ON THE RESTORATION OF CAPITALISM
IN THE SOVIET UNION

Loyalty to the teachings of Marxism Leninism and Proletarian Inter
nationalism must be ‘cornerstcnes of the communist movement. In this
light, we state in clear and unmistakéable terms our firm unity with
the communist party of China. Under the Leadership of Comrade MaoTseTung
this great party has come to be recoghized: as the vanguard of the world
communist movement--the leader, the most experienced and consistent
standard bearer of the revolution in the world today.

No less resclute in defense of the teachings of Marxism Leninism
and proletarian internationalism has been the Party of Labor of Albania.
Under the leadership of Comrade Enver Noxha, a principled struggle
against Krushevite revlisionism was initiated by the PLA. In conducting
this victorious struggle, the FLA defended the causes of socialism and
Marxism-Lenlinism and the international communist movement. Agaln, we
emphasize our firm unity with the Party of Labor of Albania.

We, too, must uphold the great sclence of Marxism-Leninism and o
utillize this great and precicus tool, as have our Chinese and Albanlan
comrades., Preclsely, w2 must make an independent, Marxist-Leninist
analysis of the struggle within the Sovied Union. :
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-~0n the "New Bourgeoisie", Dictatorship of the Proletariat, and STagin—--

First, in our reading of various statements "analyzing" the causes’

and nature of the restcration of caplitallsm in the USSR, we find many’

references to the effect that uron Stalin's dsath, the Khruschev clique

was able to convert &5 counter-revolutlonary, revisionist theory into

a system, resulting in the liquiadation of the proletariat party--

shaking the state power of the Dictatorship of the proletariat. mMd

to what is this state of affalirs attributed? It is attributed to Stalin's

so-called "mistskes" or "eirrors™. Such articles always begin by

complimenting Stz2lin as a great proletarian revolutionary; then they

proceed to menticn his "mistakes", but never really define these "mistakes".

For example, we read in the Peking REwes, No. 9, March 1, 1974, from

the: article:Capitalist Restoratlon in the Sovliet Union and Economic

Base of Social-Imperialism" (Japanese Communist Party-Left), pate 20,

the follawing: :
"After Lenin's death, Stalin carried forward and defended
Marxigm-Leninism, led the Communlst Party of the Soviet
Union and the Sovlet people 1In adhering to the dictator-
ship o' the proletariat and carrylng out sociallst indus-
triaiizaticn and agricultural collectlvazation, and thus -
achleved great successes in socilallst construction.
Although Staiin did commit scome lwportant errors, he was,
Judging his 1lfe as a whole, nevertheless, a great
proletarian revolutlcnary."

What is this but an oubright attack on Stalin? We take a firm and
principled stand against these attacks , and we support the Revolution-
ary Soviet Communists (Bclsheviks) when they sajy:
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"Stalin's personality is indeed historical and sacred.
STalin appears in history as a model for revolutionaries,
as a mentor for the wavering, as a terror for the

class enemy!" (Program and Principles of the Revolutionary
Soviet Communists (Bolsheviks), p. 19) '

- Further, another aspect c¢f these articles 1s the attempt to describe
the revisionist leadership within the CPSU as comprising a "new Bour-
geoisie™. Such a characterization of this sector clearly contradicts
basic principles of Marxism Leninlsm. o e

Marxism-Leninism teaches us that soclety consists of two aspects.
The economic situation is the basis. The structure which arises to
protect , support and reinforce the basis 1s the superstructure.
We can divide the superstructure into its dialéctical entities, both
the objective and subjective parts. The objective part of tke super-
structure is conscilously developed by the victorious class after a battle;
that fundamentally is the State. angwmw
to safe d “avelop the productive relations which are the basis
he specific sociebty. I side e conscious aspects of the super-
structure, there arlses a reflection of the subconstious class struggle--
art, literature, politcal forms, etc. Thils spo arises
on the basis of o2a) Fie oductive reiations, eand over a perilod
of time tends to refiect snd coincide with those relations of production.

With the socilalist revolution and the development of the dlctator-
ship of the proeltarist, relstions between people, for the first time,
are stood. on their feet. During all previous historical epochs , the
base arose, at least in part, under the superstructure of the classes
about to be overthrown. But the dlctatorship of the proletariat leaps
into existence without any base whatsoever, In fact, the main task
of the superstructure--that is, the dictatorship of the proletariat, 1s
to form the base fc: 1t ©o develop on. :

. Thus, we can see that no anti-socialist ideas can arise out of the
dictatorhsip of the proletariat because, in the early stages, there 1s
no base from which these ideas can arise. On the contrary, the reac-
tionary cultural ideals, the reactlionary forms of political activity
are all hangovers of capitalism and do not arise on the basis of
socialist relations. In fact, the more the socilalist relaitons are
formed, the more the state-~the objective aspects of the superstructure--
tends to wither.

means of an armed coup d'etat as a "new bourgeoisie" in the sense of
arising on the basis of soclallst productlive relations in the USSR, 1is
entirely incorrect. ' What we actually see is {he remnants of the old.
bourgeois society have come out of t ~been joined by certain
"bourgeoisified"elements. To call this a "new bourgeolsle” or a
Tass™ negates—the exlctence of these remnants of capitalism and

denies the existence of an old bourgeols class.

Further, such a position clearly overlooks the constant class
strubble wxisting under the dictatorship of the proletariat. Marx

Therefore, to describe the bourgeoisie that has usurped power by"yg
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pointed out that the entire period of socilism is the period of the
revolutionary dictatorhsip of the proletariat. Lenln shows that the
dictatorship of the proletariat 1s the necessary condition for the
socialist revolution to unfold, and that revolution must be driven all
the way to communism. Thus, we have Lenin's thesis that the dictabor-
ship of the proletariat is not the end of the class sturggle, but its
continuation in new forms.

The: entlire period of socialism--i.e. the dictatorship of the
proletariat--is a period of fierce class struggle, taking an uneven,
dialectical path of development. The situation faced in the CPSU is--
only a reflection of thie fierce class StTUggle..

Certain i rdividuals migh% raise the issue of the "bribery" of
the Soviet workers as one of the factors acoounting for the restoration
of capitalism in the USSR, but hhis is an incorrect analysis. The

position of the Sovie class is ssion and
explo onn and oppress colonlal masses of the world by the

s s due to the vali®a¥ strugg (9] e SR

working class of f the back of this heroic class, Thus, the
proletariat is not e S fhe Anglo American

working class. (Although we will note that some sectors of the USSR
working class do have higher standards due to inducements by the State
to workers to traln in and undertake certain flelds of work.)

Another statempnt we hear is that the existence of the revisionist
. »i 7 » CPSU has resulted in the expropriation of the dictatorship
of the proletariat This position makes the assumption that the dicta-
torship of the proletariat- ard the Party are one in the same. This 1s
not the ,case. As stalin points out in "Problems of Leninism", the g%
dictatorhhip of the proletariat is much more than the Party. He first sz
outlines three maln aspects of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

‘1) The ufillization of the rule of the proletariat for the
suppression of the exploiters, for the defense of the country, for the /(
consolidation of the ties with the proletarians of other lands, and for“”f;/
" the development and victory of the revolution in all countries.

2) The utilization of the rule of the proletariat in order to
detach the laboring and exploited masses once and for all from the
bourgeolsie, to consolidate the alliance of the proletariat with these
masses, to draw these masses into the work of socialist consturction,
and to ensure the state leadership of these masses by the proletariat.

3) The utilization of the rule of the proletariat for the organ-
ization of socialism, for the abolition of classes, for the transition
to a society without clasqes to a socialist soclety. '

Stalin states that the dictatorship of the proletariat is a combination
of all three aspects and the absence of one is sufficient for the
dlctatorbhhlip of the proletariat to cease being a dictatorship.

Further, Stalin points out the dictatorship of the proletariat
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consists of a large organizational strwucture consisting of a number

of orgenizations as follows: 1) the tmade unlons, 2) the Soviets,

3) the cooperatives, 4) the Youth League, and 5) the Party.

He emphasizes that the Party exists as the main guiding force in the

system of the dictatorship of the proletariat and is the highest form of

class organizaticn of the proletariat. And, that without the Party, ‘

as the main guiding force, it is impossible for the dictatorship of

the proletarizt ¢o be at all durable and firm. Thus , we see that with the
emergence of the Khruschev-vevisionist leadership of thé CPSU, it did: not mean automatic

etian of the Jlstatsrship.of the proletariat:but was merely

detericration and < whion
a step in a relztively extonded pionszs,

We can see that the remnzats of the socialist superstructure are wvéry much
1n' existence, in ¢he form of a class consclous working v.uss. THis
Sociallst consciousness arose to reinforce the socialist base and,
because of tals, the ccmplete restoration of capltalism will necessitate
‘a revolutionary change. -

I is definitely a chauvinist position to imply that the soviet
working class will just lie down and accept capitalism. On the contrary,
the Soviet working class has enjoyed a great life under the socidlist '
system--1t has experienced its Joys and benefits, and the freedoms from
exploitation and oppression. Are these workers going to give up such
a life without a fight? No, they will not!!! And, the revisionist
< ...+ .- CP3U knows %hls very welll!!l
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Now we pass. to tre cuesticn of the wresent eccnomic tasis of the Soviet imion. To
even begin to undérstand this ~u=stien, the arpredch can only bedialectical, -Any=te
simple.anproach.will invarishly lead tp 2n-inaccusrate reflection of. the éxtyémenly:
compléx “economic situation of the Soviet Union. For example, the simple logic which
says that since policy is a concentrated expression of economics, then the social imper-

ialist policies of the Revisionist Brezhnev gang concentratedly express the social—
impETIETTSt‘EESﬁGﬁTE’E;;§§Jin the soviet Union, The advocates of this :
accuse their opposition of Kautskyism,  However this weak a eént cannot necessarily
hold up because even at the ascendancy of the Khruschevite cligue and later, with their-
complete seizufe of State power, their revisioni politi were social imperialist :
evembefore any substantial encroachment of the Soviet socialist economy were made.

By virtue of the fact that Their poiicy tended to support the World Imperialist

economic system and not undermine it, and by virtue of the fact that they could not proceed

along the road of capitalist restoration and at the same time maintain their hegemony over

the economy unless .they exported capital and sustained foreigh troops, their policies :

could not but be imperialistic, :

A dialectical approach to any phenomenon necessarily includes an analysis of its
history, and its motion. Therefore, what is the history and motion of the present
economic situation or base of the Soviet Union? From where did it come and where is it
going? = Without getting lost in historical details, allow us to state a few well established
facts. As of 1936, the Proletarian dictatorship had successfully constructed objective and
material socialist relations as the predominant form of soviet economy. Thus it acquired
the following necessary characteristics: s

TLaRISU ovness . “ons s | .eni.tion end X @eaticn zsauding
4 . i, .;3. -'."'Y ::1—,‘! L R oy ?;.,‘y
s Tre o TSeaticn e . .12t nlanning and control and thereby - ‘-

restricting the oper: ..... i: the Law of ... -, of Commodity Exchange and production
3) Labor power no o
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1) the socialist ownership of the means of production and distribution assuming
two forms--state property and collective property

2) the application of the law of socialist planning and control thereby restr1ct1ng
the operation of the Law of value, of commodity exchange and production

3) Labor power no longer a commodity and

4) the basic economic law of socialism acquired f further scope, that is,
"the securing of the maximum satisfaction of the constantly rising material and cultural
requa1rements of the whole of society"

During and after the extended process of the seizure of state power by the
Khruschevite bureaucratic capitalists, they immediately set about the restoration of
capitalist relations. The counter revolutionary and social imperialist tasks they set
themselves necessarily included the follow1ng

1) the divorcing of the producers from the means of production and distribution.

In other words, the proletarianization of the working class and the peasantry and reducing la
labor power to a commodity,

2) Slmultaneously, undermining socialist planning and nurturing anarchy of produc-
tion, thereby giving unlimited scope for the operation of the Law of Value, of commodity
exchange and production which is the only basis for the development of capitalist
commodity production, This is absolutely true for the transition from feudalism to
capitalism as well as the restoring of capitalism from socialism, and

3) removing all fetters to the procurement of mazimum profits, the basic
economic law of Imper1allsm.

It is worth noting that we must not confuse the seizure of state power by the .
revisionists as being the same as the process of restoration of capitalism, Although ‘
they are two inseperably related , and for a time, c01nc1d1ng processes, (the former
the prerequisite of the latter), they are different, in that the seizure of state /
power took place relatively auicker whereas the process of restoring of capitalism, /
being a hundred times more difficult and protracted, is still not completed.

When Nikita Knruschev, the agent of imperialism, took over leadershinr of the CPSU,
his counter revolutionary maneuvering was at first not quiate discernible. However,
in 1955, at a CC meeting, he issued a call for an attack on socialist centzalized
plannlng by pushing decentralization to promote economic independence and initiative
for individual industries, state and collective farms. The Bureaucratic capitalists and thd
their leading representative Khrushchev realized that the obtaimment of capitalist
ownership of the means of production on the one hand, and the reduction of labor power
to a commodity on the other, presupposes the widening of commodity production and
exchange, and that the latter presupposes the conditions of Anarchy. Thus they set
out, first of all, to create these necessary conditions. Khrushchev, at the same
meeting, stated that bonuses or material incentives for managers and workers should
be more empha51zed and decentralized under full control of the mamagers. is,
course e basis for r rty of the managers

This concealed method © birbery was a n imperialist maneuver to create a a labor-
aristocracy ‘and broaden e social base of the s in their offensive against

As this process of decentra11zatlon was set in motion, Khrushchev next move was to
initiate a dlrect attack on the socialist relations starting first in the sphere of

v
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light industry, in particular agriculture. He saw in the state farms a weak link
because of two reasons: 1) they were State controlled and, 2) the rural workers
had the lowest level of consciousness and organization. .

At the CC meeting of 1956 he called for the allocation of more capital investments
in the expansion of capitalist state farms in the Virgin Lands of Kazakhistun and Siberia
This large allocation was at the expense of heavy industry and preferential credits
for the collective farms. This laid the basis for the undercutting of the socialist
relations in heavy industry and the collective farms. '

~ The main obstacle to the offensive of capital in agriculture was the collective
faims. This was for three significant reasons: 1) they represented a form of socialist
property relations outside of state control, 2) the farmers had a relatively high
level of revolutionary consciousness, and 3) their massive size and number.
In fact, the author John Gunther, reports that the some 45,000 collective farms held
- almost half the population.of the USER. _ ‘ :

 The gangster Khrushchev undertook to ruin the collective farms by many schemes.
IN 1955 and later in 1963 he made major reorgainzations of the management of the collec-
tive farms replacing hundreds of honest leaders who he labeled incompetents, with
currupted and bribed specialists from industry and the MTS's, With what amounted to
an elimination of preferential credits, in 1958, extra benefits for their produce.
The -..socialist property of the collective farms consist of the products of their
common labor and certain means of production such as seeds, buildings, scythes,
sickles, small power engines, etc. The basic means of production s ch as land and
large machines were state property. The inevitable depreciation of this common
property necessitated a periodic replenishing which was provided by the collective
indivisable funds. Khrushchev sougkt to undermine the collective propertyby abolishing
the M.T.S. in 1960 and selling the expensive tractors and large machines directly to
the collective farms, This served two pumposes: a) to deplete further the collective
indivisable funds and b) to widen the scope of commodity circulation. .In addition,
to these measures, Khrushchev used many others to generally make life rough on the
collective farms and thereby force many fmailies to leave and search for a better
life on the state farms or in the industrial cities. For example, in 1955, the
collective farms represented 41.2% of the Soviet population . By 1963, it had de-
creased to 25.6%. As is well known today the economic basis for Kbrushchev's removel
‘from leadership, was the serious failure of his capitalist oriented virgin soil
adventure amounting to lcsses ‘over trillions of rubles, resulting in mass unemployment,
food shortages, and countrywide rebellions and protests. It became clear to the
capitalists and revisionists that either the capitalist orientation within the USSR
had to go;, or Khrushchev had to go.Khrushchev was, of course, dumped and replaced by
his former comrades-in-arans, social imperialist lackeys Brezhnev and Kosygin,
Althought the virgin land fiasco might have slowed down considerably the offensive of
capital, it nevertheless continued on in a steady fashion. In September 1965, in his
report to the Plenum of the CC, stated "The index of profit, of profitability, will
serve as the best means of orienting the enterprises towards raising the effectiveness
of production". This was a blatant call to accelerate the offensive to restore
capitalism., It mst be emphasized that the implementation of the rate of profit ‘as
the main economic criteria céuld not be an overnight thing, It is an extended process.

The Brezhnev and Kosygin gang have continued where the Khrushchev clique left off
in restoring capitalist relations. in Agriculture, but they also are finding it
to be » long and difficult to destroy the numerous collective farms.
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Even as late as December 1973 Brezhnev announced that preparations are being
“made for the merger of 32,300 collective farms with 15,500 state farms.

Another important aspect to capitalist restoration is the question of how effective
~ have the Soviet revisionists been in implementing the basic law of Monopoly capitalism,
__that is, maximum profit? Marxism teaches us that maximum profits is inseparably
bound up with minimum wages which closély approximate the ultimate physical limits
of labor power. It is a fact that the Soviet working class still reveives to a consid-
erable extent, what is called "socialized wages" in the form of free medical and health
care, free education, maternity leaves with full pay, free day care, etc,

Certainly the real wages of Soviet workers, although they are subject to daily attacke
by capital, are fairly above minimum wages. And as fer as we know, the working =y 40
. has not as yet exceed 41 hours. It must be loudly emphasized that these working and

" living conditions are not the results of bribery from colonial superexploitation.

On the contrary they are Based on the achievements of over 40 years of socialism.

In order for the capitalists to expropriate maximum profits, they are going to have to
fi rhter erode these "socialized wages". This is not going to be accomplished without a
life and death struggle irregardless of how intensive the revisionist fraud and
deceptions may be, to be sure!l!

Engels once stated that ''Facts, gentlemen, are stubborn things." We are struggling
with the best vu? abilities to grasp firmly this profound statement. Although we
cannot state exactly to what extent,however according to our estimate of the facts,
that are available to us, capitalist relations of production have not been fully .
restored in the Soviet Union.

We urge all comrades to examine for themselves the facts of the situation.
As you do this, comrades, you should draw a clear distinction between pure and simple
theft, embezzlement and cheating, on the one hand, which is presently aquite prevalent
in the Soviet Union, and capitalist accumulation on the other hand. Capitalist
accumulation is a result of well-established capitalist relations whereas: pure and
simple theft at the most, can and is being used in the whole process of divorcing
the product from the producers.

.. Life is not a utopia, it never has been and it never will be. PUre and simple
- theft and cheating exists under capitalism,to a limited extent under socialism, and
will even exist to a remote degree on into classless society. ‘




IMPLICATIONS

the: The comingto power of the modern rev131onlsts within the Soviet Union has-resulted in

transformation of the CPSU from a Bolshevik Party, the party of Lenin and Stalin, intd

a bourgeois, degenerate, revisionist party. The numerous party purges since 1953, aimed:

at removing the Marxist-Leninists has, in the main, been successful. Although the conti-
nuing purges reflect the fact that Marxist-Leninists are still coming into the party and

- must be removed, <ihg_ngrtx has become the tool of rgz;slon;sm_ln_pgggz,kgmhis_ggg;gl~1m_

perlal;st partv has succeeded i tatorship of the pro-
Qgtarlat into the "state of the whole people"; in other words, into a social imperialist :

state. The treachery of-the Soviets in the Congo in 1960, attemptlngtto force dependent
status on Egypt and huge investment in India resulting in the recent India-Pakistan war

and the conquest of East Pakistan are but a few examples. Most notable has been the efforts
to undermine the liberation war of the Vietnamese. The entire pollcy of detente is part

of the social imperialist policy: Socialism in words, Imperialism in deed. ‘

Withln the Soviet Union the party and state have launched an aggressive and viscious
drive agalnst the socialist economy and capitalism has been restored to a considerable
extent. However, capitalism has not been restored in a complete and all around fashion.

The rev181onlsts represent remnants of the bourgeocisie once defeated and suppressed under
the chtatorshlp of the Proletariat. To hold that a new class, a new bourgeoisie how
exists must:mean that this class was developing within the dictatorship of the proletariat.
But the purpose of the dectatorship of the proletariat. But the purpose of the dictatorship
of the proletariat is to eliminate the bourgeoisie as a class. If this is so, the dictator-
ship was not effective and Stalin didn't know what he was doing. Let those who say such .
put forward their criticisms of Stalin and the dictatorhip of the proletariat. We can and
will prove them wrong. ' ;

It is clear that nne of the major efforts of the social-imperialist party and state
has been to attack the socialist economic base.to restore capitalism. They need a capita-
list -economy to support their capitalist superstructure. But this process is not yet com-
plete. As People's Tribune V, No. 6 states: :

. In a sense of the word, the Soviet capitalists are faced with the problems of

the capltalist of 500 years ago - that is - how to accumlate funds into the

hands of a few and how to expropriate a freeholding producer and reduce him to

the level of a proletarlan. This cannot be done simply by a law or decree,

but by theft, extortion andrrlp-offs of the worst kind and by separating the

producer.from the means of production.

This'propess;ié by’@o means complete. And it is this process that has produced a tremendous
class struggle within the USSR.

Since the Social Imperiglists are just that, socialists in words and imperialists in
deed, and therefore must hide their imperialists acts under a mantle of socialist phrase- :
mongering, the class struggle in the Soviet Union necessarily takes the form of Marxism-
Leninism in opposition to revisionism. Since the exploitation of the workers must be hidden
under a cloak of socialist words, exploitation cannot be an admitted part of the system.
Without exploitation. as an obvious part of the system, the wages of the workers cannot be
reduced anywhere near the minimum necessary for subsistence and hence, the sosiet capitalists
cannot even approach the maximization of profits, the basic law of Imparialism. They have
been obliged to secure capital from the USNA for investment within the USSR and hope in
this way to introduce the exploitation of the Soviet workers on & much higher level. This
whole process has sparked great resistance from the Soviet workers and peasants, from those
who knew of socialism as a reality not as an abstract dream, but who fought for it ageinst
the whiteguards and the foreign intervention and against the.Nazis, who repudiated Trotsky
:ng B?kharin and held high the banner of Lenin and Stalin. They still hold that banner high

oday '



As the class struggle develops the real revolutionary Bolsheviks will come
to the fore as the true vanguard party of Lenin and Stalin and which, when unied
with the Soviet workers and peasants, will re-establish the dictatorship of the
proletariat. Comrades: It is nothing but chauvinism to negate the struggle of
the Soviet people against capitalist rule. Chauvinism is nothing but the national
imperialist outlook. It is therefore not supreising that the same people who
opposed the freeing of the Negro Nation should now negate the Soviet people.
It is also not suprising that thoss same people who refused to put their
position forward in the forum on the lNegro Nation should now refuse to put their
position forward. No wonder they have loft the Continuation Committee. Chauvinism
is a sore in the workinggclass movement, expose it to the sunlight of knowledge
and struggle and it is healed!

But what are the international implications? If nothing else the events
of the last few months in the Middle Fast I'mz-nmade it clear that the USNA, not
the USSR is now determining the conditions for detente. The USNA has swept
Egypt into its camp and has made inroads 11uo Syria. The USSR was powerless to
stop it. Why? If the cepiinliste in the USSR were successful in restoring
capitalism in an all around way, the profits derived from the Soviet workers and
peasants would be a stronghase from which the revisionists could act aggressively
in world affairs. Clearly ths Soviet rewrisionists have not advanced but retreated
in the Middle Fast. Clcexly also, the class struggle within the USSR has
hindered their progrecos. JJU oan‘v ca thie ClauS struggle take the form of
Marxism-Leninism wersuzg. mevigicn: < .Im 4he USSR but also internationally.
Otherwise why would the 1 JlS’OHWSuﬂ\Pi;uv the bulk of the Soviet army on the
Sino-Soviet border and three to atiask China. Is it not because the soviet
revisionists cannot tolerat\ tbe porsistent exposure by the Chinese comrades?
But if capitalism has bean restored in the USSR, then the class struggle must
take the form of labor against capital end not of Marxism versus revisionism. If
such is the case, why tother with thz pesky Chinese? They bother because they
have to! We must recognizs *ha® a war betweenthe USSR and China is very likely
and that this war would be an expression of the class sitruggle within the USSR.

It is the teskof cvery Merzigi.lerinist throughout the world to oppose
such a war. T8 OppoS2 -t by ,hgo~1ng the Soviet revisionists and isolating
them. Currently there are many pariies throughout the world that support social
imperialism. Most of the partisc of the Thl“d International~have fallen to such
a lowly state. Buf the Third Interpotional is of Lenin and Stalin not of the
revisionigsts. We can concretely halp the Soviet workers and“peasants by spreading
Marxism-Leninism within the working class of%the USNA. Concretely this means
exposing the CPUSA and the CPSU. The isolation of the Soviet revisionists
internationally is onz of the main conditions for ther internal defeat. We must
hold high the banner of the Soviet workers and peasants. We cannot negate their
heroic struggls againet the Soviet capitalists. We must negate the chauvinist
line that the Scviet workers and peasants don't struggle against modern revisienism.
We must negate the lie that the USNA imperialists are not the main enemy in the
world today. The Soviet woilkers s=nd peasants gave us the first long term experience
of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. We shall not fail them in their hour of
need.

Long Live the teaohings of Lenin and Stalin
Long Live the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
Long Live the Soviet Worlers and Peasants

Down with Modern Revisiornism

Down with the CPSU and the CPUCA

Workers and Oppressed People of theWorld Unite!



