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TRANSLATED FROM THE RUSSIAN Man produces material wealth to sustain life, ex­
changes and consumes this wealth, and engages in politics, 
science, the 1arts, lit·enature, and philosophy. All this con­
stitutes the complex and multiform process of soci:al life, 
fosters the historical progress of soei·ety, its continual 
d€velopment from lower to higher forms. 

The philosophers, sociologists and histori1ans that pre­
ceeded M.arx 1and Engels, vainly tried to find the divid­
ing line in the complexity and multiformity of social life 
for phenomerua that were "import!ant'' .and "unimporbant," 
substantial and unsubstantial, necessary and casual. And 
since bourgeois sociologists and historians proceeded 
(and proceed) from some preconceived and pet 
idea, all their sociological speculations resulted (and 
result) in ·uneXJampled -chaos 1and .subjectivism alien to 
science. 

The great merit of Marx and Engels, the founders of 
the genuine science of the laws of social development, 
was that they were the first to ascertain "the simple fact, 
hitherto concealed lby an overgrowth of ideology, that 
m.ankind must fi·rst of 1all eat, drink, have shelter 1and 
clothing, :before it oan pursue politics, science, 1art, reli­
gion, ·etc.; that ther•elfore the production of the immediate 
material means of subsistence and consequently the de­
gree of economic development attained by a given people 
or during a given epoch form the foundation upon which 
the state institutions, the legal conceptions, art, and even 
the ideas on r·eligion, of the people conoerned have 1been 
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evolv·ed .and in the lig·ht of which they must, therefore, 
he expl,ained, instead of vice versa, :as had hitherto lbeen 
the oase. "* 

Sinc-e the production of m~at·eri1al wealth necesstary for 
life is a primary, basic and permanent historical fact 
without which there is no society or soci:al life, it follows 
that the rel,ations 1arising between men in the process of 
production, i.e., the relations o.f production, 1are pfi!mtary 
and constitute the real found1ation, the b:asis determining 
politioal, leg,al, religious, aestheti-c and philo.sophioai 
views and their corresponding institutions. 

In the famous Preface to his Critique of Political Econ­
omy, Marx gave the following classical definition of the 
mtajor thesis of historioal materi1alism on the lbiasi.s tand 
superstructure: 

"In the socital production of their life, men enter into 
definite relrations that ar·e ind'ispensrable 'and independent 
of their will, relations of production which correspond 
to a definite st,age of development of their material pro­
ductive for.ces. Tihe sum tot,al of these rel1ations of pro­
duction constitutes the economi·c structure of soci·ety, the 
real foundation, on whkh ris,es. 1a legal 1and politiea I 
superstructure :and to whkh correspond definite forms 
of soci,al -c-onsciousness."** 

Thus, ,Marx defines the fbasis .as the sum total of pro­
dudion relations corresponding to .a definite stage of de­
velopment of the m,aterial 'Productive forces. The politic1al 
and juridieal superstructure, 1as well 1as the forms o~ so­
cial consciousness, correspond to, 1and 1are determmed 
by, the definite basis of a gi:ven '?istori~al per~od. . 

Lenin held it as Marx's h1stonc ment that m creating 
the science of sodety, he drew a dividing line between 

* K. Mnrx and F. Engels, Selected Works, Vol. II, Moscow 
1955, p. 167. 
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** K Marx and F. Engels, Selected Works, Vo . , oscov. 19uo, 
pp. 362-63. 
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material and ideological social relations. The latter are a 
reflection of the first. 

Material relations are those production, i.e., economic~ 
relations, which, when arising, do not first pass through the 
consciousness of people, while ideological relations, when 
arising, first pass through the consciousness of people. 

When .analyzing the s.tructur·e of oapit1alist society ,and 
pre-·capit:alist social form.ations, Ma.rx and Engels were 
alWlays gui·ded in 1all their works by this division of so­
da! reLations into economic, which .are the determinant. 
and ideologioal, which ,are 1a reflection of the former, rand 
constitute their sup-erstructure. T!hey ,aJw1ays considered 
the ideas of t'he ruling cJ,ass to Jbe the dominant ideas of 
a giv·en society. The !basic 1and chief elem·ent in the super­
stTucture is the st1ate, the l1aw and the ideology of the rul­
ing cl.ass, w'hich r·efled the economic structure of 1a given 
society, protect tand consolidate it. 

The division of soda! rdations into production or eco­
nomic rel.ations, on the one 'hand, and ideological refa­
Uons, on the other, is the keynote of :all the works cf 
Lenin. Histori·cal :m!ateri1alism is unthink,able without this 
division, just ,as it is unthinwalble without the :btasic thesis 
that soci:al /being determines social consciousness. 

The proposition concerning the basis and super­
structure makes it possible to explain not only the re ­
lationship between ideological phenomena and the econ­
omy of society, but also the relationship between the 
political, legial rand other instdtutions, on the ·one hand, 
and the polif.ioal, l·eg,al and other views of the given so­
e:iety, on the other, ,as well 1as the r·elation of these insti­
tutions to the economic system of the given society. 

The M·arxist-Leninist theory of the :basis 1and super­
structure :has :been further dev·eloped in the works of 
St1alin. 

Stalin's Marxism and Problems of Linguistics defines 
the basis .and superstructure, reveals their inner connec-
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tion tand interaction, demonstrates the inevitable elimi­
nation of the ·old, morilbund basis and superstructure, 1and 
indioates the inevit•able emergence and develop!ment of 
a new lbasis 1and superstructure. The work exposes the 
vulgiar, .s:implifying tanti-Marxist views on the lbtasis and 
superstructure 1and exhaustively discloses the role of the 
superstructure in the development of society. 

What, then, is the basis of society? 
The lbtasis is the economic system of society 1at a given 

~tage of its ·development. Tlhe econom!ic system of society 
1~ the .sum tot.al of definite production relations 1at ,a given 
hrstonoal penod, reltations that arise ibetween p·eople in 
the process of the production of m1aterial wealth. These 
r·elations. are determined by the state of the productive 
forces of society, whose change inevitably brings about 
a change in the economic basis. 
~he h~sis of erapitalist society is ch:ar.aderized lby oapi-

tallst . p.rr~,at~ ownership of the 1means of production, lby 
·the explortabo~ 'a~d oppress-ion of workers by c1apitalis.ts, 
and by the caprtahst form of distrilbution of products. The 
cap:ittalist lhasis, like the 'slave ,and ;feudal lbias•es is in­
tri-nsically tant,agonistic, tas it is founded on dom'ination 
and su:bordinaNon. 

In hiis Dialectical and Historical Materialism StaHn 
gives the following description of the capitalist relations 
of production, i.e., the lhasis of •Ciap:i:talist society: "The 
hasis of the rel,atio:ns of production under tlhe oap,italist 
s~stem is that the c.apitalist owns the means of produc­
tion, lbut not the workers in production-the w1age labour­
ers, whom the capitalist oan neither kill nor sell bee~ause 
they are pers•onally free, but who are deprived of means 
of production and, in order not to die of hunger, are 
obliged to sell their labour-power to the capitalist and to 
hear the yoke of exploit•ation. "* 

* J. Stalin, Problems of Leninism, Moscow 1954, p. 738. 
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The three volumes of Marx',s Capital1and 1a number of 
other profound works of his are devoted to a comprehen­
sive analysis of the capitalist economic system, i.e., the 
capitalist basis. The state of the capitalist economic system 
in its imperi!alist sttage of development w1as sdentifioally 
analyzed in Lenin's Imperialism) the Highest Stage of 
Capitalism and other works, ,as well .as i:n the works of 
Stalin. 

The capittal·ist !basis has long since becom·e H~tactionary. 
The gl1aring contnadictions it has engendered lead to its 
inevit,a:ble doom. Tihe revolutionary class struggle of the 
proletariat ,against oapit.alds.m proceeds hom the nature 
of the erapibalist economic system, 1and neither ·decree nor 
violence on the ptart of the reactionary ruling circles of 
bourgeois states can eliminate this struggle. 

As 1a result O'f the socilalist revolution, the capitalist 
hasis in 1Russ.ia w.as repltaced lby the socialist basis, char­
~cterized lby com!mon socitalist ownership of the means 
of production, the 1albsenoe uf exploitation of m1an lby :m,an, 
rel•ations of co-openation and mutual help 1among the free 
toilers of the soci!alist society, .and lby the sodaltist form 
of distributing products according to the quantity and 
quality of l,abour. 

Article 4 of the Constitution of the U.S.S.R. says 
that: 

"The economic found!atJion of tJhe U.S . .S.IR. tis the soci,al­
ist sys,tem of economy ,and the .socialist ownership of the 
instrum·ents tand m·eans of production, firmly established 
as !a result of the liquidat·ion .af the c!apitalist system of 
economy, the ,aboliti-on of pr·iv.ate ownership O'f the instru­
ments •and tmeans of production ,and' the elimination of 
the exploitati·on of mtan by m1an. "* 

llhe soci!alist economic system works on the following 

* Constitution (Fundamental Law) of the Union of Soviet So. 
cialist Republics, Moscow 1954, p. 12. 
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principle : "From each 1acoording to his ability, to ·each 
.according to this work''*· 

In soci.alist society the reJ,at~ions of production fully cor­
respond to the state of the productive forces, 1and the so­
cial chanader of production is bolstered by common own­
ership of the means of production. 

The sodalist lbasis is the 1most progressive basis. It 
has 1already demonstnated its vital force and superiority 
over the oapitaldst has-is. In a ibrief histor~i·c.al period the 
Soviet Union has effected 1a stupendous leap from b.ack­
wardness to pr-ogress. Under the lea·d€trship of the Com­
munist Ptarty, the Soviet people have built sodalism and 
can~ sucoessrfully !adv,ancing Ja.long ·the road to oom,munism. 

The e con o m i c b a sis, i.e., the economic system 
<?f a given society, s h o u I d b e d i s t in g u ish e d 
t r o m p r o d u c t i o n, f r o m t h e p r o c e s s o f 
p r o d u c t i on. The process of production is the process 
of interaction between society and nature, while the basis 
is the sum total of definite production relations between 
people at a given historical period. The distinctive feature 
of the basis is that it serves society economically. 

What does i-t ,mean to s·erve sodeJty economioally? It 
means that in the production .of m1ateri.al wealth not only 
product1ive foroes .are required, but :rel1aUons of produc­
tion as well. P.roduotion 1and, c<msequently, the existence 
of society its·elf, is -impossible outside thes·e relations of 
production. 

Every new !basis suppltanting 1an old, moribund 'basis. 
serves society :better than the preceding one; the new 
basis off·ers ~rreate·r opportunities 1and 1a Vtast·er scope for 
the developm-ent of the productive forces. 

The econo!mic !b:asis determ-ines the soci.a l sup·erstruc­
ture. Whatever ·the biasis, such also, tihe superstructure. 

* Constitution (Fundamental Law) of the Union of Soviet So­
cialist Republics, Moscow 1954, p. 16. 
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What, then, is the soci.al superstructure'2 What social 
phenomena does it comprise? 

''The superstructure is the politi-cal, leg~at r·eligious. 
artistic, philosophical views of society and the politicaL 
legal tand -other institutions corresponding to them."* 

While it is the specific feature of the 'basis that it serves 
society eoonomioally, 1it is the specific .feature of the 
superstructure that it serves society with political, legal, 
aesthetic. .and other sodal ideas 1and corresponding polit­
ical, leg1al ,and other institutions. 

The superstructure, like the basis, bears a historical 
character. The definite superstructure of a given society. 
born of 1a ·definite economic ihas·is of a giv·en historic,al 
p-efliod, coHesponds to that btasis. Tlhe feudal ihasis has 
its. feudal superstructure, its sodal, politioal and other 
views 1and institutions; the oapit!a1ist ibasi.s-its oapital-
1st sup·erstructure, .and the sodaHst basis-its own, ta so­
ci:alist superstructure c-orPespond,ing to, .and conditioned 
by, this hasis. 

Consequently, it is a chanaoteristic trait of the super-
structure that it is the product of the one epoch during 
which ,a gtiven economic :basis exists and openates. The 
sup·erstructure is, therefor-e, short-lived; it lasts but one. 
epoch. 'Dhe definite superstructure of ta given his.torioa 1 
period is el-iminated 1and disappears with the ·extirp,ation 
of the given :hasis. 

The historical necessity of providing full scope for the 
development of the productive forces of ·society brings 
about the elimination of the old, outmoded superstructure 
and its replacement by a new superstructure. 

It is 1another ·characteristic tnait of the sup·erstructure 
that its connection with production, with the process of 
production, is not direct, but indirect, through its eco-

* J. Stalin, Marxism and Problems of Linguistics, Moscow 

1955, p. 7. 
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nomic basis. The changes in the process of production, in 
the productive foroes 'and in the level of their develop­
ment, ·do not directly rand immedi,ately influence changes 
in the superstructuPe; they 1act indirectly, ·through the 
hasis .and the changes in the basis. 

Dependent on, 1and in conformity with, rf:lhe changes 
in the state of the productive forces, there ~comes, in the 
final analysis, a radical change in men's relations of 
production, 1a revolutionary repJ,acement of the economic 
basis. This nadiaal change in the ib.asis leads to a nadical 
change in the soda! superstructure. 

In ,analyzing the process of the revolutionary r'eplace­
·ment of the modlbund basis 1and its corresponding super­
structure by 1a new basis 'and superstructure, Marx wrote: 
" ... At 1a certa-in st1ag·e of their development, the m.aterital 
productive forces of soci-ety ~come in conflict with the 
existing rel,ations of production, or-what is but .a l·eg1al 
expression for the same thing-with the property r·ela­
tions within which they have been at work hitherto. From 
forms of dev·elopment of the productive .foroes these re­
J,ations turn into their fetters. Then begins 1an epoch of 
socilal revolution. \Vith the chang•e of the economic foun­
daHon the entire in1m·ense superstructure .is 'more or less 
rapidly transformed."* 

Consequently, the change in the soci.al superstructure 
l1ags ,somewhat !behind the ohiange 'in the productive 
forces. This .sequence is subject, firstly, to the nature of 
consciousness, ideas, views 1and' ideology, that are a re­
fl.ection of sodal being, 1and, s.eoondly, to the reactionary 
adivities of society's obsolesc·ent forces on g·u:ar·d ov·er 
the old, moriibund ·ideas, views 1and institutions. 

,Jn class society the ISUp·erstructure is of ,a d!a·ss nature. 
It is created lby the ruling d1ass 1and serves the needs of 

* K Marx and F. Engels, Selected Works, Vol. I, Moscow 1955, 
p. 363. 
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the ruling dass only, and not those of the whol·e of so­
ciety. In this respect the superstructure differs, s1ay, from 
language, which serves the various classes of a given 
society, which serves alike the bases of various societies 
and is created .:by the oentir·e TIIation, by the given people, 
~and nut iby one or .another class. Tihe ltanguage of the 
Russian peopl·e and the languages of the other peoples 
of the U.S.S.1R. served lboth the oapit1alitst bas1is ,and ,all 
the classes of bourgeois sudety, just ,as they now splen­
didly serve the :sodalist basis, sodalist culture ,and tall the 
as-pects of life of socialist ,sodety. 

It is the most i1mportant feature of the superstructure 
that iheing a produot and r·eflection .of the d·efinite lbasis 
of 1a giv-en historical period, tit exerts ,a retro1adive in­
fluenoe on the basis that created it. 

Unlike the vulgar materialists, the Economists, 
Mensheviks, l\1autskyites, iRight-wing Sodalists and other 
followers of the the>E)ry of ~S·pont1aneity, of 1automatic de­
velopment, of the peaceful growing of capitalism into 
socialism, Marxists have always recognized the active 
role of the superstructure, the gr·eat mobilizing, orgtaniz­
ing and transforming role of advanced ideas and pro­
gressive social and political institutions in the life and 
development of society. 

The superstructure is not passive or neutral to the 
fate of its basis, to the fate of the classes and the 
sodal sys't,em. Onoe begotten, the superiStrudure hecom·es 
a powerful1active foroe that 1assists its basis to take shape 
and oonsolid,ate. T!he supoerstructure helps the new sys­
tem, the progressive forces of soci.ety, to finish off the old 
bas·is, the old cl1asses ,and reactionary · foroes. " ... The 
sup~erstructure is created by the iha:sis precis·ely in order 
to serve it, to actively help it to take shape and consol­
idate itself, to actively fight for the elimination of _the old, 
mori:bund Jbiasis together with its old superstructure. The 
superstructure has only to r·enounce this role of auxili:ary, 
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it has only to p·ass from a position of active defence of 
its b.asis to one of indifference tow:ards it, to 1adopt .an 
equal attitude to all classes, and it loses its virtue and 
ceases to be a superstructure."* 

* * * 

Thus, the superstructure pltays ,an 1a·ctive 1p1art in serv­
ing the !basis that created it. 

The •active nature of the :superstrructure oan ·miani.fest 
itself in the defence and protection of an obsolescent 
basis, or social system, and its ruling class. This is precise­
ly the function performed by the superstructure in pres­
ent-day oapitalist society, where it shields kom 'ruin the 
utterly deoayed, outm·oded oapit!al1ist b1asis. It pl,ays a 
react:onary role by rebarding the ·development of the pro­
ductive forces. 

As .an economk system, oapii:lal.ism :has oompl,etely out-
lived itself. The capit!alist r·elations. of production have 
long since become a m!ajor hindnance to the d:evrelopment 
of the m·ighty productive foroes. Per:iodk economic crises 
and dev,ast1ating imperi,alist w1ars 1are born of the very 
nature of the c:a.pitalist system 'and rnanifest the reaction­
ary substance of the eapit1alist basis. 

The reactionary, capit,alist superstructur·e 1and, ,a:bove 
all, the bourgeois state and :bourgeois pol:itioal 1and other 
views, ideas, and theories, 1aroe oalled upon to ·defend­
and 1actually do dle.fend-the capit,alist lb:asis; they pro­
t·ed it, 1and ,act as its 1a,pologists. 

Along with the ·t.r,ansition from pre-·monopoly oapit!al­
ism to monopoly capitalism, i.e., imiperi1alism, there Wias 
the transition from bourgeois democracy to imperial­
ist reaction. It is a distinctive feature of present-day cap-_ 

* J. Stalin, Marxism and Problems of Linguistics, Moscow 1955, 
pp. 9-10. 
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italism that it even renounces the curtailed, decayed, false 
and ·Corrupt bourgeois democ'r,acy 1and goes over to ftas­
cism, to an overt terrorist dictatorship over the working 
people. By means of unconcealed terror, violence and pred­
atory wars, the reactionary bourgeoisie seeks to pre­
s·erv·e the found'aHons of oapital;ism, to s'a'fegu,ard ag1ainst 
colliapse the aa,pitalist lbtasis and the whole of !bourgeois 
society. This precisely is the essence of the r•eactionary 
role of the bourgeois superstructure. 

In his Collapse of the Second International Lenin wrote 
that all oppressing, exploiting classes need two social 
functions to safeguard their domination: the functions of 
hangman and priest. The hangman, i.e., the exploiter 
state, is to suppress tand :suppress·es, lby force, the pro­
test and rebellion of the oppressed and exploited masses. 
The priest, i.e., all the ideologists of the bourgeoisie, in­
cluding its Right-wing socialist lackeys, is to paint for 
the oppressed masses delusive prospects, to poison and 
depr,av.e their spdnit, to r~econcile them to the existing 
bourgeois system, to undermine their deter•mination in 
the stn1ggle 1aga:inst C1atpitalism .and their revolutrionary 
s·pirit; to desMoy tihei·r confidence ·in their own str·ength 
and tahil:ity to overthrow the capittalist power, to effect !a 
soda-list revolution and build ,a society where there is 
no exploitation ,and oppression. Such ds the sociial func­
tion of the bourgeois superstructure. Its active rol·e con­
sists dn defending by ,all possible metans the economic 
system of eapit.alism, the system of wage sl1avery and un­
restnained exploittation of the worilling people. 

The sooital:ist superstructure that tarose in the U.S . .S.'R. 
on the sodalist basis, plays ,a fund!ament,ally different 
role. 

The social:ist superstructure 'and, 1a!hov·e ,all, the social­
ist Stlate led lby the Communist Party, has d1one revery­
thing to finish off the old lhasis tand the ~exploiting dasses, 
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~and to ensure rthe triumph of the new, sodal,ist biasis 1and 
the new soci!al system. 

"In the course of the past thirty years," Stalin wrote, 
"the old, oapital,ist :basis has !been eliminated in Russia 
and a new, sod,alli,st hasds has he·en built. Corresponding­
ly, the superstructure on the oap'itrali.st lb1asis has !been 
eliminated Jandta new superstrudur·e created corr·espond­
ing to the sodalist !basis. The old poliHoal, legtal .and 
other ·institutions, consequ,ently, have been suppl,anted by 
new, sooi1a'llist institutions."* 

The socialist superstructure performs the functions of 
effectlllally defending, consoHdating ,and further develop­
ing the socialdst ib1asis. 

··Henoe, the gener:al hi-stof.i,oal law m:anirfested in the .de­
termindng ro1~e of the ib:asis with r·eg·,a.rcl' to the superstruc­
ture, ,and in the !active role of the superrskudure with re­
gra,rd to the basis, rrernaiins fully V1aHd in socialist sodety. 
The soci1a.Jdst .superstructure reUes on its own, sociral1ist 
bla.sis and is determine~d lby it. 

Tihe did,atorship of the prolet1arriat rand the Communist 
Party 1as tlhe guiding f01roe in iits system, rarose !before 
the sooi!alist hasis Janel constituted ,a decisive faotor in its 
victo.ry. The dicttatorshi:p of the proletrariat emerged before 
the establishment of the sooi,aHst econom1ic system, in the 
process of ibtH~;aking up the ~capritralist relrations o{ produc­
tion, the capibalis.t !basis. This reveals ·a peculiar feature 
of the sodalist revolution 1as ·distinct from the bourgeois 
revolution, a peculiar feature of the formation of the social­
ist basis as distinct from the formation of the capitalist 
basis, and, consequently, the special role played by the 
socialist state as the major political superstructure in the 
task of creating a socialist basis. 

* J. Stalin, Marxism and Problems of Linguistics, Moscow 
1955, p. 8. 
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The C!ap:italist economk 'basis mratured spontraneously 
in the bosom of feudalism. This was poss,ible since both 
oapitalism and feudalism 1are bas~ed on p·DiVJat·e owners~ip 
of the m·eans of production. The origination of the social­
ist economic lhasis is quite tanother matter. The socialist 
hasis ~could not, and oannot, 1a:rise srpont,aneously in the 
bosom of oapH1alism, since it r~eprr·es,ents. :its albsolute !anti­
thesis, Hs most nadical and rev~olutionary negaNon. 

It is 'Only the lm:ater.i,al productive forces neoess:ary for 
the creation of the soc.iralist hasis that 1ar:is·e s~pont:aneous­
ly within capitaHsm. Sooi:alism would have iheen. impo~­
sible without tl1e vast socialization of labour ach1eved m 
capitalist society on a national and world-wide scale. But 
this sooi,alizration of l1a bour -is eff·ected in capitalist so­
dety on the 'bas:is of c,a'PitaHst pr:ivat.e property. It -is ibut 
one of the material prerequisites of socialism, of the so­
cialist basis. The emerg·ence of this basis, however, pre­
supposes sooi•alist revolution, 'foroible expro~ri1atiion. ?f 
the exp1rOP'f'ilators, 1and establishm,ent of the d1ctat10r.sh1p 
of the prolet.ari,at ,as its decisive 1prerequisit,e. The dl·cta­
torship of the proletariat ·is the decisive poHtk.,al m·eans 
of cr~eating 1and -shaping the soci:alist economy and en-

. suring its tr.iumph. 
The Sovi·et state w1as only :able to perform its momen­

tous role of ~diminating the oapit1a'list hasis 1and found­
ing the socialist economy, because it leaned upon the 
economic liaw t'hat the relations of production 1mus~ nec­
ess!arily oorrespond to the IStat~e of the productive for~es. 
The working c'l:ass required the socilalist sbate to. ibnng 
the relations of production into correspondence wtth the 
level of the productive forces, to promote the for~ation of 
the socialist basis, and, eventually, after the tnumph of 
thi·s basis, to further its consolidation and development. 

The socialist state, the socialist superstructure as a 
whole, performs this specific mission because the social­
ist system is based on common, socialist ownership and 
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~la~ned national economy. The socialist economic system 
Is mcompatible with elemental and spontaneous proc­
es~es. In the capitalist system, based on private owner­
ship of the means .of production, economic laws operate 
spont•aneo.usly, whJl.le t~e sociaHst syst·em proceeds from 
the conscious 'apphoatwn of ob}edive economic }laws in 
the pl.ann~d 'and centnalized mianagement of the whole 
~f the nahon~l .economy. It is the socilalist state that per-
arms t?e g~1dmg ,and org,anizing function. 

But, m sprte.of. this .spoeoific function of the superstruc­
!u~e ~nder socialisT?, .m the final analysis the ·deter:min­
Lnb role of the basis m reliaNon to the superstructure is 
~lso preserved. The socialist state developed and changed 
~ts form an? functions in conformance to the changes tak­
mg pl!ace ~m the ·economk !basis of Soviet society. The 
s.tr·en~the~mg of the soci!al,ist lhas:is, of sodalist pifoduc­
t~on Ielahons, :~er.voe:d as groundwork for the consolida-
tion of the socialist consciousness land -t:he ·ne·,lT ·_ I . t tl k ·vv, SOCita-
IS ou oo nf tens of 'millions of people 

,When M~rxists .speak of the superstr~cture they mean 
the sum tot,al. of Its component elements-.the politioal 
l·eg•al, la~sthehc .and p'hilosop!hioal vi·ews and thei ~ 
r·espondmg institutions. ' r cor 

The form~ti~n and consolidation of the complex 
an,d. v~st soci~hst superstructure was by no means ac­
com?l'Ished W.I•th the estlalblishment of Soviet power. It 
con!mued throughout the past three decad·es. Ev·en now 
dun~g the ~period of tnansHion from sodalis·m to com~ 
mumsm, the. Com:munist Piarty, the Soviet sbate and •all 
the p,ro~ressi~e people of soci.alist society, hav·e to com~ 
bat the surviv,als of oapittaHsm in the minds of Soviet 
pe.ople, t?e non-social·is·t attitude tow.ards lia'bour, the r~­
miss ,attitude toWJards socialist property, and the rem­
nants of old customs 1and bourgeois monals still alive 
am~~g the .hackw,ard sections of the public. 

This testifies to the f.act that consciousness l1ags some-
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what behind social being and the progress of material life, 
including the socialist basis. 

-\Vhen defining the superstructure, Marxism holds po-
litical, leg~al 1and other v:iews to tbe pri·mary. Politioal, 
legal 1apd other institutions 1arise from, .and depend on, 
these political, leg~al 1and othe:r views. This c·onforms to 
the historioal course of events. 

In the process of social development there first arise 
new, a·dv,anced political, leg1al 1and other social views that 
reflect the requirements of the 'm:at.edal l:ife of society, 
:and then .appear their corr~esponding institutions. The 
contnadktions of the oapit•a<J:ist mode of production :and 
the .attendant class struggle, as well 1as the development 
of scientific thought, nurtured the Marxist idea, the Marx­
ist teaching ·of the didatorship of the proletari:at; upon 
gripping the masses, this idea eventually became a mate~ 
rial force, 1and then, 1as a result of the sooialist revolu­
tion, the dkt,atorship of the prolet.ari~at 1and its institu-

ti-ons were established. 
The superstructure is ,always fr,amed iby the conscious 

effort of people, as distinct from the has.is, which (!before 
socilaHsm) origiDiated .and took shape spont:aneously. 

As is known, the old, olbsolescent superstructure taken 
as ta whole, is torn down in periods of r·evolution, when 
the conscious effort of rev·olutionary lilllasses bakes the 
pl:ace of spontaneous sodal ·development. 

The revolutionary dass consdously destroys and re-
pl:aces the old superstructure lby 1a new superstructure, 
founded on the new, rising basis. The individual compo­
nents of the new superstructure (the new po1it:oal, l·eg.al 
1and philosophic:al views, the adv1anced ideas) t!ake shape 
even ihefor·e the rrevolution. But the new snperstructur·e­
the sum tobal of t1he politioal, leg.al ~and other ideas 1and 
their con·es.ponding political. legal 1and other institu­
tions-comes into being precisely at the time of revolu­
tion. Lenin's article Against the Boycott says: 
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· "A high apprecitation of revolutionary periods in the 
dev·elopment of :humtanity is something that follows logli­
Cially from t!he sum tot!al of 1Vl1a'rx's views on history. It 
is in such -periods that the numerous contradictions that 
slowly accumulate in periods of so-called peaceful devel­
opment !become resolved. It is in such periods t:h!at the 
direct role of the v1a'f1ious d.ass.es in the ·determination of 
the forms of social life !mtanifests itself with the .gre,atest 
force, and that the foundations 1are !!aid for the political 
''superstructure," which then for 1a long time .continues 
to persist on the basis of the new relations of produc­
tion."* 

Whilst breaking up the old, bourgeois rel1ations of pro­
ducHon in the eours·e of the s•odalist revolution in Rus­
sia, the working class, led by the Communist Party, laid 
the foundations of the new political superstructure, and 
set up and consolidated the dictatorship of the proletar­
iat. The new political superstructure, the Soviet state, 
W'aS t'he decisive lever in refashioning the old economy 
and creating n new, soc:i!alist ·economy. 

Soci.alis.t production re'lations ·1are 1a real 1and sound 
basis for the socialist superstructure-the political, legal, 
philosophical and aesthetic views and their correspond­
ing poHtical, J.eg•al tand other institutions o.f sodalist so­
ciety. 

Some Iectur·ers 1and authors of popular Marxist pam­
phlets usually unreservedly treated ,a,II forms of soci.al 
consciousness, including 1all spheres of sdence, ta·s 1a part 
()f the superstructure. 'Dhe superstructure w1as often 
enough conoeived too !broadly and was erroneously 
thought to include the ltangua,ge. This was ,a gross mis­
tla~e vvhieh had its sad cons,equences in linguistics. 

Firstly, 1all sdences, both natur.al and soci!al, h1ave it 
in common that they tare intended to provide us, 1and do 

"' V. I. Lenin, Marx-Engels-Marxism, Moscow 1953, pp. 262-63. 
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provide us, with the objective truth existing ·i~depe~dent­
ly of ·m!an tand mankind. Both natunal and .s~Clta1 soences 

13 roe called upon to discover the l•aws governmg processes 
that t1ake pliace independently of man's will. Secondly, 
sdence progresses from ignorance to knowledg·e, from 
less complete truths to truths more cori_Iplete, _an~ from 
rel1ative to 1albsolute truths. Hence, there 1s eontmmty 1and 
interconnection in the ·d·evelopment Df 1al1 sciences, 'and 
every new generation of sdentis·ts oarries on the .w~rk 
of their proedeoessors. This law-gov{~lrned prooess 1s m­
herent .in equal degree in 1all spheres of knowledge. By 
V'irtue o.f this, the specific r·elations of 1all natuna.l and so­
cial sciences to the basis and superstructure, d1ffer from 
those of other forms of social consciousness. When de fin­
ing this common trait we :must, howev~r, be~r in mind 
the differ·ence between natuf!al 1and soel1al s·oenoes. 

The difference in the olbjects of study deter·m;ines the 
difference between social and natural sciences, their dif­
ferent relation to production, the !basis, t1he superstruc­
tur·e, 1and the class·es. Should geonJietrioal l1aws ihave 1af­
fected class interests, Lenin wrote, they would h.ave been 
contended. If. But they, these axioms, along w1th many 
medhanioal, physioal tand chemical laws of nature ·do not 
generally aff.ect ·dass interests directl~, 1and oan, th~re­
fore, serve v~arious modes of production and opposmg 
13ims. This is not the ·case with socilal sciences. H·er·e the 
object of study-property relations, problems .of labour 
and wages, problems of state and law, etc.-d1rectly af-
fects d:ass interests. 

Sodal soi·ences tare the theoretioal enundation of the 
interests of one or another class, the ·exposition and sub­
st,anbtaUon of its political ideology. Thus, !bourgeois polit­
ictal economy, bourgeois sociology .and theories of the 
st~ate :and l•aw, expr·ess the ·pollitical id·eology of the bour­
geois class. They originate on the ·oapit:al~st basis 1and 
are, therefore, 1a component of the bour.geo1s superstruc-
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ture. It is not for any scientific knowledge of olbjective 
economic or other social I.aws, however, that they form 
part of t:he superstructur·e; !bourgeois political economy, 
sociology and theories of the state are ignorant of these 
objective l1aws. They form part of the superstructure, or 
.are treated ,as its part, beoause they express the polit­
ical, legal 1and philosophical views of the /bourgeoisie. 

Marx and Engels, the ideologists of the working class, 
subjected to devastating criticism bourgeois political econ­
omy, bourgeois idealist sociology, and bourgeois polit­
ioalland leg~al theories. In theilr place, ,and opposing them, 
Marx rand Engels create·d prolebarian poliNoal economy, 
and di,al-ecUcal 1and historioal mrateri~alism. 

Lik·e any other sodal sd·enoe, political economy is p;ar­
tiSian from !beginning to end, since it involves t1he oar­
dinal and vit1al interests of the ·contending cl.asses. In 
his pref,ace to Capital, Marx wrote: ''In the domain of 
Pol-itieal Economy, free s·deriNfic inquiry meets not mere­
ly the same enemies .as in ,all other ct:om!ains. The peculiar 
nature of the material it deals with, summons as foes 
into the field of battle the most violent, mean and malig­
nant pas•sions of the human breast, the Furies of private 
interest. The Englislh Established Church, e.g., will more 
neadily prardon .an attack on 38 of its 39 1arukles than 
on 1139 of its income. Now-a-,d,ays 1atheis.m itseH is culpa 
levis, as comp:ared with criticism of ex-i-st·ing property re­
l!ations."* 

Bourg·eo·is poHtioal e·conomy, Marx wrote, coul·d in ,a 
number of questions 'rem,ain scientific only so long as 
the dass struggle of the prolet1ari.at ag,a·inst the ibour­
geoisie Wlas still lratent 1and mranifested ·itself in isol,ated 
cases. But when the practical and theoretical class strug­
gle waged by the proJ.etariat began to assume increas­
ingly pronounced .forms rand threatened the ibourgeois 

* K. Marx, Capital, Vol. I, Moscow 1954, p. 10. 
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economy, "it sounded the knell of scientific bourgeois econ­
omy. It was thenceforth no longer a question whether 
this theor.em or that \Vias true, but whetheT :it wras useful 
to oapittal or harmful, expedient or inexpedi·ent, politiaal­
ly dangerous or not. In pl1ace of disinterested inquirers, 
there were :hire,d prize-fighters; in place of ~enuine scien­
tific res-earch, the !had consdence rand the evil intent of 
apologetic."* 

Lenin wrote tihat .even ra single word of the· bourgeois 
professors of politic1al e.conomy oannot ibe trusted "when 
it ·comes to the genenal theory of pol'itioa:J economy. For 
in modern society the J,atter is 1as much a partisan science 
1as is epistemology. Taken .as ra whole, the professors of 
economics .are nothing ibut learned salesmen of the oap­
it,alist ·cliass, while the professors of philosophy 'are 
learned salesmen of the theologians."** 

What Marx 1and Lenin Siai.d :about bourgeoris political 
economy fully applies to 1all of bourgeois sociology, ihis­
toriognap'hy, and jurisprudence, which are nothing but 
pseudo-science. Bourgeois sociral scienoe rarises on the 
c;apitaltist :hasris. It wras oalled into bei-ng by -it, ,and serves 
and protects its procreator. 

'Referring to lbou.rgeois soci!al sdence, Lenin wrote: 
"there can ibe no 'imp,arri1al' social sdence in a society 
based on clrass s.trug.gle. In one w1ay or .another, all offi­
dal rand liibenal soience defends w,age sl1avery, whereas 
M1arxism has declared relentless war on Wlage slavery. 
To expect science to ibe impartial in .a wrag·e-slraVJe society 
is as si·lly 1and naive ,as to expect imp1artitality from ,m,an­
ufacturers on the question whether workers' wages should 
be increased by decreasing the profits of capital."*** 

* K Marx, Capital, Vol. J, Moscow 1954, p. 15. 
*"' V. I. Lenin, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Moscow 1952, 

p, 358, 
*i'l'* V. I. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. I, Part I, Moscow 1952, p. 75. 
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Marxis'm, the genudne sodal science, was established 
by Marx 1and Engels ;and further developed' lby L<enin 1and 
St,alin. It is 1a scientific enundation of the vital inter­
ests of the working ·cliass !and consNtutes its scientific 
poliuioal ideology. This p:arNsan scienoe came into being 
as ,a neg1ation of the oapitalist b:asis and its superstruc­
ture. Under socialism, MaTxist politioal, leg1al, ,aesthetic 
and philosophiaa'l views ·constitute the superstructure on 
the soc.ialist basis, which they •refl·ect 1and for whose fur­
ther consolidation 1and development they work. Marxism 
oame into •existence 1as 1a r·esult of the progr·ess of science, 
including philosophy, in the pTeceding period. It took the 
rational kernel (el·em-ents of the J,albour theory of v1alue) 
of the ·dassical English !bourgeois poLitical ·e·conomy, the 
nationail kernel of di1al·edks (the theory of dev·elo:pm·ent 
and change) from Hegel's philosophioal system, etc. 
M·eanwhile bourgeois sodal sdence, i.e., the v1arious 
bourgeois sodal 1and politic:al theories intended to pro­
tect ,and ser~e the capitalist ibasis, is eHmdnated 1along 
with the elimi'l11ation of t:he l•atte>r. 

As for specilal ihourg·eois economk ;and thisto-rlical in­
vestigaHons, M1arxism m•akes use only of their dch store 
of f,actural im1ateri1al, ·disoar.ding the !bourgeois pseudo­
sci·entific theories intrinsically opposed to ·Marxis·m. 

The discovery and utilization of the economic and so­
ciological laws affecting the interests of classes meet with 
the frenzied opposition of the reactionary forces, while 
the progressive classes promote the discovery and uti­
lization of the objective laws of social development. 

Socilal sdenoes 1are 1an instrument nf cliass struggle. 
They cannot be neutral to classes and the class struggle, 
and being the embodiment and substantiation of politi­
cal and legal views, of the ideology of classes, they per­
form functions of t'he sup·erstrudure. 

H is different with natunal sdenc•e. A reflection of na­
ture, 1a sdence treating of its Jorc·es 1and l1aw-governed 
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proc-esses, 'it w.as born of the nee·ds of producing ,m,aterial 
wealth, of developing technology 1and subjug~ating to so­
ciety the el·em·ental forces of nature. 

Defining the connection between n.atunal sdence ;and 
production, Engels wrote: 

"The successive development of the separate branches 
of natural science should be studied.-First of all, astron­
omy, which, if only on account of the seasons, was ab­
solutely indisp·ens.able for p!asto·nal and 1agrkultural peo­
ples. Astronomy can only develop with the aid of mathe­
matics. Hence this also had to be tackled.-Further, at a 
cert1ain st,age of agriculture 1and ·in eeri:Jain regions (ra.is­
ing of water ,for irrigation 'in Egypt), and esp•eoi1ally 
with the origin of towns, big building structures .and the 
dev·elopm·ent of !handkna'fts, mechanics also 1arose. This 
was soon nee•ded !also for navigation and war.---,More­
over, 'i:t requires the 1ai:d' of mathem,atics 1and so··promotes 
the l1atter's development. Thus, from the very :b-eginning 
the origin 1and' develop:m,ent of the sdenoes has iheen de­
termined lby p-roduction."* 

Such was the c.ase in tihe anci·ent world. The decline 
and fall of slave society was attended by a decline of 
culture and science. The early centuries of feudalism 
s1aw the persecution olf soientific thought •and the com­
plete sw,ay of religious obscurantism, theology tand 
s·chol1asticism. But, !Engels wrote, after the darkness of 
the Middle Ag·es science is relborn with r·enewed vigour, 
and .ag·ain it is t·o production that \Ve owe this ·mdnade. 

Toric·elli's hydrost.atic.s :arose out of the pnadical need 
to Pegul~ate :mountain streams in ·l't,a·ly (Lomhardy), from 
the need for hydrotechnioal projects. 

Genuine progr·es·s in eloctridty !began ,after it had !been 
already utilized in pnadioe for the needs of production. 
It is the demand for technie<al progress that stimul;ates 

* F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, Moscow 1954, p. 247. 

23 



the ·development of natunal .sciences 1and engineering 
directly conneded with production. 

Hence, it is one of the features of natural science-the 
strm ~ot1al of knowledge of the laws of nature, of physidal, 
chemtoal ~and other properties of things-that, distinct 
from :the superstructure, it is connected wifh production 
1and its processes not only tlhrouah the lbiasis but also 
d. I t::. ' 1rect y. 

. Unli~·e ~nediev1al ha.nd:ienafts, modern lbig industry both 
m ·capitalist 1and socialist society, is based on the con­
scious 1a pp lioation of natunal soi·enee of the .frllli'ts of 
sc~ence. It could not live a single day ~ithout em,ploying 
.science. This is particul~arly t~rue of such industfi.es ~as 
machine-hlliHding, ele.ctrioal engineering, the chemic1al, 
war, cnal-mining, oil 1and other industri,es. 

Soda! scienees and the 1apprehension of t'he l1aws of 
social development ~enable t'he working dass, ,as sodetv's 
'adv1anced class, to exert 1a conscious influence on the 
course of soda! development with the a'im of la·chi·evina 
ta socialist revoluNon 1and, suhs·e·quently, of buil·ding- so~ 
ci.alism 1and communism. Refl.eding the I1aws of n~ature, 
natunal sdence enables society to sulbjuQrate nature's 
elem·ental forces-the wind, heat, steam :and electrkity; 
to utHize 1atomic energy 1and tihe mechanioal, physioal 
and chem:iCial properties of 1J111atter. 

Natural science, including 1mech.anks, · physks, c~hem­
istry :and 1agrobiology, !has sum,med up the wealth of prac­
tioal production ·exp-erience aceumul1ated 'by 'mankind. 
0'arx oaHed s·cience the universal sp,iritu1al product of so­
cial development, or the product of general historical de­
velopment as expressed in its abstract result. Whereas 
the pradioal J,albour ~exp~erience of the 1artisJan, ·or peas­
~ant, is very limit·ed, primitive and routdne, ·emibodied in 
l1a1bour pnadkes, habits ~and customs that 1are p1assed on 
from g-enenation to g;enenafi.on, from f~ather to son, sdence 
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concentrates and sdentific:ally genenalizes the best 
.achi,ev·ements of the whole of lmlankind. 
· It is one of the features of advanced science based on 

theoretical thought, that it not only sums up mankind's 
past experience, but blazes new trails on the strength of 
this experience both in science itself, and in technology, 
and the productive forces as a whole. The discovery of 
steam-power, electricity, and atomic energy, of new 
chemical elements, new deposits of ores 1and miner.als, 
~and their use·ful physical and chemical proP'erties-:all 
this demonstr,ates t'he pot·ency of 1adv1anced science :and 
its part in the development of the productive forces . 

Describing the devdopment of ~eapit.alist produd:on, 
.l'vl1arx wrote: "H1and in hand with this centr:albaUon, or 
this ~expropri,ation of m1any capit,alds:ts by few, dev·elop, 
on an ever-extending scale, the co-operative form of the 
labour-process, the conscious technical application of 
science."* 

Under monopoly oapitalism, the monopolies pl.aoe im­
p·ediments ~in the w1ay of scientific progress 1and obstruct 
the util-iz!ahon of inv·entions that do not l·ead to the en­
riehment of capitalists. But large-scale production in the 
epoch of imperialism as well cannot exist without apply­
ing scientifi·c ~diat1a in industry Ja,nd 1agdculture. The in­
creas·e in the production of surplus-value also depends 
on the progress 01f sd·ence 1and technology. And the pro­
ductivHy of l~a!bour, N1arx wrote, attends the progress of 
science 1and technology. 

Especilally grea.t is the role ,and 1applicaUon of sdence 
under sooia1ism 1and in the period of tr,ansiHon to com­
·munism. All of society-from material production and the 
economic basis to tihe superstructure-·is !built 1and devel­
oped with the conscious application of all the achieve-

* K. . Marx, Capital, Vol. I, Moscow 1954, p. 763. 
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ments of science, the l1aws of development of nature 1and' 
society. 

It is one of the features of the superstructure that it 
furnishes society with definite ideas and sets up corre­
sponding institutions. Natur.al sd•enoe ,also ·elabonates 
ideas 1and theories, studies 1and defines the l1aws and prin­
ciples that reflect the .actual •rel1aUons ,and c·onnedions ibe­
tween things 1and phenomena. But natural science, ,ap­
plied tecihnioal sdenoes-m·echanks, mechanical engi­
neering, physi·cs., chemistry, pedology 1and agrolbiology­
and ·all other sciences 1applied in production, give rise 
not only to j,deas •and theoretioal prinoiples, but help to 
design novel machines, new types of pr10ducts, mew 
v.arieUes of pl!an~s .and animals. Geologists. survey 1and 
discov•er new minemal wealth, deposits of ore, ;m,inenals 
and precious met1als, and pl1a1Ce them 1at the service of 
m1an. According to ·Marx, ev·ery Jadv,ance •in the field of 
chemistry multiplies the number of useful substances and 
useful applioat•ions ·of subst1ances .a'lready known. 

With the .ai·d of modern progressiv·e sdence, oonst1antly 
promoting its progress, Soviet scientists 1and engineers 
constructed hundreds of new types of m1a•chines, machine­
tools and turbines; Soviet chemists discovered new 
types of raw materials (certain kinds of plastics), and 
substitutes not found in a natural state. 

Modern chemistry succeeded in converting soHd fuel 
(coal) into liquid fuel; hundreds of useful products are 
produced from petroleum. Mankind owes all this to pro­
gressive science. 

In t'he fi·el·d of agrobiology the great Mic:hurin, his 
pupils and followers, have evolVf~rl new varieties of 
pl•ants, striving to incr·ease the yields of .agricultural 
crops. Promoting progressive sdence, Sovi·et soil exp·erts 
seek to raise the fertility of so:il. 

The tnansition from oapitalism to sodaHsm signifies 
maximum co-operation between science and production. 
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The f.or·emost Soviet sdentists oomlhat 1any isolation of 
sdence from production 1and pnadioal experience, and 
striv·e for the closest possible ,all-round ties betw·een 
science and production. 

Any gulf between s·denoe and production is 1anoma­
Ious. Capit1alism .applies the l1aws of natunal sdence in 
large-scale industry and partly in agriculture to inten­
sify exploit1ation O'f the working cliass, lbut in virtue of its 
antagonis.Uc nature and the ever-increasing antithesis 
between ment1al .and phys•ioal l,abour, it -constantly widens 
the gulf between the working p·eople-sodety's princi­
pal productive force-and science. 

a is ·only sodalis·m land com,munism that Jbridg·e this 
gulf lby eff-ecting a close 1alldtance of sdence and l•abour 
and r~a•ising the .cultunal 1and professional lev·el of the 
working people. 

The -development of production .and' the productive 
forces of socialist society, and the progress of natural 
science, have much in common: both aim at the subjuga­
tion of nature's elemental forees to the interests of so­
oi1al progress, . 1and their utilizabion by society. In the 
capitalist antagonistic social formation, production 
emerges as the production of surplus-value, and natural 
science serves the capitalist and the cause of producing 
more .surplus-VJalue. 

Under sodalism, however, where •the 1anbagonism .and 
the anf.ithesis between mental :and physioal l:abour !are 
eliminated, the unity of science .and production 1m1anifests 
its·elf i:o the full. 

This dkect bond of the natural sciences 1and engineer­
ing and production, rev•e,als the distindion between these 
~:)flancihes of sdence ,and the ideologioal superstructure, 
which serves the basis and is only indirectly connected 
with production through the basis. 

Natunal soience 'and its I.aws can eqlllally well s,erve 
both capitalist and socialist production; both the purposes 
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of capitalist exploitation and pursuit of capitalist profits, 
and the object of raising the material well-being of the 
workin g people and satisfying their constantly rising 
material and cultural requirements; both the destructive 
designs of the imperialist aggressors and the creative, 
socialist work of the Soviet people. 

In the Soviet country :Pasteur's great discovery serves 
to comlbat dis,elas,es 1and epidemics, 1and ~in the hands o.f 
the Ameriean 1imperialists preparing 13 lbaderiologic~al 
w,ar, it is 1a m·eans of exterminating thouSJands ,and mil­
Hans of people. 
' Euclid's geometry, evolved in sl1av·e sodety, equally 
serves !both capitalis't 1and soci:alis·t production. In this 
respect natural science to some extent resembles engi­
neering and machinery. Under capitalism natural sci­
ence, like m1achinery, ·confronts the work·ers 1as ,3 'hostile 
force, 'a force wielded by C!apitalists. 1Marx s1aid that the 
division of l1ahour under capH1alism turns 1m·ental ,and 
physkal l.a!bour into deadly foes: " ... As in the natural 
body head 1and hand w1ait upon e1ach other, so the !labour­
process unites ~the lalbour of the hand with that of the 
:head. La1ter on they p:art company 1and even become 
deadly foes."* 

L,arge-soale industry -is·ol1ates scienoe from l'abour 1as 
,an independent poten'ti,al ,of production, 1and m:akes it 
·S·erve capit1al. Accordingly, .Marx ·describes sdence 1as 
one of the foroes of production, one of its potentials set 
,apart, in virtue of the ,antagonisbic nature of the oapit1al­
·ist ·mode of production, 1as 1an :indep·encfent foPce hostile 
1o the workers. 
· Gapit1al employs m~achines, ~engineering, scientific in­
ventions and science as means of subjugating the work­
ing class, as instruments of exploitation and domination. 

• K. Marx, Capital, Vol. I, Moscow 1954, p. 508. 
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Science i:s ir1tend:e·d to lighten the l1abour and living 
oonditions of ~millions of people, to extend their sw.ay 
over nature and its elem,ental forces, 1and \broaden their 
·int.eUeduial soope. · Under oapHalism, however, science in 
the hiands of the :bourg·eoisie has ibe.come .a force of suib-
1uga.tion, exploit1ation and destruction. 

. Marx wr()te " ... At the s1am-e pa·ce that m.ankind m!as­
ters nrature, 1m1an seems to be,come ens.l,av·ed to other men 
or to !his own infamy. Even the pure light of science 
seems unable to shine but on the dark background of 
ignorance ... This · antagonism between modern industry 
and science on the one ·hand, modern ~mi.s·ery 1and disso­
.Jution on the other hand; · this .antagonism between the 
productive powers, and the .soci!al relations of our epoch 
is ·,a f1act, p1alpable, ·overwhelming, 1and not to lbe con­
troverted.''* 

The mom·entous discoveries in the dom:ains of natur:al 
sdenc·e should serve for · creaNng ,and ·developing the 
productive foriCes, to 1augment to the m1aximum the wealth 
of m1ankind. 

Today beliicose imperialism is attempting to utilize 
great scientific discoveries, made by the genius of man, 
as a means for destroying the achievements of world 
culture. The reactionary, imperialist camp, headed by the 
United States, threatens the nations with the atom bomb. 
It is the duty .of the peace-loving peoples of the world to 
curb the warmongers and fashion such social relations 
that would place the supreme achievements of human 
genius, the great . scientific discoverie?, at the service of 
the people for the production of material wealth for 
peaceful purposes. 

It is only under sodalism that science serv·es the entire 
people. Only in. socialist society is the antithesis between 

* K. Marx and F. Engels, S<Jlected Works, Vol. I, Moscow 1955, 
pp. 359-60. . 



mental 1anrd physical J,albour .albolished 1and sdence lights 
the way to a cultural and professional upsurge of tens 
of millions of peorpl·e. 

On the strength of fhe soci.alisit rel1ations of produc­
tion the .for1ces of nature ,a,re subJect to the will of free 
m·en. The pro1ound prophecy of the founders of Marxism 
is onming true that people would ibecome t:he real mas­
ters of nature only ,after they lbeoa.me masters of their 
own sociial Tel,ations. 

In the U.S.S.R. the latest achievements of science and 
engineering are utilized in the construction of further 
giant hydroelectric stations supplying ciheap erectri'C 
·power to tindustry 1and agriculture. 

Science---.;the captive and sl1av'e o.f oa:pitalism-is re­
liev:ed of its fetters in sodalist society ,and fnr the first 
time in history :it 1is 1a free ,and vigorous force reunited 
with p'bysiaal l1a1bour. Consequently, the role of science 
has increased enormously and is to grow still greater. In 
the U.S.S.R. science is introduced on an ever-increasing 
scale 1into 1all sphe1res of production and into !all fi·elds of 
soci!al life. 

The .future o'f sodalist fndus'try Hes in the conversion 
of factories and plants into huge scientific laboratories 
where millions of workers of communist society, having 
risen to the level of engineers and technicians, will apply 
the best achievements of human knowledge to operate vast 
systems of highly-productive .m,a·chines; they will produce 
1an 1abundance of m1ater:ial wealth and s.imulttaneously 
blaze new paths in science and engineering. Even at 
present we oan olbserve numerous inf1ant shoots cf com­
!fll:Unism, 1and they multiply fr·om d1ay to day. 

But not only ~the social,ist plants ,and f,actories, col­
lective f1arms .and s·tate f,arms, will assume new propor­
tions. Physioal, c:hemkal, hiologie~al and other l1abona­
tories will likewise turn into large-scale enterpris~s 
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.equipp,ed with complex machinery openated by 1an ,army 
of scientf:ists who will wres~t from nature ever new secrets 
rand ,discover more and :more Df its laWS'. 

In !bourgeois society, where prro·duction .facilities 1are 
used only in p.art, wheroe f1adories 1and pl1ants close -down, 
the acreage under cultivation shrinks 1and crops 1are de­
str·oyed, the aapit,alists 1are ·int·er,ested in developing 
science 1and const,ructing new 1ma·chines .1and 'machine­
tools of great·er productivity only to t:he extent that 
1augurs rpDo.fit; iif, reversely, new [lltaoehinery does not give 
:promise of increased profits, oapit1alism oppos·es inno­
vations and resorts to hand labour. In bourgeois coun­
tfi.es i·t is prim1arily the pursuit of ·capit,alist profit that 
engenders land stimulates the progr.ess orr science. 

Today the development of science in capitalist coun­
tries is determined by the basic economic law of modern 
oapitalism. The major f,eatures 1and requirements of this 
:law 1are the securing of the 1m1aximum capitalist profit 
through the exploitation, ruin and impoverishment of the 
·majority of the population of the country in question, 
through the enslavement and systematiC robbery of the 
peoples of other countries, especially backward countries, 
and, lastly, through wars and militarization of the nation­
al economy, which are utilized for the obtaining of the 
·highest profits. 

· S10toialis·m has created limitless opportunities for the 
all-round development of science and the productive 
forces. In socialist society science serves the people. It 
is ins·ep1analbly conneded with the people, ,and all the 
peopl·e 'are interested in its progress. For this reason in 
the U.S.S.R. not only professional scientists but millions 
of workers and collective farmers take part in develop­
ing sden·oe. 

Under socialism, the progress of science, like a11 
social development, is subordinated to the basic 
etonomic J,aw 10f socialism whos·e essential features 1and 
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requirements are the securing of the maximum satisfac­
tion of the constantly rising material and cultural require­
ments of the whole of society through the continuous 
exp~ansion 1and perfection of sodalrist production on the 
basis of higher techniques. 

Insomuch as natural science supplies the knowledge 
of the .objective laws of nature, which are independent of 
man's will, it does not contain any class or partisan 
elements. There is nothing suggestive of such elements 
in, SJay, the terms of Euclidian geom·etry, or in the l1aws 
discov,ered lby Lomonosov or .Mendeleyev. 

However, besides objective l1aws !and ob}ective huths 
verified 1and proved in pr1adice, sdence also cont1ains 
their theoretical interprebation and general philosophic!al 
·deductions ~dnawn from t'hes'e laws-in shorrt, there ,are 
1also the philosophioal 1and ideological principles of 
science. These gener,al t'heoretk!al 1and philos·ophioal de­
ductions, 1as well as the interpret,aNon of l1aws, express 
directly the world outlook of the cliasses, and may lbe 
either materialist and scientific, i.e., true, or idealist and 
metaphysical, i.e., non-scientific. 

Progress,ive, true sdence has 1alW1ays lbeen mlateri;al­
ist 1and 'nadic,ally opposed to idealism ,and rellgion. Due 
to the decay of oapitalism, the dominant trend in the 
science of pr~es·ent-diay Jbour,geois society is reactionary 
1and proceeds kom rea·dionary principles of idealist 
philosophy. Tlhe 'bourg,eoisie· 1and its learned l1ackeys in­
fuse science with mysticism and idealism. 

It is commonly known that such an outstanding dis­
covery in physics as the electron stands as one of the 
countless substantiations of the infinity of human knowl­
edge. This discovery furnishes additional proof of the 
trueness and authenticity of dialectical materialism. 
Bourgeois reactionary physicists, however, sought to 
curry f,avour with the dergy !by dr,awing on Machism­
~n idealist philosophical system-for unscientific, ideal-
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ist conclusions from this great scientific discovery. Tihey 
made out that it testified, 1as it wer·e, to the subJectivity 
of knowledge, the non-existence of objective laws, the 
"disappearance of matter," and the like. Equally ideal­
istic in their interpretation of Einstein's theory of rel,a-· 
tivity, !bourgeois reacNonary physicis,ts crown their folly 
with •assertions about tihe finitude of the univers·e and the 
electron's freedom of will, ek. 

Analyzing the crisis of physics in !bourgeois society, 
Lenin wrote: 

"'In a word, the 'physietal' idealism of today, just as 
the 'physiological' idealism of yesterday, merely means 
that one school of natural scientists in one branch of 
natunal science has slid into a reactionary philosophy, 
1being unable to rise directly ,and at once from met1aphys-

. k:al matmi1alism to dial·ecUoal .m,ateri,alism. This step is 
being m1ade, 1and will be illliade, 'by imodern physics; lbut 
it is ,m,aking ,for the only true method and the only true 
philosophy of natunal sdence not directly, lbut iby zig­
zags, not consciously but instinctively, not clearly per­
ceiving its 'final goal,' but drawing closer to it groping­
ly, hesitatingly, and sometimes even with its back turned 
to it. Modern physics is in travail; it is giving birth 
to dialectical materialism. The process of childbirth is 
p1ainful. And in 1addition to a living healthy !being, there 
1are bound to !he produced certain dead products, refuse 
fit only for the g:arlhage-heap. And the entir·e school of 
phys·kal ide~alism, the entire empirio-critkal philosophy, 
together with empirio-symbolism, empirio-monism, tand 
so on, and so for:th, ,must be reg1arded 1as such refuse!"* 

At the s1ame tim·e Lenin stressed that the crisis in 
physics was not only 1a consequence of the advance of 
science and the breaking up of ofd concepts; but that it 

* V. I. Lenin, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Moscow 1952, 
pp. 325-26 .. 
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was also a crisis brought about by the decay of capital­
.ism 1and the perni·cious influence of the .reactionary, ideal­
ist philosophy dominant in oapit.alist society. 

Where the working· class 1and socialist socdety none­
theless utilize discoveries made by bourgeois scientists 
·in the s:~heres of _physics .and chemistry, they oast 1away 
every allen, reactwnary and metaphysical element intro-
duced into science :by the !bourgeois scientists. Lenin 
:wrote: "Not a single one of these professors, who KJ.re 
aap.able of m1aking very V1aluable contributions :in the 
speci!al fiel·ds of chemistry, history, or physics, can be 
trusted one iota when it comes to philosophy."* 

As we see, Marxism teaches us to distinguish in bour­
geois sdence, ,and particularly in !bourgeois nat!unal sd­
-ence, the speoific dat!a, verified and proved in pnactice 
the objective knowledge of the actual law-governed 
natural phenomena, from idealistic .philos.ophiCial prin­
ciples perv~ading that .scienc·e. 
· Ther·e is no inner ·Connecti·on between true sdence and 
its discoveries, on the one hand, and idealism, on the 
other. They are antipodal. Only bourgeois reactionaries 
and obscurantists try to establisl) an inner bond be­
tween scientific discoveries in, say, physics and idealistic 
nonsense. True science 'has !been, 1and ~always will ibe, 
~nternally connected with mtateri,alism only: intrinsioally 
It can the nothing but m1ateri,alist. 
' By virtue of its philosophi·c.al 1and ideologioal prin­
dpl-es, natunal science, 1and not only social sdences, is 
of 1a class and partiS!an nature in 1a dass society. M·odern 
physics, chemistry, physiology, biology 1and ev·en such 
an exact science as mathematics, have, therefore, become 
the field of embittered battle between progressive and 
reactionary scienc~. and their respective representatives, a 

* V. J. Lenin, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism Moscow 1952 
p. 357. ' ' 
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battle of mtaterf,alism against idealism, of di1alectics 
ag1ains.t meta.physics. ·In the final ,analysis this struggle 
reflects the struggle of classes. 

The stlfuggle of Soviet Michurinist biologists headed 
by T. Lysenko against the Mendelist-Morganists, of the 
followers of I. P1avlov 1ag1ainst .reactionary, i.dealistic 
schools of physiology, of Soviet physicists ,a Diainst the 
idealistic vaciHations of some of the:ir ooJl.ea~es, and 
~he str·ug.gle 1ag1a~inst the id:ealistk theory of resonance 
Ir:t chemistry-all this :is 1a fight 1against the infi.uence of 
the. re~cti·?Diary bourgeois ideology, 1a fight to uphold the 
soci1allst Ideology, 1and progressive science. 

IDi!ale~tioal.matePil~lism is the only reHable, stable :and 
au~henbc philosophical foundation of modern natural 
science. ~nly. this scientific philosophy shows the right 
way of scientific progress. This is proved by the out­
st~ndi~g d~scoveries of Soviet physicists, biologists, 
microbiOlogists and physiologists. They conclusively 
confirm the profound truth of the infinity of human 
knowl·edge. 

The Communi'st garty, wihich inspires Soviet sden­
tists to daring r·evoluHonary exploits in science, teaches 
that progressi~e, Soviet science shoul·d serve the people, 
:and n?t shut ttsel.f off from the people. 

S?viet progressive science, aware of the significance 
of hme-honoured traditions, skilfully utilizes them in the 

·~nteres,ts of developing science. At the s1ame Hme, follow-
1ng the ex1ample :of ·Marx, iEngels, Lenin and St:alin, thos·e 
great men of science, Soviet scientists are not slaves of 
these established traditions. They boldly break up obsolete 
traditions, injunctions, formul1as 1and postubtes, 1and 
b~aze ne.w trails in science. This is also testified by the 
dtscovenes made by Soviet scientists in physics, biology 
and agrobiology. -

What conclusion oan :be dnawn then about science ~as 
a form of so cia I consciousness? 
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Natural :science emerges from the requirements of 
production, practice and technology. It develops 
along with production, it is _connected with produc­
tion and directly influenoes .its progress. This science 
cran equ:ally serve ·· h6th capitalist 1and sodalist produc~ 
tion. It ds not destroyed with the: ·disra:pp·eananoe oL .the 
old basis and the emergenc:e .of 'a new basis._ It is neces­
sary, therefore, to combat ·. all _simplifiers and vulgarizers 
alleging that both Euclid's -geometry, and mechanics and 
engineering, bear a class character, · and that a proletar­
ian geometry should replace slave and feuda.l · geom_e~ry, 
and proletarian · physics replace. bourge01s ~physics. 
This was propagated by the Machian Bogdanov and 
his followers, who denied the objective truth and be­
lieved truth to be nothing more than organized and har­
monized social experience; and that sincP the experience 
o~ the bourgeoisie ,and the pr.olet!arirat diff·ered, their truth 
and science ralso diffe:red. 

The Machians are enemies of socialism. The Commu­
nist Party waged a relentless and irreconcilable fight 
against them. At present there are no Machians in the So­
viet Union, but vulgarizers and Talmudists, dogmatists 
and simplifiers are not yet extinct. It is against them that 
the Communist Party carries on an ideological struggle. 

The problem just discussed, of science and its rela­
tion to production, the basis and the superstructure, and 
its role in social life, is of oardinal theoretkral rand pnac­
tical significance. The rattitude to the scientific heritage 
of the p,ast depends on .a corr·ed theoretical :appnaisal of 
the connection between science on the one hrand, and 
production, the !basis 1and superstructure, ·on the other. 
This ~attitude cran be either ranarchist, nihilistic, Machian­
Bogdanovite, or Marxist-Leninist. · . 

Socialist society inherits, assi·milrates rand preserves the 
great a·chi·evemoents of mankind in the r•e,alm of science 
and effects their further developrn·ent. rEvery scienoe, 
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however, including natural science, has its philosophical 
and ideological foundation, its theoretical interpretations 
of existing J,aws, rand conclusions drrawn fr.om them. 
This theoretical, philosophical foundation can be either 
materi:alist and progressive, or id·ealist and reactionrary. 
This rasped of science is of 1a superstructunal !and dass 
cha rra ct·er. 

Soviet sd·ence raceepts Newton's l1aw of .gravity, but 
disoards his .assertion albout the divine primrary impuls•e. 
Sov·iet sdence defends :O.arwin's theory .f,rom attacks by 
obscurantists, Amerioan and British reactionrari•esrand the 
clergy, hut it rejects thos:e elements of it tlhat rare infus~ed 
with bourgeois ideology - (elern·ents of Malthus.i1anism, 
etc.). 

The present-day Morgianist-Mendelis·t biologioal theo­
ries rare .far from !being ,a science; they ,are nothing fbut 
idealistic and met•aphysicral ·conjectures of · !bourgeois 
olbscur:antists. These con}ectures 1and self-styled theories 
are rejected by Sovi·et science as pseudo-scientific. 

The force of Michurin's discoveries lies in their 
!benefit to practice, production 1and the developrn·ent of 
the producti\lie forces. 'Ilhe W.eism1annist-Morg1anis.t-.Men­
de list theory,. 1meanwhile, is rabs:olutely sterile. 

It is the vital duty of Soviet scientists to combat un~ 
compromisingly all bourgeois reactionary idealistic and 
metaphysical theories and influences. 

* * * 

Let us now consider the problem of aesthetic or artistic 
vi·ews, of ,art and litenature. Firstly: are the concepts 
"artistic views" and "art'' identical? As a matter of fact, 
they rare not quite identical, nor ·coincident. Artistic vievvs 
are prifnarily embodied and express·ed in art, but they 
'also exist in th~ minds of mHlions of people. Artistic 
views rq.re ,at the same tim.era definite attitude towa,rds 
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.art itself, toWiards works of .art, !and 1a definite 1attitude 
towards tihe beautiful, tow1ards the relation of 1art to real­
ity, and its role in social life. Brought into being by 
a definite economic system, artistic views are a super­
structure on this system. They are cultivated in the peo­
ple :by works of art and litenature, lbook reviews and 
'aesthetic theories. 

Aesthetic vi·ews ar·e •i·n V1arying deg.rees inher:ent in 
ev•eryone, althou~h not :all people, lby f1ar, .creat·e works 
of 1art. Natuif,ally enough, ihowever, the 1aesthetic views, 
ideas 1and principles dominant in 1a given s·ociety ar·e most 
fully expressed and embodied in works of art and litera­
ture. In this sense, art and literature, the embodiment 
end expression of the 1aesthetic views reigning in a given 
society, constitute 1a superstructure. 

Tihe ,aest!heti·c vi,ews, ideas, theories 1and .princ·ipl·es 
foster·ed 1by a definite economic !hasis, exercise 1a guiding 
influence upon the development of ~art 1and litenature in a 
given society. Aesthetic, or artistic, views can be either 
progressive or reactionary, realistic or formalistic. They 
can be either optimistic and sanguine, like those of so­
cialist realism prevailing in the U.S.S.IR., or decadent and 
pernicious, lik<e those in the ~u .. s.A. and other capit1alist 
countri·es. 

The !aesthetic ideas ~domi111ant 'in modern lbourg;eois 
society are reactionary, .decadent .and 1anti -1realistic, view~ 
ing 1art 1as 1a m·eans of spiritually sulbjugiating the work­
ing people 1and rnurturing obedient slav·es. These 
"aesthetic" bourgeois views 1are 1anti-democr1atic 1and 
misanthropic in character. 

Modern bourgeois art is pseudo-art. In an effort aimed 
at destroying the will of the working people to fight 
capitalism, demoralizing them, and diverting their at­
tention from the urgent tasks of the revolutionary strug­
gle for socialism, peace and genuine democracy, it 
plays the part of a vehicle of imperialist reaction. 
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Deaadent ,m.od·ern bourg.eoi·s art, including literature, 
prop1ag,abes reactionary, anti-d·emocratic, !anti-scientific 
ideas and superstitions; ·it preadhes. predla'tory w1ar, cos­
mopolitanism and individualism; it sows ~ee~s of con­
tempt for man and life, inculcates beastly mshncts, and 
proclaims being to be accidental. . 

A great many progressive men of cultu:e 1n t~e cap­
italist countries oppose the forces of reachon whtch are 
~eady to engage the nations in an aton:ic ~ar.. To. them 
Soviet literature and art are sources of tnsptrahon m the 
struggle for a progressive development of their national 
cultures. On the other hand, Soviet men of culture develop 
the best traditions of world literature and art. 

The .cllassioal 19th-century art of critkal realism 
brought home the truths of life ~nd~ ·Cultivated the spirit 
of humanism and lofty moral pnnctples. But the banner 
of modern bourgeois art is amorality. The classical, real­
istic art championed reason, science and enlightenment. 
Bu1 modern !bourgeois art is 1an 1apology of irr,ationalism, 
of t'he "suib-oonsdous" 1and tihe instinctive. According to 
surrealism-the current vogue in bourgeois art-the 
more meaningless the work, the higher its "merits." 

This lbourcreois art is ,an expr·e·ssion 1a:nd reflection of 
b 'h . the capitalist ihasis and its superstructure. T e m•eanmg-

less, misshapen decadent art and literature ar~ a .counter­
part of the senselessness and ugliness of capttahsm. 

Actively opposed to the degnading ,art of t~e ruling 
classes in capitalist countries are such progress1v~ work­
ers at art and literature as Howard Fast, Jack Lmdsay, 
Louis Aragon, James Aldridg·e, Plalblo Nerudla and m1any 
others, who 1are ideologically bound with tihe Hheroation 
movem,ent of the working p~eopl·e and the strug.gle for 
peace and democracy, and uphold realistic, national, 

p·eople's .art. . . . . 
Deaadent, r·eactionary 1a·esthehc vtews were wt.d~spread 

in tsarist Russia, finding expression iri the reachonary, 
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decadent and anti-realistic "art" of formalists, cubists 
and symbolists. 

With the abolition in the 'U.S.S.R. of the capitalist 
basis and its replacement by the socialist basis, aesthet­
ic, or artistic, views also underwent a radical change. 

Gone forever are the deCiadent bourgeois ideas and de­
genenate, steriJ.e· music and P'ainting (outside of some 
surviVlals in this sphere tihat still have to ibe combated). 
They have been replaced by the aesthetic views of social­
ist .realism which, firmly rnoted and wi·d€spread, find ex­
pression 1and embodiment in works of Soviet art 1and 
litenature. 

Sovi·et socialist 'art and Iitenatur.e express the most 
advanced ideas of our time, the ideas of socialism and 
communism. Born of the socialist basis, Soviet art 
and literature reflect it and serve its consolidation a.nd 
development. 11hey oonstitute tan integnal part of the so­
dalist superstructure. 

Soviet sociaHst tart 'and litenatur·e ,aJ.ie the ex,ad oppo­
site of tihe whole of modern bourgeois Iitenature 1and 1art. 

Hence, we cart see t'hat art /belongs to the superstruc­
ture, being the utterance and embodiment of the artistic 
views of the ruling class 1at 1a definite historioal period, 
of views originated by a given basis. 

With the 1abolHion ,and dis1appeanance of the ihasis of ,a 
definite :historical p·eriod, its superstructure is likewise 
kilbolished, and ·disappears. The r~eacNonary, deoadent 
aesthetic views widesprea·d in bourgeois society .and ex­
pr·ess·ed· in J.ie.adionary bourgeois 1art, views !born of the 
rotten oapitalist lbtasis, will dis:appear together with this 
basis, much like the aesthetic views of the Russian feudal­
serf society perv,ading the works of Bulgarin, ;I(ukolnik, 
Grech and other advocates of tsarist autocracy. But far 
from disappearing with the feudal-serf society which gave 
it :birth, · the r·em1arkalble dassioal, · realistic tart of the past 
epoch, is imbued with new life under socialism, ,and 
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c.om·es within reach of the ·m1asses for the first time in 

'history. p hk'· L 
The ,art of Renaiss.anoe 1and the works of us . m, er-

montov Goaol Tolstoy, iRepin, Surikov, Ghnka 'and 
C:haiko~sky ~ot only surviv,ed tlhe aholi~io~ of the ?ld 
basis that a~ave them life, !but 1aHer the soClJal,lst revoluti-on 
these mas~rpiec·es lhav·e for the first time in history !be­
come · the possess ion of mill ions ,and live to !he the source 
of unending a·esthetic delight. In some ways the mome~­
tous works of Russi1an 19th-century d tasslc.al ~rt rem1a~n 
artistically unsurpassed :even to this day, p1arhcultarly m 
,music, P'ainting, 1and partly in lit·enature. . 

In his article L. N. Tolstoy, Lenin wrote that. m. ts~r­
ist Russia Leo Tolstoy was known only to an ~nslgnrf­
icant minority of the population. "To make hts great 
works really accessible to all, it is necessary to fight and 
fight ,agiainst the social sysbem whkh has condem~ed 
millions and tens of millions to ignorance,. op~resston, 
slavish toil and poverty; a socialist revolutwn Is need­
ed."* 

Lenin's prophecy s1aw fulfilment in the victory of the 
proletarian revolution in Russia. , . . 

What L·enin Slaid ,afbout Y,olstoy s works IS true of the 
whole of the magnific·ent Russi1an fine literature, of the 
entir·e ,Russi,an dassioal 1art, tas well :as the works of the 

· art of the peoples of the U.S.S.'R., of the treasur·es of 
world cla·ssieal tart, the tart of Shakespeare 'and Btalzac, 
Beethoven · and Biz·et, Chopin 1and Liszt, Goethe. a~d 
Hein;e. Only the sodalist revolution 1and the soCl!ahst 
system 'has ·m1ade the gr·eat, im.mortal keasur·es of cl.as­
sioal ,art 1accessi'ble to !hundreds of 1millions of workmg 
people, pl1acing taflt tat the servioe of the peopl·e. 

How can it be explained that the ~:eat. works of Rus­
sian and world art survived the abolition 1D the U.S.S.R. 

·* V. 1. Lenin, Articles. on Tolstoy, Moscow 1953, p. 17. 
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of the old lhasis and its corresponding superstructure, the 
,abolition of tihe old, obsolete !bourgeois 1and pre-rbourg;eois 
'aesthetic views 1and their repl,acement !by new, soci!alist 
aesthetic views, and that these works, far from disap­
pearing, are imbued with new vital force, become acces­
sible to the masses, and play a tremendous role in Soviet 
sodal life? 

This is chiefly explained by the fact that, say, the 
Russian classical literature and art of the first half and 
middle of the 19th century did not serve the feudal-serf 
economk system or !basis, though they arose on it. On 
the contrary, the great Russiran cllassieal lit·enature rand 
,art were ,permeated with an ranti-feudalrand critical revo­
lutionary spirit. They did not serve the cause of consol­
idating the feudal basis; they enlisted fighters against 
that basis. 

The creative effort of Pushkin rand Lenmontov, Glink•a 
and Surikov was an enunciation of the same social forces 
as the Decembrist movement. In the realm of philos­
ophy these views were represented by Radishchev and 
Her zen. 

Both Russian classical literature and art, and the 
lfnaterialist philosophy of 'Radishchev, Herzen and, l1ater, 
Belinsky, Ohernysihevsky 1and Dolbrolyulbov, developing 
on the feudal basis, or, more exactly, out of the con­
flict between the new, growing productive forces and the 
moribund feudal relations of production, by no means rep­
resented the superstructure serving the feudal basis, 
thoug·h they were 1a phenomenon of a superstrudunal na­
ture which lbJ,azed the p!ath to the new sodety that was 
on its way to replaoe the .feudal society. 

The works of Grech, Bulgarin, IJ<ukolnik 1and simHar 
apologists of the serf system represented the superstruc­
ture on tihe Jeudral hasis. 

How oan one and the s.ame basis give birtlh to such 
greatly differing phenomena in the r•e1alm of ideology, 
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literature and art? This occurs because both the feudal­
serf and the capitalist basis are sustained by the antag­
onism of opposing classes. In the sphere of ideology, 
for this reason, there arise opposing trends, some defend­
ing the given basis, others directed against it, and un­
dermining it. This occurs when the new productive forces 
come into contradiction with the obsolete relations 
of production; an advanced art and literature appear 
on the scene to represent 1and give expression to the new, 
progressive social forces. 

"Out of the conflict between the new productive 
forces and the old relations of production, out of the new 
economic demands of society, there arise new social 
ideas; the new ideas org,anize 1and mobilize the m1asses; 
the m:asses become welded into a new politic1al ar·my, 
create ,a new r·evolutionary power, 1and :m1ak:e use of it 
to abolish tby force the old system of rel1ations of produc­
tion, and to firmly est.ablish the new system."* 

What has been said here concerning the appearance of 
advanced social ideas, is equally true of aesthetic views 
and i·deas expressed in ,art 1and litenature. 

It is precisely out of the conflict between the new pro­
ductive forces and the obsolescent feudal-serf relations 
thlat there 1arose the 1adV1anoed Russian dassioal litena­
ture and 1art of the 19th century, imbued with the lofty 
sp·irit of serving the country .and the people. 

The secret of the efflorescence of Russian classical liter­
ature and art in the 19th century lay in the profound 
contnadictions of feudal-s·erf society, in the contnadiction 
between the productive forc•es 1and the obsolescent feu­
dal-serf relations, 1and in the profound soci!al-economic 
:and politioal contnadidions of tsarist R.ussi.a. The Rus­
si,an litenature and art of the 19th century were aalled 
into being by the needs of developing the oountry's m'a-

* J. Stalin, Problems of Leninism, Moscow 1954, p. 743. 
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teriral Hfe ,and to help in solving urgent polihcal issues, 
·and ·economic, soci,al 'and politioal contradictions. This 
underl.ay the creative effort of Pushkin and Lermontov 
Gogol tand Turgenev, N·eknasov rand Sialtykov-S:hc'hed:rin: 
Surikov and tRepin, Glinka tand Ohaikovsky. 

It is one of the most i:mport,ant features of realistic rart 
that it repr·esents ta specific form of tan obJective, true 
·appr·ehension of reality-apprehension throuo-h .artistic 
images. This makes art kindred to genuine s~ience, and 
constitutes the ·everl:asting s-ignifioanoe of gre:at, progres­
sive, realistic art. 

It was rEngels who wrote that from Balzac's Human 
Comedy he htacl learned! :more ,about the history of France 
than from the writings on t!he s1am-e p·eriod by tall the 
historLans t:aken together. And this, in spite of B.alztac's 
reactionary political views, in spite of his legitimism. 
Such was the strength of realism. What Engels said 
about Balzac equally applies to the works of Shakes­
peare, and the great Russian art and literature. 

Russian realistic art and literature were a faithful 
·mirror of the old life, ta reflection of its contradictions .an 
artistic •expression ·Of the historioa} t~asks rand raspir,ati,ons 
of the progressive anti-feudal forces and also of the 
hopes and ideals of the broad popular masses. 

One of the mtajor features of the progressive .art and 
Htenature that com·e into existenc-e· :at the turning points 
in world history 1and the :history of nations, is their na­
tional ·chanacter tand their close ties with folk 1art. 

The great Gorky said that real art is always linked 
with folk art, that it draws inspiration from the people and 
makes use of its im:ages, 1airs, melodi·es, f1albles, ek. Pro­
metheus, Don Quixote, Ftaust 1and others, had lived in the 
popular im,agination long !before the tim·e of Aes·chylus, 
.Servant.es •and Goethe. " ... No individual g·enius has pro­
duced tany g·enenaliz.ation that WJas not ibas·ecl on the crea-
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ti~e effort of t1~·e peopl·e, or rany world type th:at had not 
extsted before m _popul1ar frairy-f.ales or legends."* 

T:hes·e ties with the popular creativ·e effort account for 
the vital strength of dassictal art 1and literature. That is 
th.e r·e:ason why th-ey !hav-e outHved their own epoch 1and 
will live on as long as the peoples live, whose ideas 
em?tion.s, aspirations and thoughts they express i~ 
their dtfferent ways. Obliterating and destroyina all 
that is superficial, insignificant, moribund and 

6

reac­
tionary, ruthless time is impotent against the great 
works of the human spirit, intellect and artistic imagina­
tion. 

Glink,a's operras Ruslan and Lyudmila and Ivan Susa­
nin originated on the feudal-s·erf basis, and yet tod.av 
they 1are as ibeautiful1as rat the time when ~hey were corr{­
po~ed. Th.e magnificent overture to Ruslan and Lyud­
mtla contmues to be an inspiring summons to feats of 
daring, heroism 1and counag·e, rousing loftv emotions tand 
nobl-e .ardour. Ivan Susanin kindles a deep, powerful 
sens·e of love {or the homel!and ,and trhe :Russi1an people 
a sense of patriotism. ' 
. It goes without saying that the Soviet audience appre­

ciates Ivan Susanin, Ruslan and Lyudmila and the other 
class·ioal works of 'music quit,e :differently than the 
audience of the time when they were composed. The s~ame 
should be said about the works of Pushkin, Ler-
montov, 6urikov, Repin, 1and Tolstoy. This different .ap­
pr·eci!ation of the mtasterpieces of the 1art and liter:ature 
of the prast is shap-ed by the new sooi1al -conditions of ma­
terial life, by tihe new ideology dominant in Soviet so­
ciety, by the new aesthetic views firmly established in 

the U.S.S.R. 

* M. Gorky, Critical Articles on Literature State Publishing 
House of Fine Literature, Moscow 1937, p. 27. ' 
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Thanks to the genius of Lenin who disclosed the es ­
sence of Tolstoy's ·creative effort, Soviet people under­
stand the works of the great writer more profoundly than 
Tolstoy did himself. And this is true of all the clas­
sical art. 

We speak of the Russi1an nation tas the nation of Lenin 
and Plekhanov, Glinka and Chaikovsky, Surikov tand 
Repin. Tihe giants of Russiran science, tart and litenature 
embody the genius of the Russitan nation. Their creative 
effort gave expression to the progressive national traits 
of the Russian people. The same applies to the classical 
art of other nations. 

Lenin Slaid that within every .nation there rare two cul­
turr·es-progressive, and reactionary. "There tar·e two na­
tions in every modern TI!ation ... ", Lenin wrote in 1913, 
"There are two national cultures in every national culture. 
There is the Great-Russian culture of the Purishkeviches, 
Guchkovs tand Struves-U:mt there is talso the Great-Rus­
si~an .culture that is charaderized tbv the names of Oher­
nyshevsky tand Plekhanov. Tlhere ta~e the same two cul­
tures 1among the Uknainitans, as well ras in Germtany, 
France, England .... "* 

Imtbued with ta love for the people, with democnatic 
ideas and a hatred for serfdom and tsarism, classical art 
belongs above all to the democratic culture of the 
past. 

The works of rPushkin tand Glinka, Gogolrand Tolstoy, 
M~ssorgsky and Chaikovsky, Surikov and 'R·epin, rare the 
pnceless cultunal legacy which we rightfully inherited 
tand preserved from oblivion, ta legacy that for the first 
time in history htas become taocessilble to the people. It 
is only socitalism and the for-ces of sociralism that really 
protect and preserve the treasures of world art. 

* V. I. Lenin, Critical Remarks on the National Question, Mos­
cow I !155, p. 29. 

46 

I 
~ 

When creating the SOCltallSl CUllUl't', .lVlCLlAlw'Ur•.I...J'--"UUUuU& 

teaches, it is essentital to pr•eserv·e tall that is best of the 
progressive culture of the ptast, to learn from its choice 
masters in the spheres of music, art, literature, drama-
turgy, ,etc., in order to be table to surpass their :artistic 
mastership as well. 

Since it expresses .and embodies aesthetic views, art, 
therefore, belongs to phenomena of .a superstrudunal na­
ture. The art of the ruling class is part and parcel of the 
superstructure of a given basis. Artistic views are abol­
ished and disappear along with the moribund basis that 
gave rise to them. By no means, however, does this contra­
dict the ftact that the great clrassioal, realistic tart offer­
ing tan tapprecitation of the artistic values of a definite 
epoch, not only survives, but becomes the treasured pos­
session of the broad popular masses. In new conditions 
this art of the past is differently appreciated, however, and 
its socital mission is quite different to what it wtas in the 
preceding social formtations. 

This explains why the great art 1and litenaturoe ihear an 
undeniably superstructunal chanacter, tand yet, unlike 
re.actiolllary 1art 1and literrature, not only survive, but 
flourish long tafter the conditions that engendered them 
ceasoe to exist. 

Russian classical literature and realistic art, sculpture 
and music, reflect in tartistk images the history of the 
Russitan people, their heroic past, the history of the 
struggle for national independence, rand ta~ainst feudtal 
and capitalist oppression. That is why dassioal progres­
sive realistic tart survives the abolition of the otbsol·es­
cent basis tand its superstructure, tand thrives in the new, 
victorious socialist society. 

The course of the development of Soviet society offers 
eloquent confirmtation to the Marxist prec·ept that the 
coll!apse of oapittalism signifies ran end to mtankind's pre­
history and the prime of its real history, of conscious, 
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planned soci.al development biased on per·ceived objective 
laws consciously applied. The development of Soviet so-
dety is not 'attended by economic cat:astrophes, class con­
flicts, anarchy of production 1and the destruction of the 
.already existing sodal wealth, including the sodal pro­
ductive forces. 

The abolition of the antagonistic capitalist basis built 
upon the exploitation of man by man, the effectuation of 
a full conformity of t:he modern productive forces end 
the socilalist production rel,ations, as well ,as the rise of 
the sod:alist superstructure, have p1aved the W!ay to a 
gr.adUial planned sodalist developoment, eff,eded without 
explosion, on the initiative and under the leadership of 
the socialist state and the Communist Party. 

This new mode of development, this ne\v law-governed 
historical process rev,ealed its·elf in ·coHectiviz,ation-the 
great soci1alist revolution in Soviet :agrkulture-,although 
the 1ant1agonistic ·contra·dictions were still !being r·esolv·ed 
:at the time :between the working dass and the working 
peas1antry, on the one hand, 'and the kul1aks, on the other. 

The revolution in agriculture was carried out in the 
struggle against the kulaks, the most numerous capital­
ist class. After the elimination of this l1ast rrem1aining dass 
opposing soci!alism, 1a.fter the victory of the soci:alist mode 
of production, no !hostile class foroes rem1ained to op­
pose the onward march of society. The victory of social­
ism brought the U.S.S.R. to a new phase of historical de­
velopment, the phase of ·completing the construetion of 
socialis·m and gr:adual tnansition from soci!alism to com­
munism. 

The remaining ·hostile elements and inert forces ,are 
inc1ap,able of seriously impeding the gnadual tnansition of 
society to com!munism. 

The transition from sodalism to communis·m is 1a de­
velopment within one and the same social-economic for­
mation, the communist formation; it is a development from 
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its first, or lower, phase to its higher phas-e. Thi~ tran ­
sition occurs on one and the same economic bas1s-the 
socialist relations of production-and through the over­
coming of non-antagonistic contradict~ons between -~he 
growing productive forces and the relatwns of pr~~uctlon 
that lag somewhat behind these forces. The trans1bon oc­
curs in tihe process of struggle with hostile elements, 
remnants of routed classes and groupings, and in the proc­
ess of further consolidating the moral and political unity 
of Soviet society, of ,fostering fnaterHal co-oper,ation rand 
frirendship 1a!mong the poeoploes of the Soviet Union, Jand 
cultiv~atincr the voivifyincr Soviet patr~iotis·m. An extnaor­
dinarily a~tive rolre in this process fall~ to the soci_a~ist 
superstructure. The transition does not mvolve abollhon 
of the rexistincr power. To the contr1ary, on the strength 
of further -con~olidaHng Soviet power, the soci.alist sttate 
organiz·es, promotes 1and directs this trran_sition. It_ is 
bound up with the development of the domn:ant socl~l­
ist ideology-socialist political, legal, aesthetic and phll­
osophical views-and to struggle to stamp out the sur­
vivals of capitalism in the minds of Soviet peop_le. 

In the past, in antagonistic formations, soc1al prog­
ress signified a growth of antagonisms in all fields­
economic, social, politioal1and spiritu1al. Tlhe development 
of oapitralism deepens the abyss between the rich 1and 
poor, the exploiters 1and exploited, town 1and country, 
m·ental 1and physic.al labour. 

The progress of socialist society also inv?lves a strug-
gle to surmount contradictions and ?ifficulhes, a struggle 
of new, developing elements agamst old, obsolescent 
elements ,and the victory of the new over the old. But 
this eme~crenoe of contradictions :and their solution, raS 
well 1as H~e struggle of new elements :against old, is of 
.an ·essenUally different charnacter. . 

The dev·elopment of the oap.italist 1modre of produdwn 
means 1an :aggravraUon of the conflict between contempo-
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nary productive forces 1and oapitalist r·elations of produc­
tion, 1and ~all the tattendant tantagonisms .and ~antitheses, 
leading ultimately to a revolution that destroys the cap­
italist basis and its superstructure. The further devel­
opment of the socialist mode of production, on the other 
hand, means the solution of incipient contradictions be­
tween the productive forces and the socialist production 
relations. By virtue of the correct policy of the sodalist 
s1:Jate these contnadictions c1annot grow into ta conflict 
between 1ascendant productive forces 1and developing so­
dalist relations of production. The development of the 
socialist mode of production leads to the ·elimination of 
the still ·existing ess·enUal distinctions :between town 1and 
country tand !between ~mental tand physical lta:bour, 1and to 
the further promotion of fraternal co-operation and friend­
ship among the peoples. This new mode of development 
springs from the non-ant1agonistic char:ader of the social­
ist basis 1and the specific role of the sodalist superstruc­
tur·e. Sinc·e the cont.nad'ictions arising in the socilalist 
mode of production are not antagonistic, the socialist 
sup.erstructure 1and, tatbove tall, the sodalist state ~and the 
Cornmunist P.arty, :are cap1a:ble of resolving; iand do re­
solve, them in good time. 

Hence, the progress of soci1alist society tand the tran­
sition from socilalism to communism signify greater unity 
of society in all fields. Private ownership, which under­
lies the slave, feudal and capitalist bases, disunited 
people and placed them under capitalism into rela­
tions of competition with one 1another, into relations of 
struggle of "tall ag1ainst 1all." In sodalist sodety, pro­
gressing toW1ards communism, the ,common ownership 
that underlies the socialist basis, unites and brings to­
gether tens of millions of people. 

In antagonistic formations irreconcilable contradic­
tions and the class struggle were the principal and deci­
sive driving force, in the development ,of society. Under 
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sodalism 1and during the period of gr.adillal tr:ansition 
from sodalism to communism, it is unity of productive 
forces with r,elations of production, 1as well tas the moral 
and political unity, fraternal friendship, co-operation and 
mutual assistance of the peoples, and the ardent Soviet 
patriotism engendered by it, that emerge as the new, 
unprecedented driving forces of development. These driv­
ing forces of socialist societv are immeasurably stronger 
than the driving forces active under capitalism, and en­
sure accelerated progress towards communism. 

The transition of socialist society to the next, higher 
stage of the development of communism, a transition now 
taking place in the Soviet Union, marks a powerful eco­
nomic, social and cultural advance of the new formation 
and fully brings out its potentialities. 

Tlhe Com·munist Ptarty of the Soviet Union is the great 
inspirer, organizer and leader of this irresistible prog­
ress of millions of people towards communism. Its wise 
}eadership stimultates the energy of 1millions, impelling 
them to a creative effort, to heroism and unexampled ex­
ploits. It disdoses new ltaws governing the developing 
socialist society ,and demonstnates how to utilize the l1aws 
of social ,develop1ment in the int.erests of communism, 
including the liaw of the determining role of the btasis in 
rel,ation to the superstructure, 1and how to employ the ,ac­
tive role of the superstructure in the struggle for com­
munism. 
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