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LONG LIVE LENINISM
Part I

Honggq: Editorial Depariment

In order to mislead the people of the world, the U.S.
imperialists, open representatives of the bourgeoisie in many
countries, the modern revisionists represented by the Tito
clique’, and the right-wing social democrats do all they can
to paint an utterly distorted picture of the contemporary
world situation in an attempt to confirm their ravings on
how “Marxism is outmoded,” and “Leninism is outmoded
t0o.” _

Tito’s speech at the end of last year referred repeatedly
to the so-called “new epoch” of the modern revisionists.
He said, “Today the world has entered an epoch in which
nations can relax and tranquilly devote themselves to their
internal construction tasks.” Then he added, “We have
entered an epoch when new questions are on the agenda,
not questions of ‘war and peace but questions of co-operation,
economic and otherwise, and in so far as economic co-
operation is concerned, there is also the question of economic
competition.” (From Tito’s speech in Zagreb?, December 12,
1959.) 'This renegade completely writes off® the question of
class contradictions and class struggle in the world, in an
attempt to negate the consistent interpretation of Marxist-
Leninists that our epoch is the epoch of imperialism and

proletarian revolution, the epoch of the victory of somahsm
and communisin.



But how do things really stand in the world?

Can the exploited and oppressed people in the imperialist
countries “relax”? Can the peoples of all the colonies and
semi-colonies still under imperialist oppression “relax”?

Has the armed intervention led by the U.S. imperialists -
in Asia, Africa and Latin America become “tranquil”? Is
there “tranquillity” in our Taiwan Straits when the U.S.
imperialists are still occupying our territory Taiwan? Is
there “tranquillity” on the African continent when the
people of Algeria and many other parts of Africa are sub-
jected to armed repressions by the French, British and other
imperialists? Is there any “tranquillity” in Latin America
when the U.S. imperialists are trying to wreck the people’s
revoiution in Cuba .by means of bombing, assassination and
subversion ?

What kind of “construction” is meant by saying “(they)
can devote themselves to their internal construction tasks”?
Everyone knows that there are different types of countries
in the world today, and principally two types of countries
with social systems fundamentally different in nature. One
type belongs to the socialist world system, the other te the
capitalist world- system. Is Tito referring to the “internal
construction tasks” of arms expansion which the imperialists
are carrying out in order to oppress the peoples of their own
countries and oppress the whole world? Or is it the
“internal construction” carried out by socialism for the pro-
motion of the people’s happiness and in the pursuit of lasting
world peace?

Is the question of war and peace no longer an issue?
Is it that imperialism no longer exists, the system of ex-
ploitation no longer exists, and therefore the question of war
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no longer exists? Or is it that there can be no question of
war even if imperialism and the system of exploitation are
allowed to survive for ever? The fact is that since the
Second World War there has been continuous and un-
broken warfare. Do not the imperialist wars to suppress
national liberation movements and, the imperialist wars of
armed intervention against revolutions in various countries
count as wars? Even though these wars have not developed
into world wars, still do not these local wars count as wars?
Even though these wars were not fought with nuclear
weapens, still do not wars using so-called conventional
weapons count as wars? Does not the U.S. imperialists’
allocation of nearly 60 per cent of the 1960 budget outlay to
" arms expansion and war preparations count as a bcll'cose
policy on the part of U.S. imperialism? Will the revival
of West German and Japanese militarisms not confront
mankind with the danger of a new big war?

What kind of “co-operation” is meant? Is it “co-
operation” of the proletariat with the bourgeoisic to protect
capitalism? s it “co-operation” of the colonial and semi-
colonial peoples with the imperialists to protect colonialism?
Is it “co-operation” of socialist countries with capitalist
countries to protect the imperialist system in its oppfession
of the peoples in these countries and suppression of national
liberation wars? , _

In a word, he assertions of the modern revisionists
about their so-called “epoch” are so many challenges to
Leninism on the foregoing issues. It is their aim to obliterate
the contradiction between the masses of people and the
monopoly capitalist class in the imperialist countries, the
contradiction between the colonial and semi-colonial pcoples.

3



and the imperialist aggressors, the contradiction between the
socialist system and the imperialist system, and the con-

tradiction between the peace-loving pecple of the world and
the Wathc imperialist bloc.

There have been different ways of describing the dis-
tinctions between - different “epochs.” Generally speaking,
there is one way which is merelv drivel!, concocting and
playing around with vague, ambiguous phrases to cover up
the essence of the epoch. This is the old trick of the ira-
perialists, the bourgeoisie and the revisionists in the workers’
movement. Then there is another way, which is to make
a concrete analysis of the concrete situation with regard to
the overall class contradictions and class struggle, putting
forward strictly scientific definitiens, and thus hringing the
essence of the epoch thorcughly to light. 'This is the work
of every sezious Marxist.

On the features that distinguish zin epech, Lenin said:

... We are speaking here of big historical epochs; in
every epoch there are, and there will be, separate, partial
movements sometimes forward, at other times back-
wards, there are, and there will be, various deviations
from the average type and average tempo of the move-
ments. '

We cannot know how fast and how successfully
certain historical movements of the given epoch will
develop. But we can and do know which class occupies
a central position in this or that epoch and determines
its main content, the main direction of its development,
the fnain characteristics of the historical situation in the
siven epoch, etc.



Only on this basis, ze., by taking into consideration
first and foremost the fundamental distinctive features
of different “epochs” (and not of individual episodes
in the history of different countries) can we correctly
work out our tactics . ... (“Under a False Flag,’
Collected Works, 4th Russ. ed., Vol. XXI, p. 125.)

An epoch, as referred to here by Lenin, presents the
question of which class helds the central position in an epoch
and determines its main content and main direction of
development®.

Faithful to_Marx’s dialectics, Lenin never for a single
moment departed from the standpoint of analysing class
relations. He held that: “Marxism judges ‘interests’ by the
class antagonisms and the class struggles which manifest
themselves in millions of facts of everyday life.” {(“Collapse
of the Second International,” Selected Works, International
Publishers, New York, 1943, Vol. V, p. 189.) He stated:

The method of Marx consists, first of all, in taking
into consideration the-objective content of the historicai
precess at the given - concrete moment, in the given
concrete sitvation, in understanding first of all whick
class it is whose movement constitutes the mainspring
of possible progress in this concrete situation . . ..
(“Under a False Flag,” Collcczed VWorks, 4th Russ. ed.,
Vol. XXI, p. 123.)

Lenin always demanded that we examine the concrete
process of historical development on the basis of class
analysis, instead of talking vaguely about “society in general”
or “progress in general.” We Marxists must not base pro-
letarian policy. merely on certain passing events or minute
political changes, but on the overall class contradictions and
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class struggle of a whole historical epoch. This is a basic
theoretical position of Marxists. It was by taking a firm
stand on this position that Lenin, in the new period of class
changes, in the new historical period, came to the conclusion
that the hope of humanity lay entirely with the victory of
the proletariat and that the proletariat must prepare itself to
win victory in this great revolutionary battle and establish a
proletarian dictatorship. After the October Revolution, at
the Seventh Congress of the Russian Communist Party
‘(Bolsheviks) in 1918, Lenin stated:

We must begin with the general basis of the
development of commodity production, the transition to
capitalism and the transformation of capitalism iato
imperialism. Thereby we shall be theoretically taking
up and consolidating a position from which nobody who
has not betrayed socialism can dislodge us. From this
follows an equally inevitable conclusion: the era of socialist
revolution is beginning.  (“Report on Revising the
Programme and Name of the Party,” Selected Works,
International Publishers, New York, 1943, Vol. VIII,
p. 317.)

This is Lenin’s conclusion, a conclusion which up to the
present still requires deep consideration by all Marxists.
The formulation of revoluticnary Marxists that ours
- is the epoch of imperialism and proletarian revolution,
the epoch of the victory of socialism and communism is
irrefutable, because it grasps with complete correctness the
basic features of our present great epoch. The formulation
that Leninism 1s the continuation and development of
revolutionary Marxism in this great epoch and that it
is the theory and policy of proletarian revolution and
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proletarian dictatorship is also irrefutable, because it
is precisely Leninism that exposed the contradictions in
our great cpoch—the contradictions between the working
class and monopoly capital, the contradictions among the
imperialist countries, the contradictions between the colonial
and semi-colonial peoples and imperialism, and the con-
tradictions between the socialist countries, where the
proletariat has triumphed, and the jmperialist countries. *
Leninism has, therefore, become our banner of victory.
Contrary, however, to this series of revolutionary Marxist
formulation, in the so-called “new epoch” of the Titos’,
there is actually no imperialism, no proletarian revolution
and, needless to say, no theory and policy of the preletarian
revolution and proletarian dictatorship. In short, with them,
the fundamental focal points of the class contradictions and
class struggles of our epoch are nowhere to be seen, the
fundamental questions of Leninism are missing and there is
no Leninism.

The thodern revisionists assert that in their so-called
“new epoch,” because of the progress of science and tech-
nology, the “old conceptions” of Marx and'Lenin are né
longer applicable. Tito made the following assertion:
“We are not dogmatists, for Marx and Lenin did not predict
the rocket on the moon, atomic bombs and the great technical -
progress.” (From Tito’s speech in Zagreb, December 12,
1959.) Not dogmatists, that’s fine. Who want them to be
dogmatists? But one can oppose dogmatism to defend
Marxism-Leninism or one can actually oppose Marxism-
Leninism in the name of opposing dogmatism. The Titos
belong to the latter category. On the question of what effect
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scientific and technological progress has on social development,
there are people who hold incorrect views because they are not
able to approach the quesiion from the materialist viewpoint
of history. This is understandable. But the modern
revisionists, on the other hand, are deliberately creating
confusion on this question in a vain attemapt to make wuse
of the pregress in science and technology to throw Marxism-
Leninism to the winds". ,

In the past few years, the achicvements of the Soviet
Union in science and technology have been foremost in the
world. These Soviet achicvements are products of the
Great October Revelution. These outstanding achievements
mark a new era in man’s conquest of nature and at the same
time play a very important role in defending world peace.
But, in the new conditions brought about by the development
of modern technology, has the ideoloaical system of Marxism-
Leninism bzen shaken, as Tito says, bv the “rocket on the
moon, atomic bombs and th= areat technical progress” which
Marx and Lenin “did not predict”? Can it be said that the
Marxist-Leninist world outlook, social-historical outlook,
moral ouvtleok and other basic concepts have therefore become
what they call stale “dogmas” and that the law of class
strugole henceforth no longer holds good?

Marx and Lenin did not live to the present day, and of
course could not see certain specific details of technological
progress in the present-day world. But what, after all, does
the development of nratural science and the advance of
technology augur for the capitalist system? Marx and Lenin
held that this could onlv augur a new social revoluticn, but

could certcinly neot augur the fading away of social rexolu-
tion.
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