces that which already  in his time very 
clearly stated against the revisionists in  State and Revolu
tion": 

"Like all great revolutionary thinkers, Engels tries to draw 
the attention of the class-conscious workers to what prevai
ling philistinism regards as least worthy of  as 
the most habitual thing, hallowed by prejudices that are not 
only deep-rooted but, one might say, petrified. A standing  
army and police are the  instruments of state po 
wer. But how can it be otherwise   
(Lenin, "The State and Revolution", 1917,   

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

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

Mao Tse-tung  

"But there is only one way to eliminate it and that is to 
oppose war with war, to oppose  war 
with revolutionary war..." 
(Mao Tse-tung, "Problems of Strategy in China's Revolutiona
ry War", 1936,  I,  

The comment of the modern revisionists- hard to believe, but true-
runs simply: 

"The inhumanity of this thesis is manifest." 
  translated from the  

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

This also becomes clear in the attack against another passage by 
Mao Tse-tung. In "On Protracted War", Mao Tse-tung wrote: 

 war is an antitoxin which not only eliminates 
 poison but also purges us of our own filth. Every 

just, revolutionary war  endowed with tremendous power, 
 can transform many things or clear the way for their 

 
(Mao  Protracted War", 1938, SW II,  

The comment of the revisionists is: 

"The Maoists refuse to consider this elementary truth: the 
 OF TRANSFORMATION cannot be neutral with respect 

to the A I M OF  

(*)This line is missing in the English translation and has there
fore been translated from the German edition of this book. 
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On many occasions the founders of Marxism warned the proleta
riat that the use of violent means was limited and  
and emphasised the dangers arising from the use of extreme 
means of struggle." 
("A    

It is evident that Mao Tse-tung  said anything about 
the "neutrality" of the means. Rather, he established a posi
tive relationship between the means and the purpose. The revisio
nist professors, on the contrary, establish a negative relation
ship entirely in the manner of  clerics who bemoan 
that all violence is evil, that it stains, corrupts and ruins 
men etc. 

The revisionists boldly tell fibs about "dozens of comments" of 
the classics, but they literally cannot cite a  quo 
tation of the teachers of the proletariat which in the least re
sembles their pacifist, whining nonsense. In reality, namely, it 
is completely the other way round: The classics of Marxism-Leni
nism have stressed dozens of times precisely the  
t o r y role of armed struggle. Engels ridiculed  
"difficulty" with the possibility of armed struggle. As far as 
the relation between means and purpose is concerned, it precise
ly corresponds to materialist dialectics that means like armed 
struggle, like establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat 
etc, are used which apparently contradict Communist aims. In re
ality, however, they are absolutely necessary on the way to the 
ideals of Communism (See for this Part  of the present num
ber, which shows the attitude of the classics in this  

All the demagogic slanderous attacks of the modern  
precisely against Mao Tse-tung's undoubtedly Marxist-Leninist 
views, went hand in hand with attacks against the  of Chi

 revolutionary practice in the  of supporting armed stru
ggles in other countries. The modern revisionists  to 
function as  of the revolution". They wrote in re
lation to the  C P . of China: 

"This question arises: what is the purpose of the Chinese lea
 strong advocacy of   There is only one 

answer: their only purpose is to provoke armed conflicts in 
various parts of the globe... Take the  policy... 
their intensified support of the extremist elements in Indone
sia,  Thailand, Malaysia." 
("A Critique of..."  

What the revisionists are attacking here is the support given at 
that time  the C P . of China to the C P . of Indonesia, the C P . 
of  the C P . of Thailand and the C P . of Malaya etc., which 
was an expression of proletarian  the re-
vionists go one step further and even declare that in these coun
tries armed liberation struggle is the last thing one needs: 

"At  political and economic methods of  imper
ialism  being brought to the fore in the countries of 
Asia,Africa and Latin America... 
That is why it is quite wrong today to regard armed struggle 
as an absolute and to insist on it as the central task facing 
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the peoples of these  
  

By means of these views (entirely systematized in Krushchov's 
spirit by the revisionist Teng Hsiao-ping in his UNO-Speech of 

 modern revisionists reveal themselves to be  
tionary ideologues of world imperialism. Here we can also find 
the actual reason for the primitive attacks against Mao  
Marxist-Leninist teachings concerning armed struggle, contained 

 his works from the period 1 927-1  
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THE MAIN ERRORS IN THE 
POLITICAL FIELD 

•  - The experience during the last fifteen 
years has taught us that starting from 
not firmly refuting the   

and not firmly holding to the general 
 of revolution in colonial or 

colonial and semi-feudal countries, the 
PKI gradually got bogged down in 
liamentary and other forms of legal 
struggle. The Party leadership even 
considered these forms of struggle to be 
the   of struggle to achieve 
the strategic aim of the Indonesian 
revolution. The legality of the Party 
was not considered as one method of 
struggle at a given time and under cer
tain conditions, but was rather regarded 
as a principle, while other forms of 
struggle should serve this principle. 
Even when counter-revolution not only 
has trampled underfoot the legality of 
the Party, but has violated the basic 
human rights of the Communists as 
well, this  was still to be de

 with might and main. 
As has been stated before, the 

"peaceful  began to be firmly 
established in the Party when the 4th 
Plenary Session of the Central Com
mittee of the PKI (1956) adopted a 
document which approved the modern 
revisionist line of the 20th Congress of 
the  In a situation when the 
revisionist line was already firmly 
established in  Party, it was 
sible to have a correct Marxist-Leninist 
line of strategy and tactics. The for
mulation of the main  of strategy 
and tactics of the Party started from 
an ambiguity between the  
road" and the "road  armed revolu

 in which process of development 
the "peaceful road" finally became 
dominant. 
It was under such conditions that the 

General Line of the PKI was formulated 
by the 6th National Congress  
which read "To continue the forging of 
the national united front, and to con
tinue the building of the Party, so as 
to accomplish the demands of the Au
gust Revolution of 1945". Based on 
the General Line of the Party, the 
slogan "Raise the Three Banners of 
the Party" was adopted. These were: 
(1) the banner of the national front, (2) 
the banner of the building of the  

and (3) the banner of the 1945 August 
 The  Line was 

meant as the road to people's democracy 
in Indonesia. 
The Party leadership tried to explain 

that the Three Banners of the Party 
were the three main weapons to win 
the people's democratic revolution 
which, as Comrade Mao Tsetung has 
said, were   Party 
armed with the theory of Marxism-
Leninism, using the method of self-
criticism and linked with the masses of 
the people; an army under the leader
ship of such a Party; a united front 
of all revolutionary classes and all 
revolutionary groups under the leader
ship of such a  

Thus, the second main weapon means 
a  armed struggle against armed 
counter-revolution under the leadership 
of the Party. The Party leadership tried 
to replace this with the slogan  
the Banner of the 1945 August Revolu

 It was indeed explained that 
"The Banner of the August Revolution 
firmly establishes the importance of 
using the experiences of the struggle 
 during the August Revolution of  
and that "In defending the sovereignty 
of Indonesia, the role of the guerrilla 
warfare is of the utmost  

yet in practice no effort was made in 
this direction. 
In order to prove that the road  

followed was not the opportunist 
"peaceful road", the Party leadership 
always spoke of the two possibilities, 
namely, the possibility of a  
road" and  possibility of a non- 
peaceful road, and that the better  
Party prepared itself to face the 
bility of a non-peaceful road,  
greater would be the possibility of   
"peaceful road". In fact, such state
ments show precisely the existence of 
dualism concerning the road followed 
by the Party leadership. By doing so, 
the hope for a "peaceful  which 
 reality did not exist was always im

planted in the minds of Party members, 
the working class and the masses of the 
working people. 

In practice, the Party  did  
 whole ranks of   

Party, the  class and the masses 
of the people to face the possibility of 
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a non-peaceful   most striking 
proof was the gravest tragedy which 
happened  the outbreak and the  

 of the    
 Within a short space of time, 

the counter-revolution succeeded in 
massacring and arresting hundreds of 
thousands of Communists and 
Communist revolutionaries who found 
themselves in a passive position, para
lysing the organization of the PKI and 
the revolutionary mass organizations. 
Such  situation surely would never  
happen if the Party leadership did not  
deviate from the revolutionary road. 
The Party leadership declared that 

 Party  not copy the theory 
 armed struggle from abroad, but 

must carry out the Method of Combin
ing the Three Forms of  

namely guerrilla warfare in the 
side (especially by farm labourers and 
poor peasants); revolutionary actions 
by the  (especially transport 
workers) in the  and intensive 
work among the  armed forces". 
The Party leadership criticized some 
comrades who, in studying the ex
perience of the armed struggle of the 
Chinese people, were considered as see
ing only its similarities with the con
ditions in Indonesia. On the contrary, 
the Party leadership put forward dif
ferent conditions that must be taken 
into account, until they arrived at the 
conclusion that the method typical to 
the  Indonesian revolution was the 

 of Combining the Three Forms 
of Struggle". 
Adopting dogmatically the experience 

of other countries is a mistake. But 
refusing to use another country's ex
perience whose truth as the theory of 
people's revolution has already been 
tested is equally a mistake. Lenin has 
taught us that  movement  is 

 in a young country can be 
successful only if it treats the experience 
of other countries critically and tests it 

 

Facts have shown that the "theory of 
the Method of Combining  Three 
Forms of  was not the result 
of treating the experience of another 
country critically and  it with 
the concrete practice of Indonesia, to 
become one of the revolutionary theories 

 to Indonesia. In any case, it is 
not a method typical to Indonesia. The 

Russian revolution of 1905 as Lenin 
explained in his  on the 1905 
Revolution", was a combination of 
strikes by the workers, anti-feudal 
struggle by the peasantry in the coun
tryside and mutinies by the army, with 
the strikes by the workers as the 
guard. The Chinese revolution also 
combined  revolutionary agrarian 
war, the work in the countryside and 
the cities under enemy occupation and 
the work among the enemy's armed 
forces, with the revolutionary agrarian 
war as the main form. 

Of the  forms of  that 
should be combined, instead of being 
led along the road of revolution, 
each was led along the  road". 
The struggle of the peasants against the 
exploitation and suppression by the 
vestiges of feudalism, if given correct 
leadership, would inevitably develop 
into its  form, namely, the 
agrarian revolution to liberate the 
peasants from the oppression by the 
landlords. This struggle would only 
gain its complete victory if it had been 
waged by arms under the leadership of 
the PKI. But the Party leadership did 
not concentrate its leading work on the 
development of the ever-growing peas
ant struggle, and did not prepare the 
Party to face any  

When the peasants began to rise in 
direct unilateral actions against the 
native landlords, these actions were not 
developed into their higher  but 
were diverted along different lines by 
launching various actions that were 
not directed against the landlords, such 
as the New Culture Movement, the One 
Thousand and One Campaign to raise 
production, and the Rat Extermination 
Campaign. Naturally, it is not wrong 
for a revolutionary peasant movement 
to launch campaigns to increase 
duction, to exterminate pests and to 
raise the cultural level of the peasants. 
But all of this should serve the main 
objective of the revolutionary peasant 
movement, namely, the anti-feudal 
agrarian revolution. Therefore, such 
campaigns should not be  far 
too highly, so as to divert the 
tion of the revolutionary peasant 
ment to become a reformist  
In the cities, despite the increasingly 

heavy burden in the  of the workers, 
actions by the workers that had 
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 significance gradually diminished, 
because they lacked proper leadership. 
It is true that there were apparently 
big actions by the workers that had 
great political significance, such as the 
take-over of the enterprises belonging 
to the Dutch, British and Belgian 
imperialists. But the actual results 
of these actions were beneficial only 
for a handful of bureaucrat-capitalists 
and had by no means improved the 
living conditions of the workers con
cerned. Besides, since the Party leader
ship considered the former imperialist-
owned enterprises which were 
led by the government  the Republic 
of Indonesia as national property, 
further actions by the workers were 
restrained. On the contrary, a lot of 
activities were organized directly by the 
trade unions or through the Enterprise 
Councils aimed at  produc
tion, raising the efficiency of the enter
prises, improving the economy, etc. 
which did not  the living condi
tions nor heighten  revolutionary 
spirit of the workers. 
Proceeding from the erroneous stand

point that  Armed Forces of the 
Republic of Indonesia are not reaction
ary armed  the problem of 

 within the enemy's armed 
forces" was interpreted as "integrating 
the important organ of the State with 
the  or "strengthening the 
dwitunggal* relationship between the 
people and the Armed Forces". It means 
integrating the instrument of violence 
of the oppressing classes with the op
pressed  Such an error could 
occur because the Party leadership had 
deviated from the Marxist-Leninist 
teaching on the state, and considered 
the Indonesian Republic not as a bour
geois state and the Armed Forces of the 
Republic of Indonesia not as an instru
ment of the bourgeois state. The Party 
leadership forgot the reality that since 
the August Revolution had failed and 
the state power had fallen entirely into 
the hands of the reactionary bourgeoisie, 
the Armed Forces of the Republic of In
donesia, though brought into being by 
the August Revolution, had as a whole 
automatically become the organ of rule 

* Dwitunggal, literally means oneness of 
the two. 

in the hands of the classes which ruled 
the state. In view of their class origin 
as sons of workers and peasants, the 
NCO's* and soldiers of the Armed Forces 
might indeed constitute elements who 
would take the side of the people. But 
this could not alter the position of the 
Armed Forces as a whole as an organ of 
the state which served the interests of 
the ruling class. 
To fulfil their heavy but great and  

noble historical mission, to lead the peo-
 revolution against imperialism, 

feudalism  and bureaucrat-capitalism,  
the Indonesian Marxist-Leninists must  
firmly abandon the revisionist  
ful road", abandon the "theory of the 
Method of Combining the Three Forms 
of Struggle", and hold aloft the banner  
of armed people's revolution. Following 
the example of the glorious Chinese 
people's revolution, the Indonesian 
Marxist-Leninists must establish 
tionary base  they must  the 
backward villages into  con
solidated base areas, into great military, 
political, economic and cultural bastions 
of the  

 tackling this most principal 
question we must also carry out other 
forms of struggle; armed struggle will 
never advance without being coor
dinated with other forms of struggle. 

*  o f f i cers . 

    

   T H E M A I N M I S T A K E S IN T H E 
O R G A N I Z A T I O N A L F I E L D 

The erroneous political line which 
dominated the Party was inevitably 

 by an equally erroneous or
ganizational line. The longer and the 
more intensively the wrong political line 
dominated in the Party, the greater 
were the mistakes in the organizational 
field, and the greater the losses caused 
by them. Right opportunism which 
constituted the wrong political line of 
the Party in the period after 1951 had 
been followed by an equally Right de
viation in the organizational field, 
namely liberalism and  
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The line of liberalism in the organi
zational field manifested itself in the 
tendency to make the PKI a party with 
as large a membership as possible, a 
loose organization, which was called a 
mass party. The question of whether 
a Communist Party needs to have the 
largest possible membership (a mass 
party), or not too large a membership 
so long as their quality is high (a cadre 
party) is a question for the Communist 
Parties in the various countries. In the 
beginning, through the plan to expand 
the membership and organization, the 
PKI followed the line of becoming a 
mass party. But in the last few years, 
it was stated that the PKI was simul
taneously a mass party and a cadre 
party. By a mass party  was meant 
a party with a large membership and a 
broad influence among the masses. By 
a cadre party it was meant a party 
whose members were armed with 

 and constituted the 
most active and leading elements among 
the  

How a Marxist-Leninist party should 
be organized and what should be the 
features of such a Marxist-Leninist 
party have been clearly explained by 
both Lenin and Stalin. The PKI has 
taken the essence of the features of a 
Marxist-Leninist party by stipulating in 
its Constitution that  PKI is the 
advanced detachment and the highest 
form of class organization of the Indo
nesian proletariat". 
In fact, it should not be a question 

of dispute whether a Communist 
(Marxist-Leninist) party should become 
a mass party or a cadre party. Both 
are included in the features of the party 
whose essence is also laid down in the 
Constitution of the PKI. The Party's 
role as the vanguard of the working 
class can be fulfilled only when, on the 
one hand, it constitutes the advanced 
detachment of the whole ranks of the 
working class, while on the other  
it is not separated from the whole ranks 
of the working class. 

 has explained the meaning of 
the  role as the vanguard in the 
following  Party must ab
sorb all the best elements of the work
ing class, their experience, their revolu
tionary spirit, their selfless devotion to 
the cause of the proletariat. But in 
order that it may really be the advanced 

detachment, the Party must be armed 
with revolutionary theory, with a 
knowledge of the laws of the move
ment, with a knowledge of the laws of 
revolution. Without this it will be 
incapable of directing the struggle of 
the proletariat, of leading the proleta
riat.    The Party must stand at the 
head of the working class; it must see 
farther than the working  it must 
lead the proletariat, and not drag at the 
tail of the spontaneous  

These words of Stalin clearly point 
out the conditions that must be fulfilled 
by a  party in order to 
realize its role as the vanguard party 
of the working class. Furthermore, 
these conditions clearly  that a 
Party member is  just anybody from 
among the working class, not an 
ordinary revolutionary, but he is one 
of the best elements of the working 
class who is armed with the theory of 

 Not everybody from 
among the working class meets the re
quirements of a Party member. In this 
sense, a Marxist-Leninist party is a 
cadre party. 

Stalin has also explained that  
Party cannot be only an advanced de
tachment. It must at the same time 
be a detachment of the class, part of 
the class, closely bound up with it by 
all the fibres  its being. The dis
tinction between  advanced detach
ment and the rest of the working class, 
between Party members and non-Party 
people cannot disappear until classes 
disappear;    But the Party would 
cease to be a Party if this distinction 
developed into a gap, if the Party 
turned in on itself and became divorced 
from the non-Party masses. The Party 
cannot lead the class if it is not con
nected with the non-Party masses, if 
there  no bond  the Party and 

 non-Party masses, if these masses 
do not accept its  (Italics 
according to the original — 
bureau). 

 explanation shows the neces
sity for a Marxist-Leninist party to have 
a mass character. Because the role of 
the Party as an advanced detachment 
can only be realized when the Party is 
able to closely unite with and is sup
ported by the non-Party masses. And 
the support of the masses can be 
tained by the Party when it is capable 
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of taking the correct attitude towards 
the people and of leading the people in 
the correct manner, and when it is 
capable of defending the interests of the 
people in all fields, first and foremost 
in the political field. 
It is clear that the mass character of 

the Party or the feature as a mass party 
is not determined above all by the large 
membership, but primarily by the close 

 linking the Party and the masses, 
by the Party's political line which de
fends the interests of the masses, or in 
other words by the implementation of 
the Party's mass line. And the mass 
line of the Party can only be maintained 
when the prerequisites of the Party's 
role as the advanced detachment are 
firmly upheld, when the Party members 
are made up of the best elements of the 
proletariat who are armed with 
ism-Leninism. Consequently, to build 
a  party which has a 
mass character  impossible without 
giving primary importance to 
Leninist education. 
During the last few years, the PKI 

had carried out a line of Party building 
which deviated from the principles of 
Marxism-Leninism in the organizational 
field. After the success in expanding 
the membership and the organization 
through short-term plans, the Party had 
successively carried out the First 3-Year 
Plan (Organization and Education), and 
the Second 3-Year Plan (Education and 
Organization), and was embarking on 
the 4-Year Plan (Culture, Ideology and 
Organization).  the fulfilment 
of the short-term plans and the First 
and the Second 3-Year Plans, the PKI 
had spread to all parts of the country, 
to all islands and nationalities through
out Indonesia, with a membership of 
more than three million. This was   
great achievement. 

But at the same time, liberalism was  
increasingly growing in the Party. 
Though it was stated that the Second 

 Plan placed the stress on ideo 
logical  in  however, 
the  of the membership and  

 organization had always been em 
phasized. The plan for expanding the 
membership was carried out in disre
gard to the organization's capacity to 
take care of and educate the new mem
bers. Since the efforts were concen-

trated on reaching the figures fixed in 
the plan, the expansion of membership 
was thus carried out in violation of the 
stipulations of the Party Constitution. 
The organization of the PKI had been  
made so loose that everyone who had 
expressed his agreement with the pro 
gramme of the PKI was     

member. One could  longer   
distinguish a Party member from a  
member of a mass organization led by  
the Party. The requirements for mem
bership in the advanced detachment of 
 the working class were altogether 
abandoned. 

This liberal expansion of Party mem 
bership could not be separated from the  
political line of the  road". 
The large membership was intended to 
increase the influence of the Party in 
the united front with the national bour
geoisie. And with a Party that was 
growing bigger and  by con
tinuing to unite with the national bour
geoisie, the balance of forces that would 
make it possible to completely defeat 
the diehard forces would be achieved. 
The interests of the   
were even more graphically reflected 
in the organizational field by the imple
mentation of the 4-Year Plan of the 
Party. 
In this Plan, the stress was no longer 

laid on the education and the training 
of Marxist-Leninist cadres to prepare 
them for the revolution, for working 
among the peasants in order to establish 
revolutionary bases, but on intellectual 
education to serve the need of the work 
in the united front with the national 
bourgeoisie, and to fill in the various 
positions in the state institutions that 
were obtained thanks to the coopera
tion with the national bourgeoisie. The 
slogan of "total integration with the 
peasants" had merely become empty 
talk. Instead of sending the best cadres 
to work in the rural areas, what was 
being done in practice was to draw 
cadres from the countryside to the 
cities, from the regions to the  
To raise the prestige of the PKI in  

the eyes of the bourgeoisie, and to make 
it respected as a party of the intellec

 the 4-Year Plan stipulated that all 
cadres of the higher ranks were re
quired to complete academic education, 
cadres of the middle ranks high-school 
education, and cadres of the lower ranks 
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lower  education. For this 
 a great number of academies, 

schools and courses were set up. So 
deep-rooted  the  
gripping the Party leadership that all 
prominent figures of the Party and the 
popular movements were required to 
write four theses in order to obtain the 
degree of  Scientist". 
The deeper the Party  plunged 

into the mire of Right opportunism and 
revisionism, the greater it lost organi
zational  and the further 
legalism developed in the organization. 
The Party leadership had lost their 
class vigilance towards the falsity of 
bourgeois democracy. All the activities 
of the Party indicated as if the 
ful road" was so certain. The Party 
leadership did not arouse the vigilance 
of the masses of Party members to the 
danger of attacks by the reactionaries 
who were constantly seeking for the 
chance to strike. It was due to this 
legalism in the organizational field, that 
within a short span of time 
revolution had succeeded in paralysing 
the PKI organizationally. 
Liberalism in organization had de

stroyed the principle of internal democ
racy of the Party, destroyed collective 
leadership and had given rise to per
sonal leadership and personal rule, to 
autonomism which promoted the growth 
of personality cult. What was then 
practised was no longer democratic 
centralism, democracy that is central
ized, which should be carried out on 
the basis of the mass line and should 
link the leadership with the masses, but 
commandism based on the subjective 
wishes and the subjective interests of 
the leadership. Formally, the principles 
of internal democracy of the Party and 
the principles of collective leadership 
were not completely discarded. And 
formally, all the decisions of the leading 
bodies were taken unanimously. But 
at the same time, it was not seldom  
decisions were made outside the sup
posedly competent leading bodies of the 
Party. This wrong method which ran 
counter to the Marxist-Leninist prin
ciples, had prevailed because among 
others of the following factors: 

First, the mistakes  the 
tional field, in particular those concern
ing the style of work which gave the 
Party leadership the conditions to build 
separate channels beyond the control of 

the Political Bureau and the Central 
Committee. The result was that  
competent leading bodies of the Party 
such as the Political Bureau, were not 
placed in their  position, nor con
sidered the proper place to solve all 
affairs of the Party and of the revolu
tion. Through these separate  
the leadership were able to take  
and organizational measures, including 
the disposition of  and it  not 
seldom that the Political Bureau was 
merely to endorse those steps taken by 
the leadership, or to consider certain 
problems with only an incomplete and 
superficial knowledge of them. 

Second, the lack of critical attitude 
towards the leadership in the Political 
Bureau, the Central Committee  
other Party organizations. It had be 
come a tradition that everything the  
leadership said was regarded as right  
and was carried out without being first  
discussed and thoroughly thought  
And this lack of critical attitude was  
due among other things to the theoreti 
cal weaknesses, which resulted in the  
lack of a strong  upon which  
to refute the views of the leadership,  
when these views were felt to be  
roneous. In the  few years, after 
the Party had set up the group of the
oretical workers,  leaders in gen
eral had been more and more detached 
from theoretical problems. When there  
were discussions which involved theo 
retical questions, practically only these  
theoretical workers took an active part. 
Besides, there was also the lack of cour
age to express a stand that was not in 
agreement with the line followed by  
leadership. 

Third, the belief was instilled in the 
Party which exaggerated the aspect of 
monolithic unity in the Party. It was 
as if no differences of opinion existed 
any more on matters of principle. As 
a result, it was regarded as an abnor
mality when there was any difference 
of opinion on matters of principle  
the leadership. Such an atmosphere 
made Party cadres feel reluctant to air 
their views and feelings freely and 
openly with regard to the line pursued 
by the leadership which they consider
ed incorrect. As a matter of fact, there 
were a number of cadres who did not 
agree with the opportunist or revisionist 
political and organizational lines follow
ed by the Party leadership, though they 
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did not raise their views openly and 
freely in the collectives of the  
However, the views arid  of 
these cadres did not receive good re
sponse on the part of the leadership. The 
lack of freedom to express the views 
and feelings of the cadres was also in
fluenced by the policy of the disposi
tion  cadres that was marked by 

 and, to a certain extent, 
by the existence of the isolation of 
tain cadres. 

In a situation when liberalism domi
nated the organizational line of the 
Party, it was impossible to realize the 
Party's style of work, namely, 
ing theory with practice, forging close 
links with the masses and practising 
self-criticism". It was equally impossible 
to realize the method of leadership whose 
essence is the combination of the leader
ship with the masses; which must be 
realized  the leadership giving an ex
ample to the rank-and-file. 
What actually took plage was not the 

integration of the universal truth of 
Marxism-Leninism with the concrete 
practice of the Indonesian revolution, 
but adjusting Marxist-Leninist teachings 
with the views of the bourgeoisie, sys
tematizing and developing the views 
and the theories of the bourgeoisie  
under the slogan of  
of Marxism-Leninism",  
Marxism-Leninism creatively", etc., re
vising Marxism-Leninism. 
The line of close relations with the 

masses and of integrating the leader
ship with the masses can be truly 
realized only when the Party integrates 
itself in the most consistent manner 
with the masses of the people, especially 

with the workers, farm labourers and 
poor peasants. And in the implementa
tion of this line, the leadership must 
give an example to the rank-and-file. 
But this was not the case. Many Party 
cadres, especially higher-ranking cadres 
of the Party, and still more particularly 
those with certain skills to meet the 
demands of work in the various fields 
of governmental and semi-governmental 
institutions, had attained a standard of 
living which was by far different from 
the  of living of the workers 
and the rest of the working people. 
They enjoyed the same facilities as the 

 officials of the govern
ment. 

In the Party even prevailed the tradi
tion according to which the leaders of 
central and regional Party and revolu
tionary mass organizations should also 
have an official function in the govern
ment, in order to have additional au
thority, to become not only prominent 
in the Party but public figures as well, 
nationally or regionally. By the prev
alence of this tradition, many leaders 
of the Party and the mass organizations 
devoted the greater part of their activ
ities to the work in the governmental 
and semi-governmental institutions. 
This led to the lack of attention to Party 
life, both in the ideological and organi
zational fields. 

In the regions, and particularly in the 
centre, the way of life led by a part 
of Party leaders was no longer adjusted 
to the way of life of the masses who 
were still suffering, but to that pursued 
by the bourgeoisie. All of this was car
ried out under the signboard of  
in accordance with the grandeur of the 
Party", "raising the prestige of the 
Party", "leaving behind the old-
fashioned way", etc. Among the leaders 
of the Party, there were even those 
who slid down in the decadent bour
geois morals, and besmeared Com
munist morality. 

In such an atmosphere, the integra
tion with the most suffering masses of 
the people could not possibly be real
ized. The appeals to "combat compla
cency", to  a good and still better 
Communist", to "bring up a Communist 
family", etc. were no more than a 
smoke-screen to hide the hypocrisy and 
the moral degradation among the Party 
leadership. These appeals were indeed 
not directed at the leadership. It was 
as if only cadres outside the leadership 
had committed misdeeds which did 
not conform to Communist morality. 
Simultaneously with the issuing of those 
appeals, the "bourgeois way of life" 
continued among the Party leadership. 

When cadres from the regions looked 
up to the centre, instead of finding 
examples of Communist  both 
in Party life and in private life, they 
found examples of "luxury", "moder
nity" and Communist "grandeur" in 
Party life as well as in private life. 
The Party leadership turned a deaf ear 
to the honest criticisms made by cer
tain comrades and branded such criti-
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 as  
ness to use the available  to the 
maximum in the interest of the Party 
and the people", "failure to raise the 
prestige of the Party", etc. 
Thus in general the wrong political 

line which ruled in the Party was fol
lowed by the wrong line in the organi
zational field which violated the prin
ciples of a Marxist-Leninist party, de
stroyed the organizational foundations 
of the Party, namely, democratic cen
tralism, and damaged the Party's style 
of work and method of leadership. 

To build the PKI as a Marxist-Lenin
ist party, liberalism in the organiza

 field and the ideological source 
which had given birth to it must be 
thoroughly uprooted. The PKI must be 
rebuilt as a Lenin-type party, a party 
that will be capable of fulfilling its role 
as the advanced detachment and the 
highest form of class organization of the 
Indonesian proletariat, a party with a 
historical mission of leading the masses 
of the Indonesian people to win  
in the anti-imperialist, anti-feudal and 
anti-bureaucrat-capitalist revolution, to 
advance towards socialism. Such a 
party must fulfil the following condi

 ideologically, it is armed with the 
theory of Marxism-Leninism, and free 
from subjectivism,  opportunism and 
modern revisionism; politically, it has a 
correct programme which includes a 
revolutionary agrarian programme, has a 
thorough understanding  the problems 
of the strategy and tactics of the Indone
sian revolution, masters the main form 
of struggle, namely, the armed struggle 
of the peasants under the leadership of 
the proletariat, as well as other forms 
of struggle, is capable of establishing a 
revolutionary united front of all anti-
imperialist and  classes and 
groups based on the worker-peasant 
alliance under the leadership of 
the  class; organizationally, it 
is strong and has a deep root among 
the masses of the people, consists of the 
most trusted, experienced and the most 

 Party members who set an ex
ample in the implementation of the na
tional tasks. 

• Today, we are rebuilding our Party 
under the reign of unbridled 
revolutionary white terror which is most 
cruel and ferocious. The legality of 
the Party and the basic human rights 
of the Communists had been completely 

violated.  Party, therefore, has to 
be organized and has to work in com
plete illegality. While working in com
plete illegality, the Party must be adept 
at utilizing to the full all possible op
portunities to carry out legal activities 
according to circumstances, and to 
choose ways and means that are accept
able to the masses with the aim of 
mobilizing the masses for struggle and 
leading this struggle step by step to  
higher stage. 

Naturally, in a situation when the 
Party must work in complete illegality, 
democratic centralism, in particular 
internal democracy, cannot be applied to 
the full in the Party. Under such a 
situation, every leading body of the 
Party must exert its energy to gain 
knowledge of and to handle correctly all 
the views and feelings of Party 
members. For this purpose, the Party's 
Marxist-Leninist style of work, method 
of leadership and the principle of collec
tive leadership must be consistently 
carried out. 

In rebuilding the PKI along the Marx
ist-Leninist line, the greatest attention 
should be devoted to the building of 
Party organizations in the rural areas, 
to the establishment of revolutionary 
bases. 
The task to rebuild a Marxist-Leninist 

party as has been stated above is an 
arduous and protracted work, and full of 
danger, and consequently it must be 
carried out courageously, perseveringly, 
carefully, patiently and persistently. 

T H E W A Y O U T 

Once we know the weaknesses and 
mistakes of the Party during the period 
after 1951 as has been explained above, 
weaknesses and mistakes  have 
brought about serious damage to the 
PKI and the revolutionary movement of 
the Indonesian people, it is clear to us 
that the most urgent task faced by the 
Indonesian  at the pres
ent time is, primarily, the rebuilding 
of the PKI as a Marxist-Leninist party 
which is free from subjectivism, oppor
tunism and modern revisionism. 
To rebuild the PKI as such a Marxist-

Leninist party, Party cadres of all levels 
and then all Party members must reach 
a unanimity of mind with regard to the 
mistakes made by the Party in the past, 
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as well as concerning the new road that 
must be taken. 
As a result of the attacks of the third 

white terror, the Party has lost many 
cadres who had long years of experience 
in Party work and the work in revolu
tionary mass movement. However, when 
unanimity of mind has been reached 
regarding the principal mistakes made 
by the Party in the past and concerning 
the new road that must be taken, then 
stable leadership at all levels can be 
established step by step from among 
the surviving cadres. These will 
be capable of fulfilling their tasks in 
leading the Party and the Indonesian 
people to overcome the difficulties one 
by one during this period in which 
counter-revolution reigns and the tide of 
revolution is at a low ebb, bringing the 

 struggle forward step by step 
and finally leading the new revolution
ary high tide which will certainly come. 

In order to reach such a unanimity of 
mind, a rectification movement must be 
carried out in the whole Party. Through 
this rectification movement we mean to 
remould the erroneous ideas of the past 
into correct ideas. To be able to advance  
along the new road, it is absolutely  
necessary to abandon the wrong road. It  
will not be possible to advance along the  
correct road without first completely  
abandoning the wrong one. 
Under the present situation, it will not 

be easy to come to a unanimity of mind 
concerning  past mistakes down to the 
minutest details. But, what is absolute
ly necessary is a unanimity of mind re
garding the fundamental problems dealt 
with in this self-criticism. Without 
understanding this fundamental prob
lem, one will never be able to join in 
the realization of this heavy but great 
and noble task to build a Marxist-Lenin
ist party in Indonesia, as a sure 
guarantee for the existence of a trusted 
leadership of the people's democratic 
revolution in Indonesia. As has been 
analysed above, the opportunist and 
revisionist mistakes in the political and 
organizational fields made by our Party 
which have been subjected to this criti

 were not merely the outcome of the 
social and historical conditions during 
the last decade, but their roots could be 
traced farther back in the social and 
historical conditions since the founding 
of our Party. Therefore, it is completely 
wrong to consider that everything will 

be alright, once we have made the pres
ent criticism and self-criticism. 
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