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LENINISM OR SOCIAL-IMPERIALISM?

— In Commemoration of the Centenary of the
Birth of the Great Lenin

by the Editorial Departments of Renmin Ribao, Hongqi
and Jiefangjun Bao

l. The Banner of Leninism Is Invincible

HE centenary of the birth of the great Lenin falls
on April 22 this year.

Throughout the world, the Marxist-Leninists, the
proletariat and the revolutionary people are com-
memorating this date of historic significance with the
highest respect for the great Lenin.

After the death of Marx and Engels, Lenin was
the great leader of the international communist move-
ment and the great teacher of the proletariat and
oppressed people of the world.

In 1871, the year afier Lenin was born, the upris-
ing of the Paris Commune occurred; this was the first
attempt of the proletariat to overthrow the bourgeoisie.
The world was entering the era of imperialism and
proletarian revolution late in the nineteenth and early in
the twentieth centuries when Lenin began his revolu-
tionary activities. In his struggles against imperialism
and opportunism of every kind, and especially against
the revisionism of the Second International, Lenin in-
herited, defended and developed Marxism and brought
it to a new and higher stage, the stage of Leninism. As
Stalin put it, “Leninism is Marxism of the era of im-
perialism and of the proletarian revolution.”!

Lenin analysed the contradictions of imperialism,
revealed the law governing it and solved a series of
major questions of the proletarian revolution in the
era of imperialism and settled the question of social-
ism “achieving victory first in one or several coun-
tries”> He expounded the thesis that the proletariat
must assume Jleadership in the bourgeois-democratic
revolution and led the Russian proletariat in staging
a general rehearsal in the revolution of 1905. Under
his leadership the Great October Socialist Revolution
brought about the fundamental change from the old
world of capitalism to the new world of socialism, open-
ing up a new era in the history of mankind.
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Lenin’s theoretical and practical contributions to
the cause of the proletarian revolulion were extremely
great,

After the death of Lenin, Stalin inherited and
defended the cause of Leninism in his struggles against
domestic and foreign class enemies and against the
Right and “Left" opportunists in the Party. He led
the Soviet people in continuing the advance along the
socialist road and in winning great victories. During
World War II the Soviet people under the command
of Stalin became the main force in defeating fascist
aggression and made magnificent contributions which
will live for ever in the history of mankind.

We Chinese Communists and the Chinese people
will never forget that it was precisely in Leninism that
we found our road to liberation. Comrade Mao Tselung
says: “The salvoes of the October Revolution brought
us Marxism-Leninism.” “They [the Chinese — Tr.] found
Marxism-Leninism, the universally applicable (truth,
and the face of China began to change.”® He points out:
“The Chinese people have always considered the Chi-
nese revolution a continualion of the Great Oclober
Socialist Revolution,”*

Applying the theory of Marxism-Leninism,
Comrade Mao Tsetung creatively solved the funda-
mental problems of the Chinese revolution and led ihe
Chinese people in waging the most protracted, ficrce,
arduous and complicated revolutionary struggles and
revolutionary wars ever known in the history of the
world proletarian revolution and in winning victory
in the people's revolution in China, this large couniry
in the East. This is the greatest victory in the world
proletarian revolution since the October Revolution.

We are now living in a great new era of world
revolution. The international situation has undergone
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world-shaking changes since Lenin’s time. The develop-
ment of world history as a whole has proved that
Lenin's revolutionary teachings are correct and that
the banner of Leninism is invincible.

But history has its twists and turns. Just as
Bernstein-Kautsky revisionism emerged after the death
of Engels, so did Khrushchov-Brezhnev revisionism
alter the death of Stalin.

Eleven years after Khrushchov came to power, a
split occurred within the revisionist clique and he was
replaced by Brezhnev. More than five years have
elapsed since Brezhnev took office. And now it is this
Brezhnev who is conducting the “commemoration” of
the centenary of Lenin’s birth in the Soviet Union.

Lenin once said: *“It has always been the case in
history that after the death of revolutionary leaders
who were popular among the oppressed classes, their
enemies have attempted to appropriate their names so
as to deceive the oppressed classes,”s

This is exactly what the renegade Brezhnev and
his ilk are doing to the great Lenin. In their so-called
Theses on the Centenary of the Birth of Vladimir Ilyich
Lenin, they have the impudence to distort the great
image of Lenin, the revolutionary teacher of the prole-
tariat, and pass off their revisionist rubbish as Lenin-
ism. They pretend to ‘“commemorate” Lenin, but in
reality they are appropriating the name of Lenin to
press forward with their social-imperialism, social-
fascism and social-militarism. What an outragecus
insult to Lenin!

Today our fighting tasks are thoroughly to expose
the betrayal of Leninism by the Soviet revisionist
renegades, to lay bare the class nature of Soviet re-
visionist social-imperialism, point out the historical law
that social-imperialism, like capitalist imperialism, will
meet its inevitable doom, and further promote the great
struggle of the people of the world against U.S. impe-
rialism, Soviet revisionism and all reaction. Here is
the tremendous significance of our commemoration of
the centenary of the birth of the great Lenin,

Il. The Fundamental Question of Leninism Is the
Dictatorship of the Proletariat

In his struggles against opportunism and revision-
ism, Lenin repeatedly pointed out that the fundamental
question in the proletarian revolution is that of using
violence to seize political power, smash the bourgeois
state machine and establish the dictatorship of the
proletariat,

He said: “The latter [the bourgeois state —Tr.]
cannot be superseded by the proletarian state (the
dictatorship of the proletariat) in the process of ‘wither-
ing away’; as a general rule, this can happen only by
means of a violent revolution,”®

He added that Marx’s theory of the dictatorship
of the proletariat “is inseparably bound up with all he
taught on the revolutionary role of the proletariat in
history. The culmination of this role is the proletarian
dictatorship.”?

The victory of the October Revolution led by Lenin
was a victory for the Marxist theory of the proletarian
revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat. The
road of the October Revolution is the road of the prole-
tariat achieving the dictatorship of the proletariat
through violent revolution, '

Around the time of the October Revolution, Lenin
summed up the new revolutionary practice and further
developed the Marxist theory of the dictatorship of
the proletariat. He pointed out that the socialist rev-
olution covers “a whole epoch of intensified class con-
flicts™ and that “until this epoch has terminated, the
exploiters inevitahly cherish the hope of restoration,
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and this hope is convertied into attempts at restora-
tion.”” Therefore. he maintained that the dictatcrship
of the proletariat “is necessary ... not only for the
proletariat which has overthrown the bourgeoisie, but
for the entire historical period between capitalism and
‘classless society,’ communism,”!¥

Today, as we commemorate the cenienary of
Lenin’s birth, it is of vital practical significance to study
anew these brilliant ideas of Lenin's.

As is well known, it is precisely on the fundamental
question of the proletarian revolution and the dictator-
ship of the proletariat that the Soviet revisicnist
renegade clique has betrayed Leninism and the Oclober
Revolution.

Far back, when Khrushchov began to reveal his
revisionist features, Comrade Mao Tsetung acutely
pointed out: “I think there are two ‘swords’: One is
Lenin and the other Stalin. The sword of Stalin has
now been abandoned by the Russians.” “As for the
sword of Lenin, has it too now been abandoned to a
certain extent by some leaders of the Soviet Union?
In my view, it has been abandoned to a considerable
extent. Is the October Revolution still valid? Can it
still be the example for all countries? Khrushchov’s
report at the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U. says it is
possible to gain political power by the parliamentary
road, that is to say, it is no longer necessary for all
countries to learn from the October Revolution. Once
this gate is opened, Leninism by and large is thrown
out,”tt

Peking Review, No. 17



Ill. Counter-Revolutionary Coup d’Etat by the
Khrushchov-Brezhnev Renegade Clique

How was it possible for the restoration of capital-
ism to take place in the Soviet Union, the first socialist
state in the world, and how was it possible for the
Soviet Union to become social-imperialist? If we
examine this question from the standpoint of Marxism-
Leninism, and especially in the light of Comrade Mao
Tsetung’s theory of continuing the revolution under
the dictatorship of the proletariat, we shall be able to
understand that this was mainly a product of the class
struggle in the Soviet Union, the result of the usurpa-
tion of Party and government leadership by a handful
of Party persons in power taking the capitalist road
there, in other words, the result of the usurpation of
the political power of the proletariat by the Soviet
bourgeoisie. At the same time, it was the result of the
policy of “peaceful evolution” which world imperial-
ism, in trying to save itself from its doom, has pushed
in the Soviet Union through the medium of the Soviet
revisionist renegade clique.

Comrade Mao Tsetung points out: “Socialist so-
ciety covers a considerably long historical period. In
the historical period of socialism, there are still classes,
class contradictions and class struggle, there is the
struggle between the socialist road and the capitalist
road, and there is the danger of capitalist restoration,”12

In socialist society the class struggle still focuses
on the question of political power. Comrade Mao
Tsetung points out: “Those representatives of the bour-
geoisie who have sneaked into the Parly, the govern-
ment, the army and various spheres of culture are a
bunch of counter-revolutionary revisionists, Once con-
ditions are ripe, they will seize political power and turn
the dictatorship of the proletariat into a dictatorship
of the bourgeoisie.’!3

Classes and class struggle continued to exist in the
Soviet Union long after the October Revolution,
although the bourgeoisie had been overthrown. Stalin
cleared out quite a gang of counter-revolutionary
representatives of the bourgeoisie who had wormed
their way into the Party — Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamenev,
Radek, Bukharin, Rykov and the like, This showed
that sharp class struggle was going on all the time and
that there was always the danger of -capitalist
restoration,

Being the first state of the dictatorship of the
proletariat, the Soviet Union lacked experience in con-
solidating this dictatorship and preventing the restora-
tion of capitalism. In these circumstances and after
Stalin’s death, Khrushchov, a capitalist roader in power
hiding in the Soviet Communist Party, came out with
a surprise attack in his “secret report” viciously
slandering Stalin and by every kind of treacherous
manoeuvre usurped Parly and government power in
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the Soviet Union. This was a counter-revolutionary
coup d'etat which turned the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat into the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and which
overthrew socialism and restored capitalism.

Brezhnev was Khrushchov’s accomplice in the
counter-revolutionary coup d’etat and later replaced
him. Brezhnev's rise to power is, in essence, the con-
tinuation of Khrushchov's counter-revolutionary coup.
Brezhnev is Khrushchov the Second.

Comrade Mao Tsetung points out: “The rise to
power of revisionism means the rise to power of the
bourgeoisie.”¥ “The Soviet Union today is under the
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, a dictatorship of the big
bourgeoisie, a dictatorship of the German fascist type,
a dictatorship of the Hitler type.”!5

This brilliant thesis of Comrade Mao Tsetung's
most penetratingly reveals the class essence and social
roots of Soviet revisionist social-imperialism and its
fascist nature,

Since the Soviet revisionist renegade clique usurped
Party and government power in the Soviet Union, the
Soviet bourgeois privileged stratum has greatly ex-
panded its political and economic power and has oc-
cupied the ruling position in the Party, the government,
and the army as well as in the economic and culiural
fields. And from this stratum there has emerged a
bureaucrat monopoly capitalist class, namely, a new
type of big bourgeoisie which dominates the whole state
machine and controls all the social wealth.

Utilizing the state power under its control, this
new-type bureaucrat monopoly capitalist class has
turned socialist ownership into ownership by capitalist
roaders and turned the socialist economy into a capitalist
economy and a state monopoly capitalist economy. In
the name of the “state,” it unscrupulously plunders
the state treasury and embezzles at will the fruits of
the labour of the Soviet people in every possible way.
Indulging in luxury and debauchery, it rides roughshod
over the people.

This new-type bureaucrat monopoly capitalist class
is a bourgeoisie that has turned the hope of restoration
into attempts at restoration. It has suppressed the
heroic sons and daughters of the October Revolution,
is lording it over the people of different nationalities
in the Soviet Union and has set up its own small
counter-revolutionary tsarist court. Therefore. it is
reactionary in the extreme and mortally hates and fears
the people,

Like all other reactionary and decadent classes, this
new-type bureaucrat monopoly capitalist class is riddled
with internal contradictions. In their desperate efforls
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to keep the power they have usurped, the members of
this class are both working hand in glove with each
other and scheming and struggling against one another,
The greater their difficulties, the fiercer their strife,
open and secret.

In order to extort maximum profits and maintain
its reactionary rule, this new-type bureaucrat monopoly
capitalist class not only exploits and oppresses the peo-
ple of its own country, but it necessarily engages in
rabid expansion and aggression, joins the company of
world imperialism in redividing the world and pursues
the most vicious social-imperialist policies.

This new-type bureaucrat monopoly capitalist class
constitutes the class basis of Soviet revisionist social-
imperialism. At present the general representative of
this class is Brezhnev. He has frantically pushed and
developed Khrushchov revisionism and is completing
the evolution from capitalist restoration to social-
imperialism, which was already begun when Khrush-
chov was in power.

Since Brezhnev took office, he has pushed the so-
called new economic system in an all-round way and
established the capitalist principle of profit in a legal
form, thus intensifying the exploitation of the working
peaple by the oligarchy of bureaucrat monopolists. He
and his like extort exorbitant taxes in total disregard
of the lives of the people, follow Hitler’s policy of “guns
instead of butter” and accelerate the militarization of
the national economy to meet the needs of social-
imperialism for arms expansion and war preparation.

The perverse acts of the Soviet revisionist renegade
clique have caused immense damage to the social pro-
ductive forces and brought about grave consequences:
the decline of industry, the deterioration of agriculture,
the reduction in livestock, inflation, shortages of sup-
plies, the unusual scarcity of commodities on state
markets and the increasing impoverishment of the
working people. The Soviet revisionist renegades have
not only squandered a vast amount of the wealth
accumulated by the Soviet people through decades of
hard work, but have also humbly begged for Ioans from
West Germany, a country defeated in World War II,
and are even selling out the country’s natural resources
and inviting Japanese monopoly capital into Siberia.
The economy of the Soviet Union is already in the grip
of an inextricable crisis. As friends of the Soviet people,
we the Chinese people, along with the people of the
world, are extremely indignant with the Soviet revision-
ist renegades who have brought so much damage and
disgrace to the homeland of Leninism; we feel deep
sympathy for the broad masses of the Soviet people
who are suffering enormously from the all-round
restoration of the capitalist system.

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique once said
that the dictatorship of the proletariat “has ceased to
be indispensable in the U.S.S.R.” and that the Soviet
Union “has . . . become a slate of the entire people.”18
But now they are slapping their own faces and asserting
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that the “state of the entire people continues the cause
of the proletarian dictatorship”’ and that ‘“the state
of the whole people” and “the state of proletarian
dictatorship” are “of one and the same type.”'® They
are also making a hullabaloo about “strengthening party
leadership,” “strengthening discipline,” “strengthening
centralism” and so on. “A state of the entire people”
and at the same time a “proletarian dictatorship” —
they lump together these two diametrically opposed
concepts for no other purpose than to deceive the masses
and camouflage the dictatorship of the big bourgeoisie.
By “party leadership” they actually mean political con-
trol over the broad masses of the party members and
the people by the handful of social-fascist oligarchs.
By “discipline” they mean suppression of all who are
dissatisfied with their rule. And by “centralism” they
mean further centralizing the political, economic and
military power in the hands of their gang. In short,
they are putting all these signboards up for the purpose
of strengthening their fascist dictatorship and preparing
for wars of aggression.

Beset with difficulties at home and abroad, the
Soviet revisionist renegade clique is resorting more and
more openly to counter-revolutionary violence to
buttress its reactionary rule which betrays Lenin and
ihe October Revoluiion. In the Soviet Union of today,
special agents and spies run amuck and reactionary
laws and decrees multiply. Revolution is a crime, and
people are everywhere being jailed on false charges;
counter-revolution is a merit, and renegades congra-
tulate each other on their promotion. Large numbers
of revolutionaries and innocent people have been
thrown into concentration camps and “mental hos-
pitals.” The Soviet revisionist clique even sends tanks
and armoured cars brutally to suppress the people’s
resistance.

Lenin pointed out: “Nowhere in the world is there
such an oppression of the majority of the country’s
population as there is in Russia,” and nationalities other
than Russians were regarded “as inorodtsi (aliens)”1?
National oppression “turned the nationalities without
any rights into great reservoirs of fierce hatred for the
monarchs.”® Now the Soviet revisionist new tsars have
restored the old tsars’ policy of national oppression,
adopted such eruel measures as discrimination, forced
migration, splitting and imprisonment to oppress and
persecute the minority nationalities and turned the
Soviet Union back into the “prison of nations.” !

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique exercises
comprehensive bourgeois dictatorship throughout the
ideological sphere, It wantonly suppresses and des{roys
the proletariat's socialist ideology and culture while
opening the floodgates to the rotten bourgeois ideology
and culture. It vociferously preaches militarism, na-
tional chauvinism and racism and turns literature and
art into tools for pushing social-imperialism.

In denouncing the dark rule of the tsarist system,
Lenin indicated that police tyranny, savage persecution
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and demoralization had reached such an extent that
“the very stones cry out”!” One can just as well com-
pare the rule of the Soviet revisionist renegade clique
with the tsarist system castigated by Lenin.

In staging the counter-revolutionary coup d’etat,
the Khrushchov-Brezhnev renegade clique played a role
which no imperialist or reactionary was in a position
to play. As Stalin said, “The easiest way to capture a
foriress is from within,”? The fortress of socialism,

which had withstood the 14-nation armed intervention,
the Whiteguard rebellion, the attack by several million
Hitlerite troops and imperialist sabotage, subversion,
blockade and encirclement of every kind, was finally
captured from within by this handful of renegades. The
Khrushchov-Brezhnev clique are the biggest renegades
in the history of the international communist movement.
They are criminals indicted by history for their tower-
ing crimes.

IV. Socialism in Words, Imperialism in Deeds

Lenin denounced the renegades of the Second Inter-
national as “socialism in words, imperialism in deeds,
the growth of opportunism into imperialism.”*

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique, too, has
grown from revisionism into social-imperialism. The
difference lies in the fact that the social-imperialists of
the Second International such as Kautsky did not hold
state power; they only served the imperialists of their
own countries to earn a few crumbs from the super-
profits plundered from the people of other countries.
The Soviet revisionist social-imperialists, however,
directly plunder and enslave the people of other coun-
tries by means of the state power they have usurped.

The historical lesson is: Once its political power
is usurped by a revisionist clique, a socialist state will
either turn into social-imperialism, as in the case of the
Soviet Union, or be reduced to a dependency or a colony,
as in the case of Czechoslovakia and the Mongolian
People’s Republic. Now one can see clearly that the
essence of the Khrushchov-Brezhnev renegade clique’s
rise to power lies in the transformation of the socialist
state created by Lenin and Stalin into a hegemonic
social-imperialist power.

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique talks glibly
about Leninism, socialism and proletarian international-
ism, but it acts in an out-and-out imperialist way.

It talks glibly about practising “internationalism”
towards its so-called fraternal countries, but in fact it
imposes fetter upon fetter, such as the “Warsaw Treaty
Organization” and the “Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance,” on a number of East European countries
and the Mongolian People’'s Republic, thereby confining
them within its barbed-wire “socialist community” and
freely ransacking them. It uses its overlord position
to press its “international division of labour,” “special-
ization in production” and ‘“economic integration,” to
force these countries to adapt their national economies
io the Soviet revisionist needs and turn them into its
markets, subsidiary processing workshops, orchards,
vegetable gardens and ranches, all so that outrageous
super-economic exploitation can be carried on.
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It has adopted the most despotic and vicious
methods to keep these countries under strict control
and stationed massive numbers of troops there, and it
has even openly dispatched hundreds of thousands of
troops to trample Czechoslovakia underfoot and install
a puppet regime at bayonet point. Like the old isars
denounced by Lenin, this gang of renegades bases its
relations with its neighbours entirely “on the feudal
principle of privilege,”?

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique talks glibly
about its “aid” to countries in Asia, Africa and Latin
America, but in fact, under the guise of “aid,” it is
trying hard to bring a number of these countries into
its sphere of influence in contending with U.S. imperial-
ism for the intermediate zone. Through the export of
war materiel and capital and through unequal trade,
Soviet revisionism is plundering their natural resources,
interfering in their internal affairs and looking for
chances to grab military bases.

Lenin pointed out: “To the numerous ‘old’ motives
of colonial policy, finance capital has added the struggle
for the sources of raw materials, for the export of
capital, for ‘spheres of influence,’ ... for economic
territory in general.”® Soviet revisionist social-
imperialism is moving along precisely this orbit of
capitalist imperialism.

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique talks glibly
about its “full support” for the revolutionary struggles
in other countries, but in fact it is collaborating with
all the most reactionary forces in the world to under-
mine the revolutionary struggles of various peoples.
It wildly vilifies the revolutionary masses in the capi-
talist countries as “extremists” and “mobs” and tries
to split and disintegrate the people’s movements there.
It has supplied money and guns to the reactionaries of
Indonesia, India and other countries and thus directly
helped them massacre revolutionaries, and is scheming
night and day to put out the flames of the people’s
armed struggles in Asia, Africa and Latin America, and
suppress the national-liberation movements, Like U.S.
imperialism, it is acting as a world gendarme,



The Soviet revisionist renegade clique talks glibly
about its approval of “struggle against imperialism,”
mouthing a few phrases scolding the United States now
and then, but in fact, Soviet revisionism and U.S. im-
perialism are both the biggest imperialisms vainly
attempling to dominate the world. There is absolutely
nothing in common between the Soviet revisionists’ so-
called opposition to the United States and the struggles
of the people of the various countries against U.S. im-
perialism. In order to redivide the world, Soviet
revisionism and U.S. imperialism are contending and
colluding with each other at the same time. What Soviet
revisionism has done on a series of major issues, such
as the questions of Germany, the Middle East, Southeast
Asii. Japan and nuclear weapons, is evidence of its
crimes in contending and colluding with U.S. imperial-
ism. Both of them are playing imperialist power politics
at the expense of the interests of the people of all coun-
tries. Whatever compromises may be reached between
Soviet revisionism and U.S. imperialism are mere tem-
porary agreements beiween gangsters.

“Contemporary militarism is
Contemporary war “arises
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Lenin pointed out:
the result of capitalism,”?
out of the very nature of imperialism.

Since Brezhnev came to power, the Soviet revision-
ist renegade clique has gone farther and farther down
the road of militarism. It has taken over Khrushchov's
military slrategic principle of nuclear blackmail and
encrgetically developed missile-nuclear weapons, and at

the same time redoubled its efforts to expand conven-
tional armaments, comprehensively strengthening its
ground, naval and air forces, and carried out the im-
perialist “gunboat policy” throughout the world.

On the question of war, formerly Khrushchov
hypocritically advocated a world “without weapons,
without armed forces and without wars” to cover up
actual arms expansion and war preparation. Today,
Brezhnev and company have somewhat changed their
tune. They have gone all out to stir up war fanaticism,
clamouring that the present international situation is
“fraught with the danger of a new world war, %
brazenly threatening to “forestall the opponent” and
bragging about their “strategic missiles” being “capable
of destroying any target at any place.”® They have
been increasing military expenditures still more franti-
cally, stepping up their mobilization and preparation for
wars of aggression and plotting to unleash a blitzkrieg
of the Hitler type.

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique has occupied
Czechoslovakia by surprise attack, encroached upon
Chinese territories such as Chenpao Island and the
Tiehliekti area and made nuclear threats against our
country. All this fully reveals the aggressive and adven-
turous nature of Soviet revisionist social-imperialism.
Like the U.S. imperialists, the handful of oligarchs of
Soviet revisionist social-imperialism have become
another arch-criminal preparing to start a world war,

V. The “Brezhnev Doctrine” Is an Outright
Doctrine of Hegemony

In order to press on with its social-imperialist policy
of expansion and aggression, the Brezhnev renegade
clique has developed Khrushchov revisionism and con-
cocted an assortment of fascist “theories” called the
*Brezhnev doctrine,”

Now let us examine what stuff this “Brezhnev
doctrine” is made of.

First. the theory of “limited sovereignty.” Brezhnev
and company say that safeguarding their so-called in-
terests of socialism means safeguarding ‘‘supreme
sovereignty.”3! They flagrantly declare that Soviet
revisionism has the right to determine the destiny of
another country “including the destiny of its sover-
eignty,"®

What “intercsts of socialism”! It is you who have
subverted the socialist system in the Soviet Union and
pushed your revisionist line of restoring capitalism in
a number of East European countries and the Mongolian
People’s Republic. What you call the “interests of social-
ism” are actually the interests of Soviet revisionist
social-imperialism, the interests of colonialism. You
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have imposed your all-highest “supreme sovereignty”
on the people of other countries, which means that the
sovereignty of other countries is “limited,” whereas your
own power of dominating other countries is “unlimited.”
In other words, you have the right to order other coun-
tries about, whereas they have no right to oppose you;
you have the right to ravage other countries, but they
have no right to resist you. Hitler once raved about
“the right to rule.”® Dulles and his ilk also preached
that the concepts of national sovereignty ‘“have become
obsolete” and that “single state sovereignty” should
give place to “joint sovereignty.”® So it is clear that
Brezhnev’s theory of “limited sovereignty” is nothing
but an echo of imperialist ravings.

Secondly, the theory of “international dictatorship.”
Brezhnev and company assert that they have the right
to “render military aid to a fraternal country to do
away with the threat to the socialist system.”® They
declare: “Lenin had foreseen™ that historical develop-
ment would “transform the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat from a national into an international one, capable
of decisively influencing the entire world politics.”3
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