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THE DECISION OF THE CPSU PLENARY MEETING
Adopted on February 15, 1964

Having heard and discussed the report of Presidium
Member and Secretary of the Central Committee of the
CPSU Comrade M. A. Suslov “Struggle of the CPSU
for Unity of the International Communist Movement”,
the Plenary Meeting of the CC CPSU expresses its prof-
ound concern over the splitting activities of the leadership
of the Communist Party of China which are doing great
damage to the socialist community of nations, to the
whole of the world communist and working-class move-
ment.

Aware of the historical importance of the unity and so-
lidarity of the Ci , the C Party
of the Soviet Union has lately made new steps towards the
overcoming or, at least in the early stages, narrowing down
the differences between the leadership of the CPC and
the CPSU and other fraternal parties, towards streng-
thening the economic and political co-operation between the
USSR and the CPR. Attempts to halt the process of
aggravating the differences have also been made by other
Marxist-Leninist parties.

The Plenary Meeting of the CC CPSU notes with
regret that the leadership of the CPC has neither respon-
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ded to this initiative, nor provided an ans to the letter
of the CPSU, nor stopped the open polemics; on the
contrary it has intensified the campaign against the gene-
ral line of the Communist movement defined by the Meet-
ings of 1957 and 1960.

Under the cover of verbal assurances of fidelity to
Marxism-Leninism, under the banner of struggle against
the imaginary revisionism of the Marxist-Leninist Parties
the leaders of the CPC have launched an attack on the
basic theoretical and political principles with which the
Communist movement guides itself at the present stage.

New appraisals and conclusions worked out by the
collective effort of the fraternal parties on the basis of the:
creative application of the Marxist-Leninist principles to-
the present day conditions — on the role of the world socia-
list system, on the ways of building socialism and commu-
nism, on the possibility of averting a world war, on peace-
ful coexistence of states with different social systems, on
the necessity of struggle against the ideology and practice -
of the personality cult, on the forms of transition to socia-
lism in the developed capitalist states and in the countries
which have liberated themselves from colonialism — all
this is distorted by the Chinese leaders.

Having departed from all basic problems of the strate-
gy and tactics of the Leninist line in the world Communist.
movement, the Chinese leaders have proclaimed their
course which is a mixture of petty-bourgeois adventurism
and great-power chauvinism. They are actually sliding
down in a number of problems to the Trotskyite positions,
adopting the Trotskyite methods of struggle against the
Marxist-Leninist Parties, and knocking together factional
groups of their supporters in various countries. The leader-
ship of the CPC is trying to impose its specific ideologica
platform upon the whole of the socialist camp and thi
world Communist movement, the international democrati
organizations.

The Chinese leaders have taken the course of worsenin;
Soviet-Chinese interstate relations, and undermining th
friendship between the Soviet and Chinese peoples. Havin;
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rejected all the proposals of the CC CPSU on the nor-
malisation of Soviet-Chinese relations, they have in-
tensified anti-Soviet propaganda inside the CPR and are
grossly interfering in the internal affairs of the Soviet
Union.

The Plenary Meeting of the CC CPSU hold that
the vital interests of the world socialist system, of the Com-
munist movement and the defence of the purity of Marxism-
Leninism call for an ideological exposure of the anti-Le-
ninist position of the CPC leadership and for a resolute
rebuff to their splitting activities.

Fully and unanimously approving the political and
practical activity of the Presidium of the CC CPSU
and of Comrade N. S. Khrushchov, First Secretary of the
CC CPSU, aimed at building Communist society in the
USSR, ensuring the triumph of the cause of peace, demo-
cracy, national independence and socialism, strengthening
the solidarity of the Marxist-Leninist parties, the Plenary
Meeting of the CC CPSU instructs the CC Presidium
to go on firmly upholding the general line of the world
communist movement, to work for a stronger unity of all
the revolutionary forces of today.

Our Party is following, and will continue to follow, the
tested Leninist road and nobody will ever succeed in divert-
ing the CPSU from this course — the course of the 20th
and 22nd Congresses.

In spite of the fact that the Chinese leaders have gone
far in their splitting activities, the Plenary Meeting of the
CC CPSU, guiding itself, above all, by the interests of
the unity of the world Communist movement, expresses its
readiness to exert further cfforts toward the normalisation
of relations between the CPSU and the CPC. If the
CPC leaders have not completely lost the awareness of
their international responsibility, they must realise, at last,
that by their splitting activities they are diverting the for-
ces and attention of the Communist and Workers’ Parties
from the solution of the urgent tasks of socialist construc-
tion, impeding the struggle against imperialism, and doing
harm to the whole of the anti-imperialist front.




The Plenary Meeting of the CC CPSU express
firm confidence that the world Communist movement wil
overcome the existing difficulties, rally still closer undi
the banner of Marx-Engels-Lenin and achieve new succe
ses in the struggle for the great cause of the working clas
for the cause of peace and the security of the peoples, f
the victory of communism.




STRUGGLE OF THE CPSU FOR UNITY OF THE
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST MOVEMENT

Report of Mikhail Suslov at the Plenary Meeting of the
Central Committee of the CPSU on February 14, 1964

Comrades, this Plenary Meeting of the Central Commit-
tee of the CPSU has examined basic questions of agricul-
tural development, questions that are of the utmost impor-
tance to our country, to the Soviet people. This Plenary
Meeting is working in an atmosphere of complete unani-
mity among the Central Committee, the entire Party, the
whole Soviet people. Its decisions will open up broad vistas
for Soviet economy and vast opportunities for a steady rise
of socialist agriculture, for the bloom of our country’s pro-
duction forces, for the creation of the material and techni-
cal basis of communism and for the fullest satisfaction of
the material and spiritual requirements of Soviet people.

In showing constant concern for the development of the
country’s economy, our Party is fulfilling its international-
ist duty to the working people of the whole world. The more
considerable our economic successes, the better is the life
of the Soviet people, the higher is the prestige of the
world’s first socialist state and the greater is the attractive
force of the ideas of socialism and communism. By their
tireless labour the Soviet people are making their contri-
bution towards strengthening the world socialist system
and rendering increasing aid and support to the struggle
of the peoples of all countries for social and national libe-
ration, against imperialism and colonialism.



The revolutionary process, which has embraced all th
continents of the world, continues to develop in breadt]
and.depth. New successes have been scored in the develo
ment of the world socialist system. The working-class mov
ment in the capitalist countries is gaining strength. Tl
national liberation struggle of the peoples of Asia, Alri
and Latin America is broadening out. The superiority.
the ‘forces of socialism and peace over the forces of i
perialism and war is becoming ever more clear cut. Throu;
the joint efforts of the world socialist system and all oth
peace-loving forces it has become possible to achieve.
certain relaxation of international tension and take furthe
important steps towards consolidating peace and disru
ing the attempts of the most aggressive imperialist circl
to start a thermonuclear war. The course of world develoj
ment fully bears out the correctness of the general li
worked out for the international communist movement
the 1957 and 1960 Meetings of the fraternal parties, ai
the vitality of the conclusions and propositions of the 21
and 22nd Congresses of our Party and of the Leninist P;
gramme of the CPSU

The achievements of the socialist countries, of the enti
world communist movement, are obvious. But our suce
ses could have been much more far-reaching had it not beg
for the serious difficulties that arose in the socialist camp!
and the communist movement as a result of the splitting
activities of the leaders of the Communist Party of China.

The Central Committee members have been repeatedl
informed of the differences between the CPC leadership
and the CPSU and other Marxist-Leninist parties. How-
ever, the Presidium of the CC considered it necessary ts
raise this question once again at this Plenary Meeting be
cause the Chinese leaders have gone even further in theii
factional activities and created a direct threat of a split 1
the world communist movement.

IT we analyse the evolution of the views and actions
the CPC leadership, beginning with the 1960 Moscow Meef
ing, we shall see that during all these years instead
trying {o eliminate the differences the Chinese leaders havi
been making them more acute. Starting out with a revisiol
of certain tactical propositions of the world communi:
movement, they have, step by step, widened their rift wi
the CPSU and other fraternal Parties on cardinal proble
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of modern times and, in the end, have opposed the general
policy of the world communist movement with their own
special line, in which the fundamgntal theses of the Declara-
lion and Statement are being revised from the standpoint of
great-power chauvinism and petty-bourgeois adventurism.

The new assessments and conclusions made collectively
by the fraternal parties on the basis of a creative application
of the principles of Marxism-Leninism to the conditions ob-
taining in our epoch—on the role of the world socialist sy-
stem, on the ways of building socialism and communism, on
the possibility of averting a world war, on the peaceful co-
existence of states with different social systems, on the need
for combating the personality cult ideology and practices,
and on the forms of transition to socialism in the developed
capitalist countries and in newly-free countries—are distort-
ed and, to all intents and purposes, thrown overboard by the
Chinese leadership.

Having to all intents and purposes rejected the Declara-
tion and Statement collectively drawn up by the Communist
and Workers' Parties, the CPC leaders offer the fraternal
parties their own notorious “25-point programme”, which,
essentially, boils down to the renunciation of the ever grow-
ing influence of the socialist system on the course of world
development, a disparaging attitude to the struggle of the
working class of the capitalist countries, the setting of the
national liberation movement off against the world system of
socialism and the international working-class movement,
adventurism in foreign policy and the preservation of the
state of “cold war”, sectarianism and putschism in questions
of revolution, the defence and preservation of the personality
cult methods and practices, which have been condemned by
the communist movement, and justification of the factional
struggle in the communist movement.

The Chinese leaders have thus brought their disagree-
ments with the communist movement to such a stage where
they have virtually developed into differences on all basic
questions.

The participants in this Plenary Meeting know that the
CC CPSU has on many occasions shown initiative in an ef-
fort to create the conditions for surmounting these differen-
ces, for normalising the relations of the CPC with the CPSU
and other parties.



Like other Marxist-Leninist parties, we have repeats
proposed to the CPC leadership that the public polemit
stopped. Such a proposal, in particular, was made
N. S. Khrushchov’s speeches on October 25 and Noveml
7, 1963. At the close of November 1963 the Central C
mittee of the CPSU sent the Central Committee of the C
munist Party of China a letter in which a number of
crete proposals were made for eliminating differences
strengthening scientific, technical and cultural co-op
tion between the USSR and the CPR. In that letter the
CPSU once again proposed stopping the open poles
You know, comrades, that during the past few months,
ing in conformity with that proposal, the Soviet press
refrained from publishing any polemical material

How did the Chinese leaders react to these steps? Bl
ed by nationalist arrogance, they paid no heed to the
nion and appeal of the fraternal parties. They rejected
initiative and took the road of open political stru;
against the collectively worked out line of the Marxist|
ninist parties.

The Chinese press continuously publishes material
taining the most flagrant attacks against the CPSU
other Marxist-Leninist parties. Only after October 25, 1
the Jenminjihpao, organ of the CC CPC, carried more
200 articles of this nature. Slanderous articles are circul;
ed throughout the world by Chinese organisations
repeatedly broadcast over the radio in foreign langua;
and many anti-Soviet articles are broadcast over and o
again. Strange as it may seem, but the indoctrination
the Chinese people in a spirit of hostility towards the US!
and the CPSU has now become almost the main aspect
the activity of the CC CPC. A huge propaganda machine
now fully in gear preparing material slurring the CP
and the Soviet Union.

For its general line, for the brazenness of its atta
against the CPSU, and other Marxist-Leninist parti
Chinese propaganda is increasingly aligning itself with
anti-Soviet, anti-communist organs of the reaction:
imperialist circles.

As an example, let us take the article of a series of
called “answers” to the Open Letter of the CC CPSU
July 14, 1963, published on February 4 by the newspa
Jenminjihpao and the magazine Hungchi. From first:
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is article, beginning with its heading, The CPSU
{‘aesa'x’ie‘r}:sl\fe the Greftesi Sglmers of Our Times, consists of
dirty anti-Soviet thrusts and slander against the CC CPSU
and its leadership. It has nothing in common with the most
elementary norms governing relations between Commu-
nists and is an insult to our entire Party, the whole Soviet
people. This article contains such wild allegations that our
Party “in collusion with US imperialism, world reaction,
the Tito clique of renegades and Right-wing Social-De-
mocrats is waging a struggle against fraternal socialist
countries, against fraternal parties, against all Marxists-
Leninists and revolutionary peoples of the world.”

Not very long ago Chinese propaganda aimed its attacks
mainly at fhe CPSU’s foreign policy, but now it openly at-
tacks our home policy as well. The CPC leaders are doing
their level best to discredit the line adopted at the 20th
Congress of the CPSU on all questions, proclaim the strug-
gle against the Stalin cult a mistake and cast aspersions
on the Programme of the CPSU.

Reviving the practices and methods used by the Trotskyit-
es, the Chinese leaders are trying to oppose the Soviet
people, the Soviet Communists, the Party leaders, to the
leadership of the country. Matters have reached a stage
where the Chinese press and radio are calling upon Soviet
people to oppose the CC CPSU and the Soviet Govern-
ment.

What is this? A struggle for the “purity” of Marxism-
Leninism? No. It signifies a complete renunciation of ele-
mentary norms of relations between Communist parties, a
renunciation of Marxist-Leninist principles of relations
between socialist countries, a transition to positions of un-
disguised anti-Sovietism.

The leaders of the CPC no longer limit themselves to
action in the sphere of ideology. They have transierred
ideological differences to inter-state relations, to the sphere
of the practical political line of the socialist countries and
the communist parties. Seeking to weaken the unity and so-
lidarity of the socialist commonwealth, the CPC leaders are
resorting to all sorts of manoeuvres and dodges in order to
undermine the economic and political relations between the
socialist countries and disorganise their actions in the in-
ternational arena. Recently the Chinese leaders have sharp-
ly intensified their splitting, undermining activities in the
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world communist movement. There is now no longer a
doubt that Peking is steering a course towards a sp)
among the communist parties, towards the setting up
factions and groups hostile to Marxism-Leninism.
Such, comrades, is the actual situation that has tal
shape in the communist movement as a result of the spl
ting activities of the CPC leadership.
In an effort to screen their departure from Marxism-L
ninism, the Chinese leaders have recently become more
tive in their manoeuvres, masking their objectives and d
signs and harping importunately on their “revolutionisn
*“courage”, “determination” and so forth. But the fartl
events develop, the more hysterical is the tone of Chine
propaganda and the more evident it is becoming that {l
real plans of the Chinese leadership have nothing to
with Marxism-Leninism, with the interests of world soci:
lism. It is becoming increasingly clear that under the mas
of ultra-revolutionary verbiage and slogans, the CPC le
dership are now savagely attacking the gains of wor
socialism, concentrating their main fire not against ti
imperialists but primarily against the CPSU and oth
Marxist-Leninist parties.
True, the Chinese leaders continue to say a lot about
their striving for unity and solidarity in the socialist com
monwealth. But their decds completely diverge from thes
words. 3
They harp on unity, but all their actions have a differen
purpose, that of disorganising and splitting the socialis
camp, undermining the ideological foundations and orga
nisational and political principles that rally and unite {i
peoples of the socialist commonwealth. They want to impo
se upon the socialist countries a “Sinified socialism”, al
adventurist line in foreign and domestic policy, and t
personality cult ideology and practices.
The Chinese leaders keep harping on their desire
“strengthen” the international communist movement,
“purge” it of “modern revisionism™ and unite it on a “ne
foundation”. But the real aim of the CPC leadership is
split the united communist front, oppose the communis
movement with a bloc of pro-Chinese factions and groupt
and subordinate the communist parties to their influencs
using all sorts of political apostates—renegades of con
munism, anarchists, Trotskyites and so on.
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The Chinese leaders prattle about their being the most
reliable and tested friends of the national liberation move-
ment. But whoever believes this wnll.be sadly disillusioned.
The target of the CPC leadership is to impose their ad-
venturist concepts and methods upon thp peoples of Asia,
Africa and Latin America, to counterpoise the peoples on
racial grounds, and disrupt the alliance between the natio-
nal liberation and the working-class movement, which can
only disorganise and weaken the national liberation move-

nt.

o Lately the Chinese leaders have been claiming that they
are the frue champions of peace and i d

of peaceful coexistence between states with different social
and economic systems. But who will believe them? Their
provocatory stand during the Caribbean crisis, their refu-
sal to sign the Moscow partial nuclear test ban treaty, and
their ceaseless efforts to slander the peaceful foreign policy
of the Soviet Union have shown the whole world their reluc-
tance to work for relaxation of world tension and their de-
sire to preserve the “cold war” as a suitable background
for an adventurist policy.

All the arguments that the leaders of the CC CPC so
eagerly put forward about the interests of the world revolu-
tion and about the liberation struggle of the peoples are,
in effect, designed to screen from world public opinion,
from Communists, the principal strategic line of subordinat-
ing at all costs the communist and national liberation
movement to their great-power, egoistical interests. For
the sake of this the principles of proletarian internationa-
lism are being flagrantly trampled. To this end Marxist-
Leninist teaching is reshaped and distorted and use is made
of the worst traditions of petty-bourgeois nationalism and
the most unscrupulous demagogy and slander.

In view of the splitting stand taken by the CPC leader-
ship and their increasing attempts to disorganise the inter-
national communist and working-class movement there is
a pressing need for a deeper analysis of what led the Chi-
nese theoreticians astray and what the splitting activity of
the CPC leadership may result in.




TWO APPROACHES TO THE PROBLEM
OF THE ROLE
OF THE WORLD SOCIALIST SYSTEM

The radical changes that took place in the world aj
the Second World War are linked up chiefly with the
and development of a world system of socialism. The
tries of the socialist commonwealth are the main bul
of all the revolutionary forces of modern times, a reli
champion of world peace. The struggle between world
cialism and world imperialism is the principal conten
our epoch, the pivot urthe class struggle on a world s

There was a time when the Chinese leaders subscri

to this major proposition of Marxism-Leninism. La
however, the CPC leadership have been setting the nati
liberation movement off against the socialist system
the working-class movement in the capitalist coun
proclaiming it as the main force in the struggle against
perialism and undermining the unity of the revolutiol
forces of modern times. In its letter of June 14, 1963,
CC CPC makes the claim that the “vast regions of
Africa and Latin America” are the centre of the contr:
tions of the modern world, “the chief zone of the stor:
the world revolution”.
An editorial carried by Jenminjihpao and Hungchi
October 22, 1963, states: “The national liberation revoluf
in Asia, Africa and Latin America is now becoming
most important force that is dealing a direct blow at
perialism”, |
This clearly revises the Marxist teaching on the his
cal role of the working class and belittles the work
class movement in the developed capitalist countries.
regards the world socialist system, the Chinese the
cians apportion to it only the role of a “strong point”
support and develop the revolution of the oppressed nal
and peoples of the whole world. It goes without sa
that this stand can only harm both the socialist sys
and the national liberation movement, the great caus
the struggle of the international proletariat.
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ding to the views of the Chinese theoreticians, the
world socialist system not only fails to exert an increasing-
ly decisive influence on the entire course of world develop-
ment but does not even play an independent role in the re-
volutionary struggle of the masses agam_st x{qperia]ism.

This interpretation of the role and significance of the
world socialist system does not conform with the actual
balance of forces in the world and runs counter to the con-
clusions drawn by the fraternal parties in their Statement
. l'?lﬁ]idea that modern world development is based on the
contradiction between socialism and capitalism belongs to
Lenin. He wrote: “... the relations between peoples, the
entire world system of states are determined by the strug-
gle of a small group of imperialist nations against the Soviet
movement and the Soviet states headed by Soviet Russia.
If we lose sight of that we shall be unable correctly to for-
mulate a single national or colonial question, even if it
concerned the most remote corner of the world. Only by
p ding from this standpoint can the c ist parties
correctly formulate and resolve political problems both in
the civilised and in the backward countries.” (Collected
Works, Vol. 31, p. 216, Russ. ed.)

This was written during the early years of Soviet power.
In our day, when instead of only one socialist country there
is a mighty socialist camp, its influence on “the relations
between peoples”, on “the entire world system of states™
and, in the final analysis, on the world revolutionary pro-
cess has grown tremendously.

Attaching the utmost significance to the national li-
beration movement, Marxists-Leninists at the same time
hold that the main content, the main trend and the main
features of the historical development of human society
in the modern epoch are determined by the world socialist
system, by the forces struggling against imperialism, for
the socialist reorganisation of society. The most organised
class forces, primarily the bulk of the working class, the
most advanced class of modern society which, as our tea-
chers—Marx, Engels and Lenin—poinfed out, is the grave-
ﬁig%er of capitalism, are concentrated namely in this bridge-

ead.

Accor!

The prime role in the world revolutionary process is
played by the socialist countries. This is seen firstly in
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the fact that the working class, the working people of |
countries are successfully resolving social problems
building a new society where oppression and exploita
are unknown and for which the peoples are taking
road of revolution. By creating the material and techn
basis of socialism and communism, the socialist counf
are inflicting one blow after another on imperialism in
decisive sphere of human activity, in the sphere of mat
production. When the workers and peasants in the capi
ist countries see the achievements of the socialist st;
in economic development, in raising the standard of Ii
in promoting democracy and in drawing the masses
state administration they become convinced in prai
that the basic requirements of working people ca
satisfied only on the road of socialism. All this ini
the masses with a revolutionary spirit and helps to
them into an active struggle against the capitalist sy
for social and national liberation.

Secondly, the farther we progress the greater be
the role of the socialist states as a force directly opp
the aggressive counter-revolutionary designs of impel
ism. Under conditions where the might of the Soviet. Ui
and the entire socialist commonwealth holds the
forces of international reaction and aggression in el
the working masses and peoples of the colonial coun
have the most favourable opportunity for wagin;
struggle against imperialism and internal reaction. P
who followed the development of international even
the post-war years could not fail to see that there i
extremely close link between the successes of the re
tionary struggle in the capitalist countries, the vict
of the national liberation movement and the growtl
the might of the world socialist system.

Victory over capitalism on a world scale can
achieved solely through the joint efforts of the world s
ist system, the working class movement and the nati
liberation struggle of the peoples. Each of these fi
makes its own contribution to the anti-imperialist stru
However, one cannot fail to see that the struggle of
world socialist system against imperialism is the fg
point of world policy, of the whole of social develop

The Marxists-Leninists can have no doubt as to

primary, increasingly decisive role which the world s
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lays, and has to play, in bringing about the
triumph r:{ II)heynew social system all over the globe. The
historical mission of the socialist countries is deleymined
by the objective laws of social development, by the irrefut-
able fact that the countries in which soclahsm‘ h_as
triumphed are today in the van not only of the socialist
forces, but of the progressive forces of the world. They
are not only a beacon lighting up mankind’s rqad to sac_wl
progress but a powerful material force embodying Marxist-
Leninist ideas, a force which is fighting capitalism and
is bound to defeat it in the decisive sphere of human activ-
ity, the sphere of material production. i

All the facts indicate that the socialist countries can
within a historically short time surpass the capitalist
countries economically as well. Let us recall that total
industrial output in the socialist countries in 1962 was
roughly eight times as great as it had been on their
ferritory in 1937, whereas the capitalist countries re-
gistered only a 2.6-fold increase. The world socialist system
has now attained a new stage in the economic competition
with capitalism. In 1950 the socialist countries’ share in
world industrial production was about one-fifth; today it
exceeds one-third.

It is the internationalist duty of the Communists of the
socialist countries to continue effectively building the new
society, promoting their economy and strengthening their
defences, consolidating the socialist community, and to
strive to ensure that socialist ideas exercise an increasing
appeal to the working people as they are translated into
reallt){’. Nowadays the merits of socialism are judged not
only by theoretical writings, but, above all, by what is
done in practice, by the way in which Communists actually
solve the problems of building the new society. If we
accomplish this task properly, we shall greatly promote
the struggle for socialism in other countries, and if we
don’t, it will be a blow to that struggle.

What is the attitude of the CPC leadership towards
Lenin’s conclusion that socialist countries influence the
development of the world revolution mainly by their
economic achievements? Do the CPC leaders stand for
peaceful economic competition?

he CPC leadership, misrepresenting the issue, argues
that economic competition means that “the oppressed

ist systes
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peoples and nations have no need at all to fight a
rise in revolt” and that “they have merely to wait quj
until the Soviet Union outstrips the most developed capj
ist country in level of production and standard
living. .
It would never occur to a Marxist- Leninist, hor
to affirm that peaceful economic competition “can takg
place of the struggle of the peoples of different coun
for their emancipation,” or that the achievements of
ism in economic competition will lead to the “automs
collapse of capitalism and release the peoples fron
necessity of waging class and national liberation strug
Peking is putting about these false ideas with the exy
aim of discrediting the idea of economic com
between the two systems. The fact is that the Mar;
Leninists see the revolutionising effect of the victori
socialism in economic competition precisely in the
that these victories stimulate the class struggle of)
working people and make them politically conscious fj
ers for socialism. Peaceful economic competition, far
dooming the people to waiting passively, arouses
revolutionary activity. This is fully realised by the:
perialists, who dread progress in the socialist counti
and try to hold up that progress.
You will observe, comrades, that the issue of pea
economic competition is far from being merely an econg
issue. It also has profound political significance, fo
defeat capitalism economically means making it mi
easier for all revolutionary forces to fight against imper
ism. And this is a political issue.
Our Party regards it as its chief task to build up
economic and defence potential of the Soviet Union
the world socialist commonwealth as a whole, and to
crease its influence on the entire revolutionary pro
We shall continue steadily and consistently to
forward our policy of carrying out the Programme of
CPSU for the construction of communism, the most j
of social systems, in our country. Communist constru
is a tremendous contribution to the fulfilment of the So
people’s internationalist duty. This road was charted
the great Lenin. Nothing and no one can ever dlver!
from the Leninist road.
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economic competition with capitalism, the

;r‘l,is‘:dc‘;utr‘:teries must make proper use of the advantages
pyTe s Jism, both in each country and throughout the
4 s]'c?lc’:ocixl}st system. In practice, this implies a cons-
el ble expansion of political as well as mutually ben-
;l?rcria.l :conomic relations between socialist c}nuntries, and
:he promotion of cultural, scientific agld technical co-opera-
tion among them. It is in this direction that the activities
of the CPSU and other fraternal parties have been
deveBI;pclgﬁiras!, the Chinese leaders have in recent years
shown that they have no interest in strengthening the unity
of the world socialist system. The CPR has not only
stopped co-ordinating its actions with other socialist
countries, but is openly combating the agreed line of the
socialist countries in the world arena. The Chinese leader-
ship has openly set out to shake the foundations of the
socialist community and to abolish economic relations with
socialist countries, particularly with the Comecon countries
and above all the Soviet Union. In 1962 the CPR’s trade
with the Comecon countries decreased 2.8 times compared
with 1959, and in 1963 it dropped by almost another 20
per cent.

The Chinese leaders’ propaganda shows that they are
frankly bent on discrediting economic relations between
the socialist countries belonging to Comecon, which
evidently meets their disruptive aims. Trying to sow
discord among the socialist countries, the Chinese leaders
do not stick at using lies and slander dished up by im-
perialist propaganda. No sooner does the bourgeois press
carry a falsehood about the Soviet Union or some other
socialist country than Chinese propaganda seizes on the
calumny.

The Communist parties of the socialist countries, in
doing away with the effects of the personality cult, have
cleared the ground for closer relations between fraternal
countries on the basis of the Leninist principles of pro-
letarian internationalism. It is well known that a necessary
condition for the development of the socialist system as
whole is to promote the independence and sovereignty of
each socialist country. Failing this there can be no truly
voluntary and solid union of nations. Fraternal parties
reacted to the line adopted by the Twentieth Congress
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of the CPSU as the only correct, Leninist directio;
which to develop relations between the socialist
tries.
The Chinese leaders do not like that line, however,
indications are that they would like to be able to
orders in the socialist commonwealth as in their
estate, to impose their will on other countries, ani
dictate the terms on which they would either admit
parties and peoples into the socialist system or “ex
municate” them from it at will. [
Take, for example, the CPC leaders’ attitude tow:
Yugoslavia. As late as 1955-56 the Chinese leaders
spoke highly of the progri of socialist structi
the FPRY. In the autumn of 1957, Jenminjihpao wi
in an article devoted to Chinese-Yugoslav friendship:
peoples of our countries are advancing along the sox
ist road.” The same newspaper stated: *. ugosl
has made great progress in socialist construction.”
was how people in China spoke of the nature of the s
political system in Yugoslavia a mere five or
Today they say and write something entirely
abouf Yugoslavia, Jenminjihpao now alleges that in ¥
slavia “there exists a dictatorship of the bourgeoi
indeed, it not only exists but is the most barbarous fa
dictatorship,” and that Yugoslavia is a “counter-revs
tionary special force of US imperialism...”
The question arises: what has happened in Yugosla
What facts, what actual developments in the socio-
omic and political life of that country, have entitled Chii
theoreticians to reverse their estimations so abru
There are no such facts or developments, and there ha
been any. Anyone who proceeds not from a subj
standpoint, but from objective laws, from the Mar:
Leninist doctrine, must admit that Yugoslavia is a soci
country and that, moreover, the positions of socialism
going from strength to strength in Yugoslavia. Ind
while in 1958 the socialist sector comprised 1009 in
dustry, 6% in agriculture and 97% in trade, today, a
years after the Chinese press has praised Yugosla:
achievements in socialist construction, the -socialist se
is still 100% in the country’s industry, as much as
(instead of 6%) in agriculture and 100% (instead of 9
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1l these facts go to ?h?w that the Yugoslav
N seloping as a socialist economy.
ecorx;lmz’nl: \eﬁle]rnols g\ot take white for black but looks at
u,]ngsynbjeclively. is bound to see that Yugoslavia, in the
international arena, too, supports the socialist countries
fight for world peace and peaceful coexistence, general
aEd complete disarmament, the prohibition of nuclear wea-
ons, the restoration of the legitimate rights of the CPR in
so on.

he‘};[]:lj atggn, do the Chinese leaders shut their eyes to
all these facts? Why do they now insult the heroic Yugo-
slav people by calling Yugoslavia a fascist country? We
have put this question to the Chinese leaders on more than
one occasion but have never heard from them anything
i oherent answer.

hke’rgecchinese leaders quote the 1960 Statement of frat-
ernal parties, which said that the revolutionary gains in
Yugoslavia were imperilled by the errors of the LCY. Let
us note, however, that from what the Statement says, it
did not deny even then but, on the contrary, confirmed the
existence of definite revolutionary, socialist achievements
in Yugoslavia and that, secondly, later years showed the
positions of socialism to have become much stronger in
Yugoslavia, a development which we certainly welcome.

While striving to improve relations with Yugoslavia,
and being firmly convinced that this meets the interests
of the socialist cause, we Soviet Communists do not at all
conceal the ideological differences which persist between
the Communist movement and the League of Communists
of Yugoslavia. We have said as much to the Yugoslav
comrades. But we maintain that the existence of dif-
ferences is by no means a reason for “‘excommunicating”
Yugoslavia from socialism. One cannot arbitrarily, act-
ing on a subjective impulse and, furthermore, doctoring
and distorting the facts, permit or forbid this or that
rmple to build socialism. And yet this is precisely what
he Chinese leaders are trying to do.

The Yugoslav example brings out with particular
clarity the Chinese leaders’ claim to the role of “supreme
arbiters” in the socialist community who should judge
which country is socialist and which isn’t. Today they
have, in defiance of the facts, “excommunicated”” Yugo-
slavia from socialism. Tomorrow it may occur to the CPC

in trade. A
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leadership to do as much with regard to other sog
countries. But what has this subjectivist and arbj
approach to do with Marxism-Leninism? This is a m
fit only for those who set at nothing the interests
unity and solidarity of the socialist countries.

Or take the so-called Albanian question, of which
CC membership and our Party as a whole have
repeatedly informed. It is well known that from 196
the leaders of the Albanian Party of Labour abj
changed their political line, although we did not
them any cause to do so, and embarked on hostile ag
against the CPSU and other fraternal parties.
government of the People’s Republic of Albania’
virtually broken off political, economic and militar
operation with the Soviet Union and most of the ¢
socialist countries.
It was hard to see at first what had prompted
and Shehu's anti-Soviet moves. But as time wore
became more and more obvious that the Albanian le
took their cue from someone else, for they repeated
for word what was said or written in Peking.
The Sino-Albanian alliance is no accidental d
ment. It arose on the basis of opposition to the Leni
line of the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU, on the
of a hostile attitude towards the elimination of the e
of the Stalin personality cult. Just as in the case of G
the Albanian leaders’ defence of the personality cul
due to the fact that over many years they have thems
been implanting the persona]nv cult and using pernig
methods of leadership in Party and country.

At the Third Congress of the APL, in 1956, the Alba
leaders, finding themselves under pressure from the P
, who after the Twentieth Congress o

of Party life re-established in the APL, had 1
publicly that the personality cult in the APL had bet
“marked”. But this “admission” and the promise to:
the personality cult were no more than a stratagem. 4
matter of fact, the Albanian leaders had no intention
all of renouncing their harmful practices. Just when Ho
was doing “seli-criticism” from the rostrum of the T
Congress, the Albanian authorities were busy puttil
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. into exile members of the Tirana Party or-
Jail iortsi:‘r,ld‘l;lﬁ) l;:othe city Party conference had criticised
gim}igllbanian leaders for violating the Leninist standards
g;epar(y life, for arbitrary practices and for the persecution
unists.
i }ﬁ":}sxicazﬂnéhnehu combated the line of the Twentieth
Con; s ss because they were afraid of losing their posts,
because the establishment of the Leninist standards of
Party life in the APL would have ended their arbitrary
rule. The Albanian leaders, in taking an anti-Soviet road,
ut their people in a trying position. They created in
Albania difficulties that would have been out of the ques-
tion given normal co-operation with the Soviet Union and
jalist countries.
DthESro:?:tm;eople are confident that in spite of the present
difficulties in Soviet-Albanian relations, caused by the
policy of the Albanian top leaders, the peoples of our two
countries will advance together to the common goal, the
triumph of socialism and communism. As far as the CPSU
is concerned, we are willing, as in the past, to take all
necessary steps in this direction. ;

The CPSU regards it as one of its major tasks to work
for the close unity of the world socialist system, for close
fraternal relations with all the socialist countries on the
basis of complete equality and voluntary co-operation, for
the increased solidarity of the socialist countries with the
aim of waging a joint struggle against the imperialist
aggressors, for world peace, for the complete triumph of
communism.

11

QUESTIONS OF WAR,
PEACE AND REVOLUTION

Comrades, the destinies of our great cause, and of the
peoples, depend in decisive measure on the Communist
movement being given correct strategic and tactical direct-
ives on questions of war, peace and revolution. It is
particularly important to take account of the interconnec-
tion and interdependence of these questions today, when
the revolutionary achievements of each particular country
are so directly bound up with the development of the in-
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ternational situation as a whole, with the world r
tionary process, as never before.

The Marxist-Leninist parties see their col
struggle for peace as fulfilment of their historical
towards mankind, which is to prevent the extermin;
of peoples in the flames of a thermonuclear war. Fui
more, they see it as a most important condition fe
successful construction of socialism and communism
for the expansion of the revolutionary struggle o
proletariat of the capitalist countries and of the liber
movement of the peoples oppressed by imperialism.

An all-round analysis of the balance of \\orld [
enabled the Communist and Workers’ Parties to dras
cardinal conclusion that world war can be averted
before socialism triumphs throughout the world, an
re-emphasise that the Leninist principle of the pea
coexistence of countries with different social syster
the unshakable basis for the foreign policy of the sog
countries. |
As we know, these propositions were laid down i
1957 Declaration and 1960 Statement adopted in Mos
The experience of recent years, far from shaking the
necessity of the policy of peaceful coexistence, has, in
fully borne it out. It is due to the socialist countries’
sistent implementation of this policy, which is suppe
by hundreds of millions of people all over the wor
we have been able to foil the imperialist reaction:
schemes against peace. The blessings of peace which m:
ind enjoys today do not come from the gods. They a
concrete result of the staunch resistance of the peace fg
to attempts to unleash a thermonuclear war, a resi
the growing power of the Soviet Union and other soci
countries, as well as of the correct policy of the Commi
parties, which have raised aloit the banner of the str
for peace and rallied the whole of progressive mai
to this banner. 4
The Chinese leaders, who engaged first in a e
oversy with the CPSU and other Marxist-Leninist par
and then in a political fight against them, showed esp
zeal in attacking the conclusions of the Twentieth
gress of the CPSU, and the theses of the Moscow mee
of fraternal parties, on questions of war, peace and re
tion. They imagined that it was on these points that
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ake political capital, and with this aim

would be‘haet;rlea'cocurged ﬁ?e entire Communist movement of
yllo:]i:;sight of revolutionary perspective” and “surrender-
italists”.

T A ca?'?l:jhlzast a semblance of veracity to their in-

- Tl'rarges. the Chinese theoreticians resort to a device
ra";'J;lsneither clever nor new. Artificially separating two
the tss of a single social process from each other they
2 te:ast the fight for peace with the revolutionary move-
C'.,(:‘nt and claim that these two highly important tasks are
e ually exclusive. From what they ‘allege it follows that
{hose who fight to maintain peace and ward off world
war are against revolution and hamper the revolutionary
S(mglﬂe'does not require a special Marxist education to
see that the CPC leaders, who pose as grandmasters of
dialectics, have in fact killed dialectics, which aptly Lenin des-
cribed as the “living soul” of Marxism. The Communist
parties, which hold aloft the banner of the struggle for
peace, are with increasing energy stepping up the class
struggle of the proletariat and all working people, and
the national liberation movement against imperialism.

In their fight against the Leninist policy of peaceful
coexistence, which they counter with the idea of giving
revolution a “push” by means of war, the CPC leaders
have gone as far as to assert that war is an acceptable
and, in fact, the only means of settling the contradictions
between capitalism and socialism. They ignore the ex-
perience of the world Communist movement and exalt
the road of the victorious revolution in China as something
absolute, trying to make it an incontrovertible truth for
all countries and peoples. On every occasion, whether
suitable or not, Chinese propaganda quotes what Mao
Tse-tung said about war and peace in the thirties, during

| the civil war in China.

Among the widely popularised statements of Mao Tse-
tun% are the following: “the war to be waged by the over-
whelming majority of mankind ... will become a bridge
over which mankind will pass into a new era in history”;
“the world can only be reorganised by means of the rifle”;
“we stand for abolishing war, we have no use for it, but
war can only be abolished through war. If you want rifles

go out of existence, take to the rifle.”
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Almost three decades have passed since tho
ments were made. Radical changes have occu
world—the world socialist system has formed |
become a mighty force, the revolutionary movement
working class has assumed a mass scale, and the ng
liberation movement has scored historic victories,
the alliance of the peace forces can, as the documg
Communist parties point out, overcome the forces
perialism and prevent them from launching a new
prevention of war has become a particularly pressin
because the most destructive weapon recorded in
has been created, and has been stockpiled in such:
ities that they can bring untold calamities to all

The Chinese leaders refuse to take all that i
ideration. Plainly showing off their irresponsible
they affirm that the nuclear bomb is a “paper tigei
in no way affects the issue of war and peace. In
with this logic, which runs counter to elementary
sense, Mao Tse-tung, speaking at the Moscow mq
1957, argued that the struggle for socialism ever
to gain from a world thermonuclear war. “Can o
esee,” he said, “the number of human lives that the
war may take? It may be one-third of the 2,700 %
inhabitants of the world, that is, a mere 900
people.. .. I had an argument over this matter with?
He is more pessimistic in this respect than I. T f
that should half of mankind be destroyed, the oth
would survive; in return, imperialism would be wij
completely and there would be only socialism in the
In half a century or a whole century the population
grow again—even by more than half.”

This concept is even more lucidly expressed in
lection of articles Long Live Leninism! which the Cf
has approved and is circulating. “On the ruins of
imperialism,” it says, “the victorious people will b
thousand times more wonderful future at an extremely
rate.” That is the kind of ultra-revolutionary
complete political irresponsibility that is particula
gerous because it is being demonstrated by peop!
ing at the helm of a large socialist country.

It is common knowledge that Lenin had pointed
far back as 1918 that a world war in which the #
achievements of technology are used with such great
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the mass extermination of human life, apart from being

can also lead “to the undermining of the
A mmga{?:ﬁs of human society” (Works, vol. 27, p. 386).
ke days, with the production and the development of
i m’i’séile weapons, this danger has increased still
mrﬂow can people, partihculafrlypthe adherents of the
ching, ignore this fact?
mﬁ:;‘?hi:: t':: soc%lisgt countries, nor the working geopl_e
ant a world war; it cannot serve the cause of the triumpi
'; socialism. The conclusion drawn by specialists on the
. ble consequences of another world war are quite
‘unambiguous. For example, the progressive American scien-
{ist Linus Pauling gives figures to show that within 60
days after the outbreak of a nuclear war out of 190 mil-
Jion Americans 170 million will perish, 15 million will
suffer greatly and only five million will remain relatively
unharmed. The situation in other regions drawn directly
into the sphere of military operations will evidently be the
same. Moreover, account must also be taken of such delayed
consequerices of a nuclear war as the disorganisation of
| society due to the destruction of key industrial centres and
| of the means of transport and communication, and increas-
\ ing radioactive pollution. Without mincing words, one can
say that if a world thermonuclear conflict breaks out it
would be the greatest tragedy for humanity and would,
of course, deal the cause of communism a heavy blow.
No party that really cheriches the interests of the people
can fail to appreciate its responsibility in the struggle for
| averting another world war. Yet the Chinese leaders, as
| we have seen, even boast that, allegedly for “the sake of
| the revolution”, they are prepared to agree to the destruc-
| tion of hall* of mankind. It does not worry them in the least
that the losses in densely-populated countries that will find
themselves in the centre of military operations will be so
| that for entire peoples there will no longer be any
| qne!ljcllf of tl:;a‘ trfiumphf o{ social}i]sm because they will dis-
| appear from the face of the earth.
Here it would be appropriate to recall certain facts.
When in a conversation with Tao Chu, member of the CC
a hy journalist tioned that in the event
of a thermonuclear war the whole of Czechoslovakia, where
‘ 14 million people live, might be destroyed, the answer he
was: “In the event of a war of annihilation the
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small countries in the socialist camp will have {g
dinate their interests to the common interests of th
as a whole.” Another high-ranking CPR official tolg
representatives that Comrade Togliatti, General §
of the Italian Communist Party, was wrong when
sing anxiety for the fate of his people he said fi
thermonuclear war broke out the whole of Italy w
destroyed. “Other people will remain,” declared f|
cial, “and imperialism will be wiped out...” 1
In an effort to disprove the conclus; of the |
tional communist movement on the possibility of
war, in Peking it is alleged that by pursuing a
peaceful coexistence the CPSU and other fraternal
proceed from a proposition that the nature of impe
has changed, base all their calculations on the “pea
ing and humane nature of the imperialists”,
and beg for” peace from them. On the other hand, #
leaders, it is claimed, are waging a determined and
less struggle against imperialism and exposing its
sive nature.

But these crude falsifications and distortions ‘e
no one. The attempts to portray Marxists-Leninists 7
kind of pacificists are simply ludicrous. In the 19
ration it is recorded that as long as imperialism
there will always be ground for aggressive wars. Fi
however, the communist parties did not draw the
sion that world war is fatally inevitable. They showg
while the nature of imperialism, its rapacious esser
mains unchanged, there has been a change in th
of forces in the world, that imperialism now o
different e and role in world economy and worl
and that nfluence on the course of events is dif
ing. These are the main factors forcing the imperi:
comply with peaceful coexistence.

Consequently, it is not that the imperialists havi
“peace-loving” or more “tractable” but that they h
alternative but to take the growing strength of s
into account. They are aware that the Soviet Uni
socialist countries, possess a formidable weapon
able to deal any aggressor a crushing blow. They
help but take into account the strength of the mights
ing-class and democratic movement in the capitali
tries, and the huge scale of the national liberation 8
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regard disarmament as an “illusion, an unrealis
gan” that can only mislead the peoples. For exampl
ing at the Peking session of the General Coung
World Federation of Trade Unions in 1960 Liy
sheng, member of the CC CPC, declared: “Som
think that the disarmament proposals can be carp
effect while imperialism exists. That is an illusion:
nothing to do with reality... A world without
ithout arms is possible only in an epoch when sy
triumphs throughout the world.”

It is not hard to see in these statements a desis
Chinese leaders to distort the clear stand of the
of all the Marxist-Leninist Parties and at the
to undermine the policy of disarmament which is a
tant condition in the struggle for the prevention
world war and for a relaxation of international te

It is absurd to assert that our Party entertai
lusions concerning the military policy of the i
powers and their readiness to agree to general ai
plete disarmament. As long as imperialism exists, fl
tionary forces will clutch at armaments as a last
retain their domination, and to use these arman
wars, if they manage to unleash them. All thi:‘
obvious.

Does this, however, mean that the Communis
drop the struggle for disarmament and admit the
bility of the arms race and of a new world war?.
a passive stand would be contradictory to the ent
lutionary spirit of our teaching and to the vital
of the peoples.

We are convinced that the revolutionary stru;
working people, the general democratic upsurge,
ing might of socialism and the resolute actions of
peace-loving forces can and should force the imp
to comply, contrary to their desire, with the peo
mands for disarmament. We are not fatalists, and wi
in the tremendous capacities of the popular mas
wonder that already 70 years ago Frederick Eng
upon the Communists to fight for disarmament, 2
at a time when capitalism held undivided sway in th

“It is 25 years already that all Europe has
ing on an unprecedented scale. Each great pows
vours to outstrip another in military might and pi
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Germany, France and Russia do their utmost
another,” wrote Engels in a series of articles
Europe Disarm?” “ls it not stupid to talk of
t under such circumstances?” he asked, and sup-
answer to his own question: “I maintain: disar-
and thereby a guarantee for peace, is possible.”
2, Vol. 22, p. 387, Russ. ed). A
js how Engels tackled the question! Already in
avs he saw the vast social forces that rise against
| how can one speak now of disarmament as of
lisable illusion” when all progressive mankind
out for disarmament and when the Iorpes of peace
“mighty support of the socialist countries?
slogan “A World Without Arms, A World Without
s for the communist parties a mighty means of
\ and mobilisation of the popular masses for an
le against inveterate militarist imperialist
slogan is clear to every man, regardless of his
convictions. Disarmament means the termination
race and, consequently, a cut in the tax burden.
to the vital interests of the broadest sections
pulation. Not only the communists, but also many
1 forces actively support and propagandise this
hen why should we, communists, discard it? Is it
ar that the discarding of this slogan can merely
influence of the communists in the popular mas-
at this would play into the hands of the reac-

 Chinese leaders so naive that they do not realise

strange logic leads them to and what great
lity they assume before the peoples of the world
reckless theses fraught with the gravest of con-

”;f\ hinese leaders, apart from holding a negative
such vitally important questions of international
disarmament, termination of nuclear weapon
relaxation of international tensions, also try to
the efforts of the Soviet Union and other socialist
fighting against the threat of world war.
s show that time and again the CPR Government
forward in the world arena as a force opposing
ful foreign policy of the socialist countries and
g the common anti-war front. It has happened
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time and again that when the world was faced"
acute situation in which unity of action among thg
countries and all peace-loving forces was particul
perative, the Chinese leaders became active. By
whom? Against the Soviet Union and other socjal
tries seeking a relaxation of tension. Moreover, it
noted that Peking could not conceal its irritation
xation every time the situation was normalised ag
litary conflict avoided. That was the case, for
during the Caribbean crisis. The CPC leadership
ing to help avert a world war and effectively supp
lutionary Cuba. They did nothing to support the d
measures of the Warsaw Treaty powers, adopted
possible imperialist aggression, and said nothi
China siding with the socialist countries in the ey
US attack against Cuba. It was quite evident that
when the Soviet Union was prepared to defend
revolution with all the means at its disposal, the"
leaders strove to benefit from the crisis in the Ci
region. 2
It is a fact that when the Caribbean crisis we
height the CPR Government extended the armed:
on the Sino-Indian frontier. No matter how the
leaders try belatedly to justify their behaviour at {
ment they cannot escape the responsibility of the
by their actions they essentially helped the extreme
ary circles of imperialism, thereby aggravating a
complicated and dangerous situation in the worl
The Sino-Indian conflict arose over the posse
frontier territories in the Himalayas which had
disputed either by China or India in the course
centuries. However, inasmuch as this problem arost
thing should have been done to settle it peacefully,
tiation. The Government of the USSR has repeatedl
cated namely such a settlement of this frontier
However, hostilities broke out in the region of the Hi
The pernicious consequences of this conflict have no
fested themselves fully. It has rendered a great servict
perialism and inflicted grave harm to the national
tion movement, the progressive forces of India
entire front of the anti-imperialist struggle. Utilig
Sino-Indian conflict for their own purposes, the imp;
and their supporters are seeking to undermine
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ke e young national states in the socialist
’ e:v?flg:iiay inlogm tary blocs and strengthen
ns of extreme reaction in that country.
allowing relations with India, which as every-
is not a member of military blocs, to deteriorate
the Chinese leadership at the same time actually
together with Pakistan, a member of SEATO and
‘which are threatening the peace and security of
jian peoples. It is a fact that having discarded their
nary phrase-mongering", the Chinese leaders
n reality adopted a line that can hardly be dovetailed
e principled position of the countries of the socialist
nwealth with regard to imperialist blocs.
ap) roach of the Chinese leaders to the choice of
s nmrallies is strange, to say the least. How is it pos-
it may be asked, to fling mud at the socialist coun-
communist -parties and, at the same time, with
ole world watching, shower compliments on the reac-
regime in Pakistan? That is simply unthinkable.
one believe that the raprochement with Pakistan
dictated by the interests of the development of
tionary struggle of the peoples of Asia against
sm that the Chinese leaders talk so much about?
‘dangerous, adventurist views and propositions on
s of war and peace that the CPC leaders would like
upon the fraternal parties have quite under-
been categorically rejected by the international
movement and broad circles of the world pro-
public.
t only Marxists-Leninists but also all friends of
and peace noted with alarm that the “bellicose”
from Peking practically reach the point of di-
stifying and even lauding war as a means of set-
ial conflicts.
erically attacking the Moscow partial nuclear test
eaty on July 31, 1963, and thereby finding themselves
with the most aggressive circles of imperialism,
nese leaders still further exposed themselves as
rsaries of the policy of peace and peaceful coexistence
with different social systems. The enemies rejoic-
er it and friends could not but condemn it.
Chinese leaders felt that they had gone too far
rder to extricate themselves from this situation they
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made a complete volte-face in their propaganda. Lately
stream of “peace-loving” statements suddenly gushed
Peking, while representatives of the Chinese Governm
hasten to sign documents concerning the struggle
peace and fidelity to the policy of peaceful coexisten
Such was the vein of many of the statements made®
Chou En-lai during his tour in Africa and Asia.

“World war cannot be averted,” they were saying plail
in Peking only yesterday. Today they are trying to persu;
people to believe that the thesis on the averting of war §
put forward by none other than the leaders of the CP
Yesterday they abused peaceful coexistence, today they a
posing as practically its only and the most zealous supp
ers. Yesterday they declared that disarmament was a de
tion of the peoples, today they sign statements in whi
they undertake to work for disarmament.

This volte-face could only be welcomed if there
been signs that the CPC leadership really perceives its
takes and is taking a correct stand. Regretfully everythif
points to the fact that the aims and objectives of the Chine
leaders have not changed. Their “love of peace” is nothis
but an ostentatious screen masking their real intentios
which have received a rebuff and been censured by wor
public opinion. One cannot fail to see that the “love
peace” now emanating from Peking is in glaring contr
to actual deeds, to the concrete policy of the Governme
of the CPR.

The obviously adventurist position of the CPC leade
makes itself felt in their attitude to the question of nucle
weapons.

It is well known that the CPR leaders insistently sor
to obtain the atomic bombs from the Soviet Union. They e
pressed their deep mortification when our country did nt
give them samples of nuclear weapons.

The CC CPSU and the Soviet Government have alrea
explained why we consider it inexpedient to help Chir
produce nuclear weapons. The inevitable reaction to th
would be the nuclear arming of powers of the imperial
camp, in particular, West Germany and Japan. Having
higher level of economic, scientific and technical develo
ment they could undoubtedly produce more bombs tha
China and build up a nuclear potential much faster.
must be borne in mind that revanchist aspirations are pa
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ticularly strong in these countries. These are the countries
‘ which in the past have been the main hotbeds of military
threats and militarism.

The Soviet Union’s atomic weapon is a reliable guaran-

| tee of the defence not only of our country but also of the
entire socialist camp, including China. The leaders of the
CPR are well aware of this fact. Nonetheless, they are out
to put their hands on the nuclear weapon at all costs. Very
indicative in this light is the interview given to Japanese

| jnurnahst in October 1963 by Chen Yi, member of the Po-

fitbureau of the CC CPC and Deputy Premier of the CPR.

‘ Saying that China would create her own nuclear weapon
whatever the price, he declared, as was reported in the

| Japanese press, that possibly it would take China several
ears and perhaps even longer than that to begin the mass
production of bombs. But China, he said, would produce
the most modern weapon even if it would cost them their
Jast shirt. And several days later a statement by a Chinese
government spokesman, published in Jenminjihpao, stated
that China would adhere to this line “even if the Chinese
people vill not be able to create an atomic bomb in a hun-
dred years...”

It thus turns out that the possession of an atomic bomb,
which the Chinese leaders call a “paper tiger”, is their
cherished goal.

In a fit of irritation, the CPC leaders went so far as to
say that the threat of a nuclear war comes not from impe-
rialism but from the “modern revisionists”, unambiguously
hinting at the Soviet Union and other socialist countries.
In a speech in Pjongyang on September 18, 1963, Liu
Shao-chi, Chairman of the CPR, stated: “Imperialism did
not use the nuclear weapon everywhere and at will and
would not dare to do so.” He followed this up with the
wild assertion that “in agreement with the imperialists”
the Soviet Union *“has monopolised the nuclear weapon”
and organises “nuclear blackmail with regard to the peo-
ples-of the socialist countries and the revolutionary peoples
of the whole world”. If the “modern revisionists,” he pathe-
tically exclaimed, “come to use the nuclear weapon first
and thereby provoke a world nuclear war they will earn
the stern condemnation of the peoples of the whole world.”

What touching concern Liu Shao-chi shows to lull sus-
picion that the imperialists have any intention of unleash-
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ing a nuclear war. After this, is it not hypocrisy
of the CPC leadership to call for an “adherence
approach”, for “distinguishing friend from foe”, for
gle against US imperialism as the chief enemy ¢
In this connection one cannot help but recall the pe
rule of bourgeois diplomacy, which Palmerston e
as “we have neither eternal allies nor eternal frie
our interests are eternal.” All this shows how
ficance the Chinese leaders attach to their own sf
concerning the aggressive nature of imperialism
uncompromising attitude to class enemies.

The following example of the discrepancy betw
the Chinese leaders say and do must also be poi
This concerns the relations between the socialist ¢
and the countries of the capitalist world. Here the
leaders have two yardsticks: one for appraisin
of the USSR and other socialist countries and the
assessing China’s foreign policy. Everyone knows th
ly negative reaction of the Chinese leaders to th
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries are
to normalise and improve economic and other relatic
the capitalist countries, including the United S
America. Why, one involuntarily asks, does any no
tion of relations between the USSR and the USA;
great nuclear powers on whose efforts a relaxation ¢
national tension largely depends, evoke such
from the Chinese Government? With a doggedne
of better application, the Chinese leaders do thei
to hinder an improvement of US-Soviet relations, pi
ing it as a “conspiracy with the imperialists”. At th
time the CPR Government is making feverish eff
establish relations with Britain, France, Japan, We
many and Italy. All the indications are that they
not have spurned an improvement in relations W
USA but for the fact that so far they do not see ]
priate conditions for this.

Never before has Peking received so many busil
political leaders and statesmen from the capitali
ries as now. CPR representatives have talks witl
and sign agreements on trade, credits, scientific an
nical aid and even on political issues. i

Do we want to reproach the CPC leaders for thi
vity? Of course, not. It is a normal and intrinsic
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of peaceful coexis:enlceA 1::]1 sncilali?t cmtl}?-
e to have contacts with people from the
ultimately have, (0 1200 7 Wit Triends, but also with
ltsaﬁves of the ruling imperialist circles. But the
nthat the Chinese leaders consider that when they
ves develop such activity it is an expression of
olicy of real “revolutionaries”, but when other
Y;lall;st States do the same thing it is “revisionism” and

‘kcszltletryhe-auempts to slander our peaceloving foreign

licy will inevitably collapse. Our Party shall continue
E:’;ge a struggle to avert a world thermonuclear war,
secure lasting world peace and perseveringly pursue the
Leninist_policy of peaceful coexistence between countries
with different social systems. Our peaceful policy, Lenin
said, is approved by the overwhelming majority of the
wérfd's population. Peace helps to strengthen socialism.
The working people of all countries, of all continents desire

ce. The Communist Party of the Soviet Union has won
deserved glory as the banner-bearer of peace and shall
always remain faithful to this banner.

Tie course of events has shown that the programme of
struggle for peace, democracy, national independence and
socialism as drawn up by the Moscow Meetings is the pro-

ramme which closely links up the immediate and end

Is of the working class and ensures the advance of the
world revolution.

At the same time, far from facilitating the development
of the world revolutionary process, the-theoretical platform
and, chiefly, the practical activity of the CPC leadership
create additional difficulties for the realisation of the age-
old aspirations of the peoples, who are hungering for peace
and social progress.

It is absurd to set the struggle for peace, for the peace-
ful coexistence of countries with different social systems
off against the revolutionary class struggle of the working

- class of the capitalist countries and the national liberation
struggle of the peoples. For Marxists-Leninists there neither
is nor can be a dilemma of whether to wage a struggle for
peace or a revolutionary struggle. These struggles are inter-
related and are, in the final analysis, spearheaded against
imperialism. The struggle for peace is one of the main
forms of the struggle of the peoples against imperialism,
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against the new wars being prepared by them, against
aggressive acts of the imperialists in the colonial count;
against the military bases of the imperialists on the t
tory of other countries, against the arms race, and so
Does this struggle not express the vital interests of
working class and all working people?

We know that peace is a true ally of socialism.
situation created by peaceful coexistence also favoural
influences the development of the national liberation me
ment and the revolutionary struggle of the working cl;
in the capitalist countries.

The scale of the working class movement has gro
immeasurably in recent years. Experience shows that
many countries the struggle of the working class for
mocratic and social rights is closely intertwined with
struggle for peace, against the forces of militarism. In
struggle against militarism a political complexion is i
parted even to the economic actions of the working cla:
The efforts of the working class and all working people
avert the threat of another world war help to educate fl
peoples in a spirit of international solidarity becau
under present-day conditions, as never before, the struggli
for peace is essentially an international struggle.

What, for example, does it signify to work for pea
in a country like the Federal Republic of Germany? It si
nifies firstly opposition to the big monopolies, which ar
hatching ideas of revenge, opposition to their offensive
against the vital rights and political freedoms of the worl
ing people. By participating in this struggle, the workin,
class, far from “dissolving” in the mass democrati
movement, as the Chinese leaders maintain, acquirt
experience in revolutionary organisation and discipling
unites its ranks and wins greater influence among the
masses.

Naturally, being a general-democratic movement the
struggle for peace neither sets itself nor can set itself th
task of socialist transformations. This, incidentally, is wha
the CPC leaders, who are trying to foist on the peace move-
ment tasks alien to it, fail to comprehend. But the struggl
for peace is working for socialism inasmuch as it is wage
against imperialism, the source of the war threat, inas.
much as it awakens in the masses a clear understandin,
of their vital interests.
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The repudiation of this extremely close bond between
the struggle for peace and the struggie for socialism reveals
{he essentially profound distrust that the CPC leaders have
for the popular masses, for their ability to take organised
action in the class struggle. The essence of the CPC leader-
ship’s present concepts of the problem of revolution consists
in the rejection of the Leninist teaching of the socialist re-
volution” as being the result of a mass struggle by 'the
people, in relying_ solely on armed uprisings everywhere
and in all cases without taking into account the sentiments
of the masses, their preparedness for revolution, without
taking into account the internal and external situation.

The immense harm of this line lies in the fact that it
rejects painstaking and patient work with the masses and
reliance on the maturing of the objective and subjective
conditions for a socialist revolution in favour of revolutio-
nary phrase-mongering, or, what is still worse, in favour
of adventurist actions by a handful of men who are cut off
from the people. Does this kind of action have anything in
common with Marxism-Leninism and is this not the popu-
larisation of Blanquist and Trotskyite ideas that have been
rejected long ago?

No matter what the CPC leaders say to the contrary,
one of the most acute points of the polemics in the com-
munist movement is the problem of “the ways of carrying
out the revolution” and not in the dilemma of “whether to
carry or not to carry on the revolution”, If the communist
parties pin all their hopes solely on an armed struggle
without taking into consideration the preparedness of the
masses to support such a struggle it will inevitably lead
only to bitter failures.

In other words, the Chinese leaders have forgotten one
of the prime propositions of Marxist-Leninist theory, nante-
ly that the revolution cannot be accelerated or made to
order, that it cannot be pushed on from without. “Some
people,” Lenin said, “think that the revolution can be ef-
fected in a foreign country by order, under an agreement.
People who think in such terms are either madmen or
agents provocateurs.” (Coll. Works, Vol. 27, p. 441). Re-
volution is made by the masses headed by the proletariat
and its revolutionary vanguard. Naturally, this does not in
any way imply that Marxists-Leninists must passively weit
for a favourable situation to arise. The experience of the
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CPSU shows that even a relatively small, steeled party
has the support of the proletariat and the advanced sect
of the peasantly can head the revolution and lead the
ple. But for this, as Lenin repeatedly emphasised, i
must be a revolutionary situation in which the *‘upj
ranks” are no longer able to govern and the “lower rin
no longer want to live as before. E

Realistically assessing the present situation, the frates
parties allow for the possibility of transition from capi
ism to socialism either by peaceful or non-peaceful mea

However, no matter how the transition from capitali:
to socialism is achieved, it is possible solely through a
cialist revolution, through a dictatorship of the proletari;
in its various forms. In each separate country the real p
sibility for a peaceful or non-peaceful transition to soci
ism is determined by concrete historical conditions.
fraternal parties in the capitalist countries are invarial
guided by Lenin’s proposition that the working class m
master all forms and means of revolutionary struggle wi
out exception, that it must be prepared for the swiftest aj
most unexpected switch from one form of struggle
another and utilise it in conformity with the obtaning sit
tion. But the Chinese leaders oppose this creative approa
to questions of tactics by the fraternal parties and attes
to instruct them from Peking on how and when to carry
a revolution in their countries. Quite understandably th
“instructions” are getting a unanimous rebuff from Ma
ists-Leninists.

Our Party has always unswervingly adhered to positi
of proletarian internationalism. No slander and no di
fabrications can smear the banner of proletarian inter
tionalism which is sacred to us. Our Party will conti
tirelessly to strengthen its solidarity with the working cla
with the working masses of the capitalist countries, stri
gling to destroy the capitalist system and transformi
society on socialist lines. This road has been bequeathed
us by Lenin and we shall steadfastly follow it.




11

THE CPC LEADERS’ POLICY OF ISOLATING
THE NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVEMENT
FROM THE INTERNATIONAL WORKING CLASS

The Chinese leaders pin special hopes on using the na-
tional liberation movement for their own ends.

The collapse of the colonial system of imperialism, and
the tasks and prospects of the newly-free countries cons-
titute one of the cardinal problems of the social progress
of all mankind. Imperialism and internal reaction are
trying to stop the development of national liberation revolu-
tions and to push the newly-free countries into the trap of
neo-colonialism. The progressive democratic forces are
fighting for complete national freedom, for the transition
{o the non-capitalist path of development. The historical
destinies of hundreds upon hundreds of millions of people
depend on the outcome of this struggle.

The Communist parties of the world, after generalising
at their international conferences the vast experience of
the anti-imperialist movement, put forward a clear-cut
programme of action to promote the struggles of the peo-
ples of Asia, Africa and Latin America for complete natio-
nal and social liberation.

The Chinese leaders countered this Marxist-Leninist
programme with their special policy, and are trying to im-
pose upon the national liberation movement principles
which may push it on to a perilous path and endanger the
achievements of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America.

It is particularly typical of the Chinese leaders that
they completely ignore the immense variety of conditions
in which the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin America
are. It is well known that these countries stand at different
levels of socio-economic and political development. One
group of countries has already taken the socialist road.
Another group has won political independence and set
about effecting radical social reforms. A third group of
countries, where the national bourgeoisie has come to
power, adheres on the whole to an anti-imperialist position.
There are countries which have formally acquired political
independence but have virtually failed to become indepen-
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dent because of the puppet regimes that have come to pq
in them or because of their participation in impes
blocs. Lastly, there are countries where colonial rey
remain and whose peoples are waging a heroic strugg
their freedom.
It is obvious to the Marxists-Leninists that the peoj
of each of those groups of countries are faced with diffes
tasks. The Chinese leaders, however, are trying to imp
uniform standard patterns and methods of struggle on
Communist parties and all progressive forces. This is p
ticularly evident from what they contend to be the mj
tasks of the national liberation movement at the pres
stage.
The Marxists-Leninists consider that the main tasks
the former colonies where the political rule of the im
rialists is done with—and those countries constitute a m:
rity—are to strengthen the independence achieved, upre
colonial practices in their economy and develop it at a
rate, achieve economic sovereignty, and follow the road
social and economic progress. Among the primary genet
national problems are the expulsion of foreign monopolif
the implementation of agrarian reforms in the interests
the peasants, the promotion of national industry, abo
all by setting up a state sector, and the democratisation
social and political life. In a number of countries, con
tions are already being created, as these tasks are fulfillg
for development along non-capitalist lines, for taking
socialist road.
In their interviews with delegations from the Com
nist parties of newly-free countries, and in their sta
ments at world conferences, Chinese representatives spei
of nothing but the necessity for waging an armed stru
in those countries. At the Stockholm session of the Wol
Peace Council, for examlpe, Liu Ning-yi, member of
CC CPC, claimed that “the road of armed struggle is i
road to the complete liberation of the oppressed nation
The Marxists-Leninists have always supported arm
risings against the colonialists, against tyrannical regime
they have supported the liberation wars of oppressed pes
ples. But they have always opposed standard tactics b:
on the dogmatic use of some one form of struggle, irres|
tive of the actual conditions. Such tactics are particularl
harmful now that in most of the Asian, African and Lati
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i countries national governments have come to
A“;,e;ctal;l are pursuing an anti-imperialist policy. In these
ircumstances, to advance the slogan of armed struggle as
3 niversal method means causing double harm, disorient-
iall the forces of national liberati{m and distracting them

struggle against imperialism.

'mﬂfgl:all, I%gls absurd to say that the working people of
Algeria, Ghana, Mali and certain other countries are faced
with the task of starting an armed revolt. Such an idea
amounts to an appeal to back the reactionaries, who are
intent on overthrowing the governments of those countries.
And what else but harm can one expect from an attempt to
ut this idea into effect in such countries as, for example,
Indonesia or Ceylon?

The “Leftist” recommendations of the Chinese leaders
for an armed struggle everywhere are nothing but an at-
tempt to push the Communist and all democratic forces in
the newly-free countries on to a path of adventures. Expe-
rience shows that those who blindly follow such recom-
mendations, refusing to take account of the actual condi-
tions, doom themselves to isolation, make useless sacrifi-
ces and, far from promoting social progress in their coun-
tries, handicap it.

In the question of the prospects of the historical deve-
lopment of the liberated countries the Chinese leaders come
out against such cardinal principles of the communist mo-
vement as Lenin’s thesis on the possibility of a non-capital-
ist way of development of the liberated countries.

Speaking at the Moscow bilateral meeting in July 1963,
Teng Hsiao-ping, General Secretary of the CC CPC, said
outright that the thesis of the non-capitalist path was
“meaningless talk”, although every Communist knows that
this thesis was put forward by Lenin and has been borne
out by the experience of a number of peoples that in the
past were colonial.

The idea of the non-capitalist path is gaining ground
among the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America, and
for a number of peoples it has become a call for practical
action. This is a tremendous achievement of socialism. Ca-
pitalism has discredited itself in the eyes of the peoples,
and the appeal of socialist ideas in the newly-free countries
is so strong that the advanced forces and national leaders

43



of many countries advocate taking the socialist path
are actually taking steps in this direction, countil
good reason on support from the socialist countries aj
Marxist-Leninist parties.

Except for “Leftist” phrases about the armed struj
the Chinese leaders have nothing to say to the peopl
the newly-free countries concerning the lines along’
they should wage their struggle for a better future.
have, in fact, no positive ideas that would help the
gressive forces in one-time colonies to fight for soci

The Chinese leaders pretend that the interests
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America are particul
near and dear to them and that they are concerned a
all else with the further progress of the national libera
movement. The facts, however, give them the lie. Tt is
coming increasingly evident that they are prompte
other considerations. The CPC leadership is clearly t
to establish control over the national liberation strug
in order to make it an instrument for the implementatios
its hegemonic plans. The arguments contained in the
minjihpao article of October 22, 1963, already mentioi
are typical in this respect. That newspaper tries hard
prove that “true” Marxists-Leninists are to be found
Peking only, and makes it perfectly clear that the natior
liberation movement should take its bearings from the
The Chinese leaders call on the peoples of Asia, Africa a
Latin America to follow Peking’s lead in everything.
article clearly expresses the CPC leadership’s claim to
gemony in the national liberation movement, and thi
desire to subordinate it to their special aims.

That probably sheds more light than anything else
the true object of the Chinese leaders’ policy of dissociatit
the national liberation movement from the world sociali
system and from the international working class.

It is with that object in view that the CPC leaders h;
spread the infamous falsehood that the CPSU “underes
mates” the historical role of the national liberation mo
ment and that the Soviet Union “refuses to help” the n
tional liberation movement on the pretext of fighting f
peaceful coexistence, We need not refute this ill-infentios
slander. Whatever “strong language” the Chinese leade
may use against the CPSU, they cannot cite a single f
bearing out their lying contentions.
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But the CPC leaders do not c}mfine themselves to slan-
der. In the steps they take officially and in various world
‘én:mcratic organisations, they concentrate not on further-
ing the unity of the anti-imperialist forces, but on the
ng e against the USSR and other socialist countries
‘;‘hal was what Chinese delegates did, in particular, at the
Afro-Asian Solidarity Conference in Moshi.

At that Conference Liu Ning-yi, head of the Chinese
delegation, said in an interview with our delegates: “East
European countries should not interfere in Asian and Af-
rican affairs... We regret the fact that you have come here
at all. Who wants you here? It is an insult to the solidarity
movement of the Afro-Asian countries. ... You may do as
you will, but we shall be against you.” The Chinese dele-

ates at that Conference suggested to Asian and African

delegates that since the Russians, Czechs and Poles are
whites, “they cannot be trusted”, that they would “always
be able to come to terms with the American whites”, and
that the peoples of Asia and Africa had interests of their
own and must form their separate associations.

Lately, the Chinese leaders have virtually begun to
form separate (trade union, journalistic, writers’, student,
sports, ete.) organisations for Asian, African and Latin
American countries, which they plan to set up against the
World Federation of Trade Unions and other international
associations.

In the light of the practical activities of the Chinese
Jeaders in recent years, the true political meaning of their
slogan—"The wind from the East is beginning to prevail
over the wind from the West"—has become all the clearer.
It will be recalled that at the Meeting of 1960 that slogan
was sharply criticised as a nationalist slogan substituting
the geographic, and even the racial approach for the class
approach. It is clearly an attempt to minimise the role of
the world socialist system, the' working class and the peo-
ples of Western Europe and America.

The Chinese theoreticians would like to substitute the
call for setting the Eastern peoples apart on a nationalist
and even racial basis for the Leninist idea of uniting the
anti-imperialist forces of all countries and continents, ex-
pressed in the slogan “Workers of all countries and oppres-
sed peoples, unite!” Their slogan about the supposedly ma-
gic power of the wind from the East is plainly designed to
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foment nationalist and even racial sentiments amon
peoples fighting against colonialism.

of the oppressed peoples, have aroused distrust of p
of the white race in a section of the population of the
mer colonies and semi-colonies, and still nourish that
timent. It is this sentiment that the Chinese leaders
trying to fan in the hope of setting up the peoples of:
former colonies and semi-colonies against the soci
countries and the working people of the developed
talist countries, and of representing themselves as the
defenders of the interests of those peoples. For, if we a
lay bare the secret design behind the Chinese slogan
reveal the far-reaching aim of the CPC leaders, it is
this: China, according to them, is the biggest countr
the East, it embodies the interests of the East, and i
here that the “winds of history” spring up that are
“prevail over” the winds from the “West”.

In other words, that slogan is nothing but an ideol
cal and political expression of the hegemonic aspiration:
the Chinese leadership. 1

It is natural that the Chinese leaders, who are hatchi
that sort of plans, regard close ties between the nati
liberation movement, on the one hand, and the world
cialist system and the international working-class mq
ment, on the other, as a most serious obstacle to the re:
sation of their schemes. Hence the CPC leaders’ policy
dissociating the Asian, African and Latin American col
ries from the USSR and other socialist countries and fi
the working class of the capitalist countries. Needless
say that policy is in crying conflict with the vital interes
of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America. As
facts show, it is meeting with growing resistance on thy
part.

And that is understandable, because the policy of
CPC leaders, which is aimed at undermining the allia;
of the newly-free countries and the socialist countri
may cause great damage primarily to the peoples of A
Africa and Latin America. In effect, that policy dooms
peoples of those countries to aloofness and isolation,
the “bottling up” of all that is narrowly national; it shi
them off from the international experience of the revoluf
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movement and the construction of the new society,
nd thereby facilitates the imperialist struggle against the
:ational liberation movement. ¥

The tremendous progress which the national liberation
ement has made in our day was made possible by its
close links with the peoples of the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries and with the revolutionary movement
of the international working class. The Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the other Marxist-Leninist parties
regard the national liberation movement as a major revo-
Jutionary factor of today, one which makes a historic cont-
ribution to the struggle against imperialism, for peace and
socialism. L : g

The Great October Socialist Revolution for the first
{ime in history showed all the enslaved people the real way
{o liberation from national oppression. It initiated the great
revolutionary process which today has culminated in the
collapse of the colonial system, an event of history-making
significance. il : i

The national liberation revolutions triumphed in new
historical conditions. First of all, there arose, and has been
developing and gaining strength, the world socialist sys-
tem, which is becoming the decisive factor in the progress
of society. Secondly, the defeat in the Second World War
of the striking forces of imperialism—Hitler Germany,
fascist Italy and militarist Japan—resulted in a consider-
able weakening of world reaction. Thirdly, the working
class and all working people of the colonial powers stepped
up their fight against the colonial policies of the imperial-

nary

move

ists.

All that provided an exceptionally favourable situation
for the victories of the national liberation movement and
enabled to encompass the colonial and semi-colonial peri-
phery of imperialism on three continents—Asia, Africa and
Latin America. We greatly appreciate the assistance which
the national liberation struggle is rendering to the socialist
countries and to all revolutionary forces.

Unity of all the revolutionary forces is an earnest of
victory in the anti-imperialist struggle. The fundamental
national interests of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America fully coincide with those of the socialist community,
and of the working class and all working people in all
countries. This is the objective basis of the growing
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solidarity of the revolutionary.forces fighting against
perialism.

Back in the days when our country was the only
cialist state Lenin wrote that “the revolutionary move
of the peoples of the East can now develop effectis
and can reach a successful issue only in direct associaf
with the revolutionary struggle of our Soviet Rep
against international imperialism.” (Coll. Works, Vol.
p- 130, Russ. ed.) Lenin’s words sound with particular f
now that there exists the world socialist system.
What, specifically, does support for the national libg
tion movement on the part of the socialist countries
today? ¥
The internationalist duty of the socialist countries i
foil imperialist attempts at re-establishing colonial ry
mes in the newly-free countries and preventing the r
sation of the national aspirations of the peoples that
thrown off colonial tyranny. In all such cases, the duty
the socialist countries is to give those countries polif
and diplomatic support, and when necessary, to curb
imperialist aggressors by using the whole might of
world socialist system.

Our policy, which is aimed at assisting the peo]
fighting for their freedom, is based on the lofty princi
of proletarian internationalism, on the behests of the
Lenin.

Many times our Party and Government have stated
views on questions of the national liberation move
clearly and in great detail. The answers which Com
Khrushchov gave to the questions of a number of Afr
and Asian newspapers and which were published not
ago, say in no uncertain terms: “Every people figl
against the colonialists has been firmly supported by
Soviet Union and other socialist countries. Today we
clare once again, for all to hear, that the peoples figh
for their liberation can continue to count firmly on
support.”

The peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America
well that the Soviet Union actively supports the nati
liberation, just wars which the people wage against
enslavers. The Soviet Union, like other socialist coun
is doing everything to help the national liberation
ment—economically, politically and, if necessary, mili
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Jy—and to prevent the imperialists from unleashing local
“)/Iars and exporting counter-revolution by force of arms.

We have only to refer to such facts as the support given
to Egypt during the Suez venture of the Anglo-Franco-
Tsraeli aggressors, the assistance extended to Indonesia
in its struggle to promote its independence and recover
Western Irian, and many other facts. No people who have
asked our support have met with a refusal. The soldiers of
the heroic national liberation army of Algeria and the arm-
ed forces of Indonesia, the Yemen and other countries know
well whose arms helped them in the struggle against the
colonialists for freedom and independence.

In the recent period the Soviet government has repeated-
ly and resolutely come out in defence of peoples fighting
for their national independence. It has supported the peo-

les of Panama and Cyprus in their anti-imperialist strug-

gle, voiced its solidarity with the courageous resistance put
up by the Vietnamese people to US aggression, warned
the British and US imperialists against interference in the
internal aifairs of the People’s Republic of Zanzibar, and
exposed colonialist intrigues in East Africa.

Now that the achievement of economic sovereignty and
social progress have become the chief direction in which
the anti-imperialist struggle of the newly-free countries is
developing, it is particularly important to expand economic
co-operation between the socialist countries and those count-
ries, and to render them fraternal economic assistance.

The Soviet Union unfailingly fulfils its duty. Soviet
credits to newly-free countries on favourable terms add up
to a total exceeding 3,000 million roubles. The Soviet Union
is helping to build about 500 industrial and other establish-
ments in several dozens of newly-free countries. It is ren-
dering disinterested assistance to the newly-free countries
in setting up a national industry, the bulwark of economic
independence. The Bhilai Iron and Steel Works and the
Aswan High Dam will always be remembered by the peo-
ples as symbols of fraternal co-operation between socialist
countries and the countries that have freed themselves from
colonial tyranny.

Thousands of students from newly-sovereign states re-
ceive an education in our country. Growing economic re-
lations between the USSR and other socialist countries,
on the one hand, and Asian, African and Latin American

49



countries, on the other, have ended the monopoly whij
the imperialist powers had on deliveries of plant and
granting of credits. These powers often have to make e
cessions to underdeveloped countries with regard to lo;
terms, in the field of trade, and so on. Economic blockag
a weapon which in the past never failed, has been knock
out of the hands of the imperialists. p

The peoples of the newly-free countries know that
can win the battle against the domination of internatior
monopolies if they draw on the economic power of the
cialist system. The growing economic potential of the ¢
cialist countries is in their best interest. Today the a
vements of the socialist countries in the economic comp
tion with capitalism, and their expanding economic rel
tions with newly-sovereign states constitute one of
most important forms in which socialism gives the peop
of the newly-free countries effective support.

The Chinese leaders, however, suggest to the peop

of Asia, Africa and Latin America that the socialist co
tries’ policy of peaceful economic competition allegel
runs counter to their interests. They do all they can:
smear the economic assistance which the USSR and of
socialist countries render to the less developed countri
and try to induce them to question the purpose of {l
assistance. But the peoples of the newly-free countr
who have gained considerable political experience, wi
in a position to see for themselves what the Chinese I
ers are driving at and what they really want, and ¥
reject a policy aimed at subordinating them to the sell
plans of the Chinese leaders.
Soviet people are confident that the peoples of
Africa and Latin America, who are well famiiiar with:
actual facts concerning Soviet assistance, will them:
draw the right conclusions as to the worth of the slar
ous fabrications of the Chinese leaders. They can do
all the more easily because they can compare the de
the Soviet Union with the Chinese leaders’ actions in
ent years,

We are firmly convinced that the national libel
movement, which has become one of the greatest pro
sive factors of today, will, despite all difficulties, ar
close alliance with the world socialist system and the
imperialist forces, march on along its own path, tow
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final victory over the imperialist forces, and will bring the
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America deliverance from
age-long backwardness, will lead them to national and
social prosperity. | ]

The Soviet Union has invariably advocated the aboli-
tion of every form of colonial oppression. It considers frat-
ernal alliance with the peoples that have cast off colonial
and semi-colonial tyranny as a corner-stone of its foreign

icy.
pOIThe Communist Party of the Soviet Union has always
helped the peoples fighting against imperialism for their
freedom and national independence, and will continue to
do so. No amount of slander and no falsehoods can hinder
the growing friendship between the peoples of the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries and the peoples of the
countries which have freed themselves from colonial de-
pendence.

v
ON SOVIET-CHINESE RELATIONS

Comrades,

The CC CPSU and the Soviet Government have always
attached great importance to the development of friendship
and co-operation with the People’s Republic of China. We
have never sought any advantage or profit, and have al-
ways been internationalist in our attitude towards the
CPC and the Chinese people.

For many years we have supported the working people
of China, their Communist vanguard, in the struggle for
independence, for the victory of the socialist revolution.
We considered it our duty to help the Chinese people fra-
ternally in the building of socialism, the strengthening of
the international position of the CPR, and in the defence
of its socialist gains.

Our Party, the Soviet people know the scale and the
nature of the economic assistance rendered by the Soviel
Union to China. In a short period of time the USSR helped
the People’s Republic of China to build over 200 large in-
dustrial enterprises, shops and other projects, equipped
with modern machinery. The CPR has built with Soviet
aid whole branches of industry, which China had not had
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before: aircrait-, automobile- and tractor-building indust;
power-producing, heavy machine-building and precision
chine-building industries, instrument-making and radi
neering, and various branches of the chemical industry.

The factories built and reconstructed with Soviet:
sistance enable China to produce annually 8,700,000 fg
of iron, 8,400,000 tons of steel, and 32,200,000 tons of ¢
and shale. Enterprises built with the help of our cou
account for 70 per cent of China’s tin output, 100 per e
of its synthetic rubber output, 25 to 30 per cent of its
tric power output, and 80 per cent of the lorries and
tors produced annually. The defence factories built w
the technical assistance of the Soviet Union constituf
the core for the building of China’s defence industry.

More than 10,000 Soviet specialists were sent to
People’s Republic of China for varying terms between I
and 1960. Some 10,000 Chinese engineers, technicians a
skilled workers, and about 1,000 scientists, were ta
and trained in the USSR between 1951 and 1962. Mg
than 11,000 students and post-graduates graduated fre
Soviet higher educational establishments in this period.

Soviet-Chinese co-operation reached its peak after 19
when elements of inequality in the relations between
countries imposed during the Stalin personality cult, wi
removed on the initiative of the CC CPSU and Comr
N. S. Khrushchov. “In the Chinese question,” Mao
tung said in 1957, “the credit for removing the disagi
able and the extraneous belongs to N. S. Khrushcho

In 1959 the proportions of Soviet-Chinese economic
tacts were nearly double those of 1953, while deliveries
the building projects increased in that period as much
eightfold. Between 1954 and 1963 the Soviet Union turn
over to China more than 24,000 sets of scientific and tec
nical documents, including 1,400 projects of large i
strial enterprises. These documents contained the vast
perience accumulated by the Soviet people, by its scientis
and technicians. In effect, all these scientific and techni
documents were turned over to China gratuitously.

The Soviet Union granted the People’s Republic
China long-term credits totalling 1,816 million roubles
favourable terms.

The CC CPSU and the Soviet Government spared
effort for China to assume firmly the place of a great soci
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ist power on the international scene, and worked persev-
ISt aly for the restoration of the rights of the CPR in the
United Nations. We regularly informed the leadership of
the CPR of all the key political actions of the Soviet Union
and strove to co-ordinate the foreign policies of our two
countries. . . : g

It should be said that, while assisting People’s China,
the CC CPSU for its part always highly appreciated the
support of the CPR. What we mean are not only the va-
rious valuable Chinese items of export received by the
USSR and the experience made available to us by the
Chinese scientists, but also the common struggle for the
consolidation of peace, against imperialism and colonial-

‘5m[n 1950, the Soviet Union and the CPR concluded a Treaty
of Friendship, Alliance and Mutual Assistance, which be-
came an important factor not only in the development of
versatile relations between our two countries, but also in
the strengthening of peace in the Far East.

The Soviet Union has always faithfully abided by all
the commitments under this Treaty. Every time a threat
arose to the security of the CPR, the USSR demonstrated its
readiness to perform its allied duty to the end. In the
autumn of 1958, for example, Comrade N. S. Khrushchov,
head of the Soviet Government, declared in a message to
US President Eisenhower that “an attack on the People’s
Republic of China, the great friend, ally and neighbour of
our country, would be tantamount to an attack on the
Soviet Union.” This declaration was re-affirmed in all
earnest in July 1962. The above shows how earnestly the
Soviet Government approached the strengthening of So-
viet-Chinese friendship.

However, to our regret, ever since 1958 the Government
of the CPR has been taking various measures undermining
Soviet-Chinese friendship and creating difficulties on the
world scene by its uncoordinated actions not only for the
Soviet Union, but also for other socialist countries.

Soviet-Chinese relations deteriorated most markedly
after the CPC leaders went over from isolated unfriendly
acts to a sharp curtailment of economic and cultural rela-
tions with the Soviet Union and other socialist countries.
Already on the eve of the 1960 Moscow Meeting of Frater-
nal Parties, the Chinese Government demanded that all ag-
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reements and protocols earlier concluded with the So
Union on economic, scientific and technical co-operation
revised. Besides, the Chinese Government turned dow
considerable part of the planned deliveries of Soviet eqi
{ne:i“, reducing to a minimum the volume of Soviet-Chi
rade.

Although the Soviet Government was aware that {}
course of the Chinese leaders would harm Soviet-Ching
friendship and co-operation, it had no choice but to cons
to it. As a result, the total volume of economic co-opera
between the Soviet Union and the CPR (including ti
and technical assistance) dropped in 1962 to 36.5 per ce
of what it was in 1959, while deliveries of sets of equ
ment and materials decreased 40-fold. In 1963 econon
co-operation and trade continued to drop.

It stands to reason that we could not look on indiff
ently while Soviet-Chinese co-operation shrank so acufg
Time and again the CC CPSU called on the CC CPC
avert this process. We suggested a number of conci
measures for it, but the Chinese leaders did not respo
to our suggestions. In pursuance of their special aims,
worsened China’s relations with the Soviet Union step:
step and began to spread the ideological differences
the sphere of inter-state relations.

Having set their course on curtailing economic contal
with the USSR and other socialist countries, the CPC le:
ers at first explained this as follows:

“Firstly, thanks to the assistance of the Soviet Uni
the primary foundations of modern industry and tee
nology have been laid in China, and, therefore, the buildii
and designing of most projects will in future proceed wi
domestic resources. We want to ease the efforts of fi
Soviet Union with respect to its assistance to China. Ho
ever, in the future, too, we shall have to ask for Soviet
sistance in relation to projects that we shall not be al
to design, build and equip on our own,

“Secondly, the CC CPC and the Chinese Govern:
consider it necessary to concentrate their resources on {i
building of the most important projects, while reducing
total number of capital projects and non-urgent projes
in order to put into practice the ‘better, more, faster ai
cheaper’ principle of socialist construction in the CPR. T
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scale of pbuilding in the country will continue to be big and
{he rates high. e 2 !

«Thirdly, due to the natural calamities in agriculture in
the last two years, certain difficulties have arisen with regard
to the balance of payments, and, therefore, by reducing the
number of projects built with the help of the Soviet Union
we hope to create conditions for more favourable co-opera-
tion between our countries.” (Quoted from the statement by
Ku Cho-hsin, head of the CPR Government delegation at the
Soviet-Chinese negotiations on February 10,1961.)

Yet today, having evidently “forgotten™ its previous ex-
planations, the CPR Government maintains that Soviet-Chi-
nese contacts were reduced on the initiative of the Soviet
Union and that this is the cause for China’s difficult economic
situation of the last few years.

Today, Chinese propagandists go out of their way to
prove that there has never been any Soviet assistance to
China and that there have been no more than ordinary com-
mercial operations. Bent on erasing the memory of Soviet
assistance among the people, the Chinese go to the length of
removing trade marks from Soviet lathes and other machi-
nery, and allege that the Soviet Union delivered obsolete
equipment to China. This is said in spite of the fact that the
Chinese themselves, and the foreign press as well, noted that
enterprises built with Soviet assistance, such as the Chang-
chun Automobile Works, the Harbin Electrical Engineering
Works, the Loyang Tractor Works, and many others, are
splendid models of modern industry.

Such actions have little in common with any concept of
common decency. While leaving them to the conscience of
the Chinese leadership, we cannot help noting the obvious
discrepancies in their charges against the Soviet Union. On
the one hand, they try to blame the USSR for reducing its
assistance and creating serious difficulties for China’s eco-
nomy. On the other, they spread rumours that Soviet assist-
ance was ineffective and insignificant. Yet if it were granted
that our assistance was “ineffective and insignificant”, then
how could its cessation harm China’s economy? y

To use the favourite expression of the Chinese leaders,
where is the truth and where the untruth on this score? The
facts show that it is nothing but untruth all round.

In spite of the candidly hostile actions of the CPC leader-
ship, our country is living up faithfully to earlier commit-
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ments and continuing to assist China in the building of f
dustrial enterprises. Engineers, technicians, scientists:
students from the CPR are being trained in the Soviet Uj
as before. The Soviet Union responded fraternally to the}
nomic difficulties that arose in China in 1960 and 1961,
time when particularly acute food shortages occurred in

CPC leadership a loan of 1,000,000 tons of grain and IN
tons of sugar. At the same time, the Soviet Union grat
the CPR five years’ deferment on payments due for comn
cial transactions to the amount of 288 million roubles.

If, as the Chinese leadership claims, it was the
Union that sought to curtail its economic relations with
na, why did it have to take all these steps, why continug
assistance in building industrial enterprises, and why m;
repeated offers for greater mutually advantageous trade
economic co-operation? The CPC Jeadership gives no re
to this question. Nor can it do so, because it was none o
than the Chinese leadership that sought the curtailment
co-operation between our countries.

Seeking to justify, to some extent at least, the econor
failures of the CPR, brought about by the “big leap” poli
the CPC leaders lay a particular accent on the question
Soviet specialists. So, although this issue has been repeats
dealt with in our Party’s official documents, we are cf
pelled to dwell upon it once more. i

The Government of the USSR sent specialists to Chil
the belief that they were needed to assist in the developn
of China’s national economy, which did not have qual
personnel in sufficient numbers. It was by no means a ¢t
mercial transaction, but an act of genuine fraternal ass
ance to the Chinese people.

Seeing that the demand for foreign specialists is tempo
ry in nature and that qualified personnel of their own 3
rapidly growing in the fraternal socialist countries, the
viet Government broached the question of recalling our §
cialists first in 1956, and once again in 1958. Similar off
were also made at the time to the other People’s Demo
cies where Soviet specialists were still working then.
the specialists were not needed any longer these offers W
accepted by all the countries, excluding the CPR, whose:
vernment requested that the Soviet specialists stay on fi
certain time.

(%)
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While insisting lhat» the Soviet specialists remain, the
Chinese authorities deliberately treated them worse than
before, and created intolerable conditions for their work.

The last years of our specialists’ stay in the CPR coin-
ded with the “big leap” policy, which unbalanced the pro-
rtions of economic development and caused departures
from accepted technical standards. The Soviet people
could not help seeing the dangerous implications of this po-
licy. They warned the Chinese authorities against violating
the technical requirements. But their advice fell on deaf ears.
pue to the fact that the recommendations of the Soviet
specialists were ignored and that the Chinese officials
grossly violated the technical standards, large breakdowns
occurred, some of them involving a loss of life. This hap-

ened on the building site of the Hsinantsiang Hydropower

Station, where thousands of tons of rock crashed down
because the technical requirements were scorned, and work
on the project was considerably delayed. The dams burst
and pit was flooded at the Hsinfungtsiang Hydropower
project for the same reason. In both cases there was a loss
of life. It is only natural that the Soviet engineers and
technicians could not treat all this with indifference. They
protested, but being ignored, they began asking to be sent
home.

Furthermore, beginning in the spring of 1960 the Chin-
ese authorities began “indoctrinating” the Soviet special-
ists, trying to incline them against the Central Committee
of the CPSU and the Government of the USSR. This arous-
ed the legitimate indignation of our people.

The Government of the USSR has repeatedly called the
attention of the Chinese authorities to all these outrageous
facts, and requested insistent!y that normal conditions be
provided for the work of the Soviet specialists. But the
Chinese authorities responded by treating our people in a
still more unfriendly and insulting fashion, by spurning
them as “conservatives”, and by reviling Soviet experience
and technology in every way. Surveillance of Soviet people
increased, searches of personal belongings became more
frequent, and the like. In the circumstances, there was no
choice but to recall our specialists.

Now, after many additional facts have come to light,
there is every reason to believe that after 1959, when the
Chinese leadership began aggravating its relations with

ci
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the USSR, it did not need the specialists so much as
issue of these specialists, which they could use as
of the pretexts for the struggle against the CPSU.
After recalling the Soviet specialists, the Soviet
ernment sought an adjustment of the matter in the ij
ests of strengthening Soviet-Chinese friendship. In Noy
ber 1960, on the instructions of the CC CPSU Co
A. 1. Mikoyan told the Chinese leaders at the Mosg
Meeting of Fraternal Parties in an official conversation{
if China really needed Soviet specialists and if they
provided normal conditions for work, we were prepares
sent them back to the CPR. Comrade N. S. Khrushel
said the same thing in his talk with Chou En-lai and
other members of the CPC delegation to the 22nd C
gress of the CPSU. At the bilateral meeting of the CP
and CPC delegations (in July 1963) and in the Lette
the CC CPSU of November 29, 1963, the Chinese leag
ship was again officially informed that if it required’
technical help of our specialists, the Soviet Governm
was prepared to examine the question of sending them
the CPR. The Chinese leaders did not reply to all
proposals, while continuing to exploit the question of
viet specialists for their unseemly ends. They even i
to blame the revision of their economic plans, the reduct
of capital building and the difficulties which arose in
various branches of their economy by the withdrawal
our specialists.
But, to begin with, everybody knows that the econg
difficulties in the CPR arose before the Soviet speciall
had been recalled, and that they arose due to the danj
rous “big leap” experiment. Secondly, the greatest di
culties arose in economic branches where there were W
few or no Soviet specialists at all.
How, for example, could the recall of the Soviet speci
ists affect the coal, oil, timber, light and other indust|
and agriculture as well, if, in 1960, there were two speci
ists working in the coal industry, three in the Ministry
State Farms and Virgin Lands, and one each in the
artments of the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry?:
it was these very branches, and especially agriculture, #
suffered the greatest failures.
Is it not high time for the Chinese leaders to stop m
leading their Party, their people and world opinion,
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{o speak the truth about the real reasons for the difficulties
of the Chinese people?

These reasons stem from the fact that the CPC leaders
jgnored the objective laws in their economic policy.
€ How to explain the fact that lately, due to the exertions
the CPC leadership, Soviet-Chinese economic co-opera-
tion, cultural relations and exchanges between public
organisations are dwindling from year to year, while ins-
inuations and slander pour forth against the Soviet peo-

le in increasing numbers? There is only one explanation:

the Chinese leaders want to fence their people off from
the Soviet Union. They are airaid that their people will
Jearn the truth about the selfless fraternal Soviet proposals
for the development of relations between the USSR and
the CPR, and that then their vicious slander, whereby they
seek to tarnish our Party and the Soviet people, will ex-
plode in their faces. The CPC leadership fears that co-
operation with our country may carry as far as China the
purifying breath of the 20th Congress ideas, which dis-
sipated the intolerable situation created by the Stalin
personality cult.

We also consider it necessary to tell the Plenum about
the violations of the Soviet-Chinese border, occasioned
through the fault of the Chinese side. This has already
been mentioned in the documents of the CPSU and the
Soviet Government. In 1962 and 1963 violations of the
Soviet border kept occurring continuously, often assuming
the form of crude provocations.

The Soviet Government has come forward with the
initiative of holding consultations in order to specify the
border line between the USSR and the CPR at certain of
its points. We do so in the belief that no territorial issues
exist between the USSR and the CPR, that the Soviet-
Chinese border took shape historically, and that the issue
can concern only some sections of the border, to make
them more precise wherever necessary.

Undermining the foundations of Soviet-Chinese friend-
ship, the CPC leaders have organised a malicious anti-
Soviet propaganda campaign at home and abroad. The
Chinese newspapers are full of slanderous articles which
malign Soviet reality and cast foul aspersions on the
Soviet people. In one CPR Government statement the
foreign policy of the Soviet Union is described as “a policy
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of association with the forces of war for struggle ag
the forces of peace, association with imperialism
struggle against socialism”. 3

All these contentions are, from beginning to end,
ing but ranting slander, absolutely obvious not o
our friends, but also to our enemies. The Soviet Comn
ists, all Soviet people, reject these brazen lies with i
nation. The slanderers may go about their foul busir
but the Soviet Union will continue to advance along
Leninist course as before.

A%

ATTACKS BY THE CPC LEADERS
ON THE PROGRAMME
OF THE CPSU

Comrades, lately the CPC leaders have spread
polemics also to questions concerning the internal de
ment of the Soviet Union and other socialist counti

They have made the Programme of the CPSU
object of their attacks.

It is generally recognised that our Party Progra
is one of the most outstanding documents of modern
and that it reflects with unusual depth and force the pri
ice of the building of new society in the USSR and
fraternal countries on the basis of the theory of scie
communism. Defying common sense, Chinese propagal
has in its attacks on the Programme of the CPSU g
to the length of absurd and monstrous slander, alle
that it is “aimed against the revolutions of the peo
which are still dominated by imperialism and capitalisi
that it is “aimed against the completion of the revoluti
by the peoples which have already embarked on soe
ism” and, of all things, that it is aimed at “preses
and restoring capitalism” (Articles in the Jenminjih
and the journal Hungchi, September 6, 1963.)

In opposing the CPSU Programme, the Chinese leal
are trying to discredit the theory and practice
proletarian socialism, which has been victorious in
working class movement after a long struggle agai
petty-bourgeois socialism, anarchism and other ar
scientific doctrines. Whether they admit it or not,
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Jeaders of the CPC are reviving the conceptions of petty-
pourgeois socialism and trying to criticise the internation-
al experience of the building of new society from these
positions. A
The Chinese leaders are atta_ckmg the CPSU because
it is pursuing a policy of improving the people’s standard
of living. They say that the improvement of the living
standard is making Soviet people “go bourgeois”, and that
the principle of material incentives “results in people
seeking personal gain and enrichment, inducing the itch
for profit and a growth of bourgeois individualism, and
injuring socialist economics.... even corrupting it”
(Jenminjihpav, December 26, 1963).
Is there not deep-seated contempt for the vital require-
ments of men, for the principles and ideals of socialist
} society, behind these strident contentions?

It may be recalled what great importance Lenin at-
tached to the principle of socialist distribution according
{o labour, to material incentives for the development of
social production. He taught us that new society should
not be built by enthusiasm alone, but with the help of
enthfisiasm roused by the great revolution, by a personal
interest, by incentives, on a cost-accounting basis.

The Chinese leaders ferociously attack the conclusions
in the Programme of the CPSU concerning the political
organisation of socialist society as it advances to Com-
munism. They maintain that the propositions of the Pro-
gramme of the CPSU on the state of the whole people and
the party of the whole people substitute bourgeois theories
for the Marxist-Leninist teaching on the state, that they
are tantamount to a disarmament of the working class.

The Chinese leaders do not even try to analyse the
actual processes operating in the socialist countries.
Instead, they juggle with quotations snatched out of context
from the works of the Marxist-Leninist classics, and
interpret them incorrectly. They try to impose quasi-theor-
efical discussions on the world Communist movement
concerning metters that have long since been settled by
the classics of Marxism-Leninism.

One of these issues concerns their dogmatic contentions
about the dictatorship of the proletariat. The Chinese lead-
ers maintain stubbornly that the dictatorship of the prolet-
ariat should be preserved “until the entry into the highest
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phase of communist society”. In doing so they refer
quotation from Karl Marx, which says that “betwes
capitalist and communist society lies a period
revolutionary transformation of the first into the
This period conforms also with the political transi
period, and the state of this period cannot be anything
a revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat”. (K.
and F. Engels, Works, 2nd ed., Vol. 19, p. 27, Russ,

This quotation, snatched out of the context of
exposition, is being exploited as the theoretical basis
“the criticism” of the Programme of the CPSU. 5

But the Chinese leaders have clipped Marx’s exposil
and do not quote the next two lines from the same:
by Marx, which says with respect to the Gotha Prograt
“But the programme does not concern itself with e
this last (that is, the dictatorship of the proletariat—M
or the future statehood in communist society”. To fo
the logic of the Chinese theorists, Marx should be de
an anti-Marxist for saying this. Indeed, the Chinese
ists proceed from what they call Marxist ideas to say
“the withering away of the state of the dictatorship of
proletariat is also the withering away of the state”,
Marx speaks about the “statehood in communist so
which is no longer a dictatorship of the proletariat.

That is just the point. When speaking of the trans
al period from capitalism to communism, Marx S
mind the first phase of communism, that is, socm

Surely, the Chinese leaders know that Marx and En
have spoken more than once about the two phases of
munism and about the dictatorship of the proletariat b
a state of the transitional period, whose aim—the buils
of socialism—is the aim of the first phase of commun
Pointing to the inevitably long and persistent struggl
the socialist rearrangement o% society, Lenin wrote al
“a whole period of dictatorship by the proletariat
period of transition from capitalism to socialism”. (W
Vol. 29, p. 358, Russ. ed.) b

The Peking theorists go out of their way to husl
the proposition emphasised by Lenin. What he said’
that the dictatorship of the proletariat was necessary
the purpose of the final building and consolidatiol
socialism” (Works, Vol. 29, p. 351, Russ. ed.), and that,
the danger that capitalist relations may be restored d
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sears, there comes “an end to the dictatorship of the
pears, at”. (Works, Vol. 33, p. 75, Russ. ed.).

roletar o i 5

i That was how Vladimir Lenin put it.

The facts have completely confirmed that Lenin’s
propositions were correct. If the Chinese leaders had really
been concerned about the truth, they could have turned
to our every-day practice and seen how the economic basis
and social structure of Soviet society have changed. Lenin
considered that the suppression of the overthrown exploit-
ing classes was the most important feature of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. Socialist society in the USSR, as
we know, long since consists of friendly classes—the work-
ers and peasants, and the social group of the people’s
intelligentsia. They are welded by common basic interests,

the Marxist-Leninist ideology and by their identical
goal-the building of communism.

Against whom do the Chinese theorists suggest that we
enforce dictatorship? What are they leading up to, and
how to interpret their demand that the CPSU should carry
through a “policy of class struggle” inside the country?
. All of us know what the theory put forward by Stalin
'about the inevitable aggravation of class struggle as the
'successes of socialist construction accumulate has caused.
It may be recalled, that this theory served as a vindication
for gross violations of socialist legality. The CPSU has
put an end to it and will never allow anything like it to
happen again. It has pursued and will continue to pursue
a policy of strengthening the alliance between the working
class and the peasants, of uniting all working people in
a single collective of builders of communism.

The ideas of a state of the whole people and the party
of the whole people are not the fruit of arm-chair rumina-
tion. They were generated by reality and reflect the high
maturity which social relations have attained in the USSR.
In view of the fact that the exploiting classes have long
since been abolished in the USSR, the Soviet state, having
lost the character of a body suppressing the overthrown
exploiters, now expresses the interests and the will of the
whole people, while the party of the working class has
become a party of the whole people.

After the complete and final victory of socialism the
\working class no longer effects its guiding role through
lthe dictatorship of the proletariat. It remains the foremost
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class of society also in the period of full-scale comy
construction. Its advanced role hinges both on its
position, on the fact that it is connected directly v
highest form of socialist property, and on the f;
it possesses the greatest steeling, acquired through de
of class struggle and by revolutionary experience,
All these propositions of the CPSU Programmg
not by any means of just theoretical importan
define the practical policy of our Party, the poli
drawing the whole people into the administration g
affairs of society, of increasing the people’s activityj
building of communism, of extending socialist deme
Yet the Chinese leaders ignore Lenin’s precept that *
ism is impossible without democracy”. (Works, Vo
p. 62.). It is indicative that there is not the sli
mention of socialist democracy and the need to deve
while advancing to communism, in the Letter
CC CPC of June 14, 1963, and in the other statemej
the Chinese leadership.

Does idealisation by the CPC leadership of metho
violence and suppression during the entire period of
tion from capitalism to communism have anything in
mon with the Marxist-Leninist approach to the
While noting that the proletariat could not have
without employing revolutionary violence againsf
landed proprietors and capitalists, Lenin wrote
“revolutionary violence was a necessary and lawful m
of revolution only in certain periods of its develop
and only in certain and special circumstances, while o
isation of the proletarian masses, organisation ol
working people, was and remains a much more
rooted, permanent feature of this revolution and the re
ite for its victories.” (Works, Vol. 29, p. 70, Russ. ed.);

The Chinese theorists maintain: 1
“Everyone who has an elementary knowledge of M
ism-Leninism knows that the so-called ‘state of the W
people’ is no novelty. Representatives of the bourgeoi:
ways call the bourgeois state ‘a state of the whole pe
or ‘a state of people’s power’.” f

A strong argument, no doubt! To follow this trai
thought, the Communists would also have to abandon
realisation of such slogans as freedom, equality, fraten
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democracy for the sole reason that they were put for-
ard in the bourgeois revolution and subsequently pervert-
“:j and debased by the bourgeoisie on coming to power.
:Ve on the contrary, think that the true meaning of these
5|oéans should be revived, that these slogans should be
arried into practice, and that this is possible only under
gacialism and communism.

So much for the conception of the state of the whole
peu\'))vlﬁen Lassalle spoke of such a state, or when imperial-
ist ideologists speak of it today, the Marxists say rightly
{hat their theory is nothing but deception of the people.
For what these people have in mind is a state of the whole

eople in a class society, while such a state cannot exist

in a society split into hostile classes. A state that develops
out of the dictatorship of the proletariat that has completed
its historic mission of socialist construction within the
country is an entirely different matter. Such a state can
be nothing but a body expressing the interests and the
will of the whole people.

The Soviet state of the whole people, in which the work-
ing class retains its guiding role, is continuing the cause
begun by the state of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
It performs faithfully its internationalist duty to the inter-
national working class and all the peoples of the world.
The state of the whole people struggles consistently
against imperialism. It ensures reliably the defences of
its country and contributes to the defence of the whole
socialist camp. It develops fraternal co-operation with the
socialist countries.

It is typical of the methods of the Chinese leaders in
the polemics to falsely depict the conclusion drawn in the
Programme of the CPSU about the growing over of the
dictatorship of the proletariat into a state of the whole
people under certain historical conditions as a rejection
of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the period of social-
ist construction. The Chinese theorists have even gone to
the length of saying that the CPSU has “completely flung
overboard the quintessence of Marxism-Leninism—the
teaching of the dictatorship of the proletariat”.

That is a dirty and shameless lie! It is inscribed in
the Programme of the CPSU in so many words that “So-
viet experience has shown that the peoples can achieve

and
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socialism only as a result of the socialist revolution
the establishment of the dictatorship of the prolet:
The Chinese leaders do not bother to exami
matter in substance and also attempt to mall
conclusion of the Programme of the CPSU on the tr
formation of the Communist Party of the working ¢l
in our country into a party of the whole people.
describe this conclusion as an “organisational and
disarmament of the proletariat”, and even as a *
to the restoration of capitalism™. 4
Have the Chinese leaders at all tried to substan
their monstrous accusations against the Party that he
the building of communism? Nothing of the sort! ]
have merely, without reason and argument, hitched,
question to the question of the state. If the state can
be of the whole people until the complete victory of e
munism, they say, then the Party cannot be of the w
people either. That is the only argument they make.
The working-class party, without which the dictator
of that class is impracticable, retains its proletarian
character, both formally and in substance, until the
victory of socialism. That is an indisputable fact.
But it is also indisputable that as a political organi
tion the Party also reflects the changes occurring in
class structure of society. The CPSU has stressed in
Programme that until the complete victory of communi
the working class remains the leading force of So
society. In the period of full-scale communist constructi
too, the Party is the spokesman of communist ideals,
goals of the working class, and of its basic interests.:
the same time, it becomes a party of the whole people.
does not happen just because someone wishes it subje
ively, but because the working-class goals and ide
become the goals and ideals of all the classes and st
of the people that has built socialism.
While attacking the propositions of the CPSU
gramme concerning the historic fate of the dictatorsl
of the proletariat and the nature of the state and wot
ing-class party in the Soviet Union, the Chinese theo
ignore the new phenomena of social life and refuse
bornly to see that the new conclusions and propositie
of the CPSU Programme were not framed arbitrarily, ai
that they express what has become part of life. As th
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e course charted by the 20th and 22nd Cong-
resses of the CPSU, they go to the length of questioning
the very right of our Party and people to build communism.

The transition of a society that has built socialism to
the full-scale building of communism is a historically in-
evitable and objectively necessary process. It is a vital
task for the Soviet people, a task put forward by life. We
have all the necessary economic, political and other
resources, built up thanks to the victory of the socialist
system, for its practical implementation. To obstruct this

rocess is to try and stop social progress. The facts have

confirmed over and over again that attempts to by-pass
historically inevitable stages in social development and
attempts to retard and slow down social development are
equally wrong and harmful.

The men in Peking are evidently so badly blinded by
{he factional struggle that they have, in the heat of the
fray, unconsciously come into conilict with themselves.
Just a few years ago, while proclaiming the “big leap” and
“people’s communes” poli the CC CPC maintained
that “apparently, the realisation of communism in our
country is not something remote”. (Decision of the CC CPC,
August 29, 1958.) Consequently, at that time the Chinese
leaders thought it quite possible to go over to communist
construction in their own country, although the building of
socialism was then only beginning in China. Yet today they
question communist construction in the USSR, where the
final and complete victory of socialism has been achieved

How can one fail to see the fact that the building of
communism in countries that have built socialism accords
with the interests of the peoples of all the socialist
countries, all the revolutionary forces of our time? Is it
not clear that it adds immensely to socialism’s force of
attraction, that it adds to the economic and defensive
potential of the socialist camp, and that it creates increas-
ingly favourable opportunities for greater effective econ-
omic, technical, cultural and other assistance and support
with regard to all the peoples fighting for socialist cons-
truction, for national independence and peace, against im-
perialism.

How can it be denied that the country marching first
to communism is making the advance to communism easier
and quicker for the world socialist system as a whole, since
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its peoples are breaking untrodden paths for all man
checking how. correct they are by their own experie
revealing the difficulties, finding means of comb
them, and picking the best forms and methods of
munist construction. It is this course that we consider’
rect, because it is the only course along which the pe
of the socialist countries can render the most effective
port to the working peoples’ struggle against imperial
while cementing the unity and might of the socialist ¢
munity and carrying into practice the communist id
The Chinese leaders are attacking our Party for hay
worked out a scientifically reasoned plan of commy
construction, for laying the accent in the creative actiyj
of the whole Soviet people on the building of the mat
and technical basis of communism, and for showing e
tant care for the improvement of the living and culti
standards of all working people in the country. Tha
truly monstrous and strange. It appears that the Chii
leaders’ conception of socialism and communism, f
practice of building new sociely. are very far remo
from the Marxist-Leninist theory of scientific commu
Neither Marx nor Lenin had a here even remotely h
ed that the rockbottom tasks of socialist construction
be realised by the method of “leaps” and cavalry chaj
overlooking the degree to which the socio-economi
spiritual premises of the advance have matured and
ing the task of improving the living standard of
people.
If the Chinese leaders want to impose their prac
on us as “universal truth”, if they want us to accept foi
“model” a society in wi violence is idealised a
democracy restricted, in which the personality cult thri
and care for the working people is neglected, we will &
bluntly: such a “universal truth” and such a “model
not suit the Soviet people, and, we are sure, will not
other peoples either. i
Socialism, communism, which brings peace, labo
freedom, equality, fraternity and happiness for all
peoples has always been the goal of the communist mo
ment, and will remain so. We follow the theory :
practice of scientific communism. We are marching
will always march along the road shown us by Mai
Engels and Lenin
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The Chinese leaders have embarked on the dangerous
ourse Of undermining  Soviet-Chinese friendship and,
tamra]lv, we denounce their wrong actions most strongly.
The present attitude of the Chinese leaders is having an
“n'avgurable effect on the \}'ho]e_ socialist camp and on
the communist movement. It is doing great harm to China

vell
& ‘X; concerns the CPSU and the Soviet Union, we rem-
ain true to the principles of Marxism-Leninism and will
unde\.iuling]y perform our internationalist duty. We have
taken and will continue to take all the necessary measures
simed at normalising Soviet-Chinese relations and streng-
thening the friendship of our peoples.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union will continue
to work for a normalisation of the situation and for a
strengthening of friendship between the CPSU and the
Communist Party of China. Our Party is deeply convinced
{hat this friendship will exist, grow and flourish.

VI

THE SPLITTING ACTIVITIES
OF THE CHINESE LEADERS
WITHIN THE WORLD COMMUNIST MOVEMENT

The Chinese leaders have lately stepped up very not-
jceably their subversive activities aimed at splitting the
world Communist movement, as well as a number of
Marxist-Leninist parties. These activities of theirs have
acquired an open character; developing on a wide front,
they have become particularly subtle and are unpreceden-
ted as to the methods used. The CPC leaders have turned
the controversy started by them within the world Com-
munist movement into a weapon of direct political struggle
against fraternal parties.

The Chinese leaders have apparently decided to carry
through to the end their subversive activity against the
Leninist unity of the world Communist movement. In
recent days they have openly alleged a split to have become
“inevitable”. In other words, they have now fully revealed
their real aims, which they have had in view for a number
of years with regard to the world Communist movement.
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The Chinese leaders have pushed their fagf
struggle to a point where they are severing relatio
certain Marxist-Leninist parties, which they arbif;
describe as “non-existent”, while giving the name of
ies” to the little groups of splitters they have for
They have announced for all to hear that they suppe
factional groups of splitters which they themselves:
set up in a number of countries to fight the Marxist-Leg
parties. In other words, the CPC leaders have openl;
sumed the responsibility for the infamous activities'o
those groups and for their struggle against frafy
parties.

The CPC leadership is plainly out to form under its
aegis a sort of separate international bloc and to set §
against the world Communist movement as an instry
for intensifying the struggle against this movement.

The Chinese representatives in international demoe
associations have greatly increased their splitting act
and have openly set out to create separate organisat
and disrupt the links between the progressive, demogi
forces of different countries and different areas of
globe. 1
The result is that although the Chinese leaders
utter once in a while hypocritical phrases about unit;
solidarity, all their practical steps are in fact aime
shaking and splitting the world Communist movem
Today the policy and activity of the Chinese leaders ai
main danger to the unity of the world Communist m
ment.

It is in this light that we should appraise the publ
tion in two organs of the CC CPC, Jenminjihpao
Hungchi, on February 4th last, of a factional rt
directed against the CPSU and the world Commu
movement as a whole, an article which is a kind of
form for splitting the revolutionary movement of the wi
ing class.

In that article the Chinese leaders allege that
development of the Communist movement proceeds acce
ing to the formula: “Unity—struggle, or even a spli
new unity on a new basis.” In so doing, they refer to
laws of dialectics. But any Marxist-Leninist will see I
these so-called dialectics are no more than a fresh atten
to mask a splitting policy with pseudo-theoretical

70



4

Who can speak of an “inevitable” split today? Only
fhose who are breaking with Marxism-Leninism, with the
rinciples of proletarian internationalism. By contrast,
fhose who have the interests of the great cause of the
international working class at heart see no objective reas-
ons for a split in the pre t-d i nt.
They have a political line tested by the experience of
struggle over a long period, a line which has brought the
working class and the socialist cause such outstanding
victories and which enjoys tremendous prestige among
the people.

What would a split in the world Communist movement
mean in present-day conditions? In our day, such a split
would inevitably lead to undermining the unity of the
main forces of the world anti-imperialist front—the social-
ist community, the international working-class movement,
{he national liberation movement, and the general demo-
cratic movements of the peoples. All that would only
benefit the aggressive forces of imperialism and would
make it easier for them to attack the positions of the
world-wide liberation movement. Obviously, anyone who
seeks a split is assuming tremendous historical respons-
ibility.

Ei/cr since the world Communist movement came into
Dbeing the reactionaries all over the world have been mak-
ing frantic efforts to split its ranks. Today the Chinese
Jeaders are trying to achieve what imperialist reaction has
been unable to bring about.

In the light of the present splitting activities of the
Chinese leaders, it is now clearer than ever why, at the
Meeting of 1960, the CPC delegates insisted so vehemently
on excluding from the Statement the passage regarding
the impermissibility -of factional activity within the world
Communist movement. At that time the fraternal parties
unanimously rejected that attempt of the Chinese delega-
tion. The Meeting of 1960 said in its Statement that one
of the necessary conditions for the Communists achieving
their goals is the prevention of all actions likely to
undermine the unity of the world Communist movement.

Shortly after the Meeting the Chinese leaders violated
that commitment, which they had made together with the
other fraternal parties. They even tried—specifically in
the article “Workers of All Countries, Unite! Fight Against
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Our Common Enemy!” (December 1962)—to put
“theoretical” basis their refusal to carry out a co
decision. They put forward the concept of “majori
minority”, which claims that the minority has a ri
to comply with collectively adopted decisions and te
bat the common line approved. This is nothing but a
sion of the fundamental organisational principle of I
ism, for Lenin taught that “only the subordination

minority to the majority can serve as a principle o
working-class movement” (Coll. Works, Vol. 20, p.
Russ. ed.).

The majority to which the Peking leaders are no
posed is a majority comprising Communist parties
have brought the working class of their countries to p
and are achieving epoch-making victories for soci;
It is a majority which includes Communist Partie
every single continent and is marching in the van o
revolutionary struggle.

The Chinese leaders are so blinded by their facti
ism that they do not hesitate to describe the r
Leninist parties as neither more nor less than a
tious” majority.

That device is by no means new. It was first useg
splitters against Lenin; they declared boastfully that

day the majority would follow their lead and then
would recognise its will. Lenin wrotc about such p
that they “recognise the will of the majority of the ¢l
conscious workers, not in the present but in the futuj
that, and only in the future event of the workers agres
with them, with the liquidators, Plekhanov and Trofs
(Coll. Works, Vol. 20, p. 541, Russ. ed.)

It follows that splitters at all times resort to the
kind of stratagems in opposing the will of the majo

Lately, in fighting against the principle of subordin
of the ority to the majority, the CPC leaders
been the first among the opportunists and spllﬂers W
the world C: t has ever
put forward the thesis that the existence of several C
munist parties in one and the same country is a
imate” thing. From what they say these parties she
fight not only against the enemies of the working
but among themselves. There is no need here to ref
this thoroughly harmful concept at great length, for ey

72



r

omicam--conscious yvorker realises that the unity of the
class interests and will of the proletariat, and its ideology
and class organisation are embodied in a single and solid-
ly united Marxist-Leninist party. Still, it is worth pointing
out once again the twists to which the present-day split-
fers have recourse to bring confusion into the working-
class movement and undermine Communist unity.

with that aim in view, they use a patently fraudulent
device, by deliberately misinterpreting Lenin’s statements.
Here is a typical example.

In his well known work “Viotation of Unity Under
Cover of Cries for Unity,” Lenin condemns Trotsky’s split-
ting activities, exposes his calumny against the Bolshevik
party and his attempts to disorganise the workers’ move-
ment with his propaganda of insubordination of the
minority to the will of the majority of workers. Lenin
wrote: “Where the majority of the class-conscious workers
have rallied around precise and definite decisions, there
we shall find unity of opinion and action, there we shall
find the Party spirit and a Party... Now by trying to
persuade the workers not to carry out the decisions of that
‘united whole’ which the Marxists-Pravdists recognise,
Trotsky is trying to disrupt the movement and cause a
split”. Lenin regarded Trotsky's activities as “splitting
tactics, in that it shamelessly flouts the will of the major-
ity of the workers” (Coll. Works, Vol. 20, pp. 310, 312).

The authors of the article published in Jenminjihpao
and Hungchi magazine on February 4, 1964, cite Lenin’s
article perverting the position of Lenin who always em-
phasized that the gerieral proletarian discipline should be
obligatory for all and demanded that the minority should
subordinate to the will of the majority of workers. Trying
to disorganize the Communist Parties, the Chinese split-
ters went as far as an outright forgery. i

Furthermore, the Chinese leaders obscure so obvious
a point as the necessity for a definite international discipl-
ine within the Communist movement. They contend that
such a discipline is out of the question since we no longer
have a centralised organisation of the Comintern type.

But that is a statement by which the CPC betray them-
selves, probably unwittingly. They do not realise that
international Communist discipline in the present condi-
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tions does not imply the execution of orders gives
someone on top, but the assumption by the Commy
parties—of their own free will and from a keen aware
of their internationalist duty—of definite obliga
towards the world Communist movement as a whole
towards one another, as well as the consistent fulfils
of these obligations. This is what prompted the iratej
parties when, in 1960, they pledged themselves in
Statement to adhere strictly to the following princij
to cherish party unity as the apple of their eye; to al
in a spirit of solidarity by the jointly formulated appr
als and conclusions regarding the common tasks to
carried out in the struggle against imperialism for pe;
democracy and socialism; to prevent all actions likel:

undermine the unity of the world Communist moveme
fo support one another and respect the independence

equality of all the Marxist-Leninist parties.

Consistent adherence to the collectively express
will of the world Communist movement is an indicati
of the Marxist maturity of the party concerned, of
internationalism, for Marxism-Leninism and internatiol
ism are mseparable
The Chinese leaders’ statements on this point are g
parently influenced by their general view on discip
which they regard not as politically-conscious fulfilme
of its duty by every contingent of the great alliance
like-minded Communists, but merely as compulsory exel
tion of orders. They are evidently influenced by a practi
which is so characteristic of the CPC leaders.

But how foreign that is to the Marxist-Leninist spil
Jenin, speaking of the Russian Bolsheviks, wrote:
are proud of the fact that we decide the great question
the workers’ struggle for their emancipation in accor
ance with the discipline of the international revolution:
proletariat, with due regard to the experience of the wo
ers of different countries, to their knowledge and wil

in this way achieve—in deeds, and not in words as in
case of the Renners, Fritz Adlers and Otto Bauers—uni
in the class struggle of the workers for communi
throughout the world” (Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p.
Russ. ed.). g

What the Chinese leaders are particularly proud
today is their complete disregard for international Con
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unist discipline, their truly anarchist behaviour both in
emics and in their treatment of fraternal parties.

At present not only the underlying idea of the “theories”
spread by the Chinese leaders with a view to justifying
{heir splitting activities, but the main lines along which
their activities are developing in practice, and their ways
and methods, have become perfectly clear.

The CPC leaders aim their heaviest blows at the
strongest and most authoritative contingents of the world
communist movement, that is, the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union, the Communist parties of other socialist
countries, and the French, Italian and other communist
arties. They are out to discredit at all costs all the
genuinely Marxist-Leninist parties, which enjoy well-
earned respect in the world communist movement and
among the masses.

The CC CPC'’s position on the Communist parties which
are waging their struggles in the capitalist countries is
parlicnlarl)‘ outrageous. The Chinese leaders now create
many additional difficulties for those parties, which have
to work in difficult conditions as it is. They do their best
to defame the Marxist-Leninist leadership of those parties
and undermine their prestige. They fling at tried and
tested leaders of the working class such insulting epithets
as “as faint-hearted as mice”, “parrots”, “double-dealers”,
and so on.

They say those things about leaders of the parties
which have set an example of heroic struggle against fasc-
ism, which today march at the head of the struggle against
the monopolies and constitute a major national force. They
say those things about militant and esteemed comrades
who are fighting against heavy odds and are persecuted.
Surely one cannot but resent it when they say that the
leaders of the US Communist Party “co-operate with the
most reckless of the US imperialists”, that the Chilean
Communists’ position “meets the objectives of US imperial-
ism, which wants to maintain its rule in Latin America”,
that the leadership of the Communist Party of India is
no more than a “clique”, and so on.

An idea of what Peking means by proletarian solidarity
can be gained from the CC CPC’s reaction to the Baath
nationalists’ execution of Salaam Adel and other leaders

m
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of the Communist Party of Iraq. In their intervie
foreign delegations, the Chinese leaders frankly glg
over the atrocious assassination of the Iraqi comrg
Immediately after the Baathist coup d’état they
contact with the assassins. We now have evidence tha
Chinese representatives in Iraq wanted to profit b
fact that the Communist Party of Iraq found itself wit]
a leadership and to form a splitters’ group there.
The whole of the Chinese propaganda machine-
New China News Agency, information centres, varj
bulletins, and radio have now been turned agains
Marxist-Leninist parties. The Chinese leaders have in
opened a new ideological front against fraternal pal
Moreover, they do not mind directly borrowing any dey
however base, from the anti-communist arsenal. Ther
for example, the falsehood, launched by Chinese proj
ganda, about the “baton of Moscow” at a wave of wh
Communist parties are supposed to “turn” one way or |
other. This falsehood is an affront both to the fratel
parties which staunchly champion the national inte
of their peoples and to the CPSU, to which all interferen
in the internal affairs of other parties is alien. It is nof
ing but a new version of that old fable of imperialist pi
paganda about the “hand of Moscow”. In the past it w
used against Lenin and the Comintern by Right Soci
Democratic leaders. Today it has become a weapon |
Peking.
A recent development which may be called the heig
of the splitting activity of the Chinese leaders is the
recruitment of adherents in the ranks of fraternal parti
and the formation of factional groups composed of the
In its letter of June 14, 1963, the CPC leadership alread
threatened fraternal parties that should they reject
propositions of Peking, they would be superseded by ne
people who “are or are not members of that party”. Fae
of recent date show that the Chinese leaders are now carr
ing out that threat by trying to put the working-clas
movement in some countries under all sorts of renegades
turncoats and adventurers. The CPC leaders are trying
to make the splitters’ groups they form out of those ren
egades their main weapon in the struggle against i
Marxist-Leninist parties. 3
To date anti-party groups of renegades and splittel
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peen set up, with help and support from Peking, in

a:‘lléium, Brazil, Australia, Ceylon, Britain and some other
countries. Some of those groups number less than ten

members and some others comprise a few dozens of people.
This does not, however, embarrass the Chinese leaders,
for, on orders from Peking, those groups shout loudly and
in unison, pouring lies and slander upon the world Com-
munist movement and the Marxist-Leninist parties. The
ringleaders of those groups unexpectedly come into pos-
session of large sums of money. They found newspapers
and magazines and begin to publish all manner of sland-
erous writings, and often open shops of their own to sell
Chinese propaganda productions.

The political complexion of the members of those group-
ings bespeaks the Chinese leaders’ complete lack of princ-
iple. These as a rule are opportunists, unstable elements
expelled from Communist Parties for advocating anti-
Marxist views, for factional activity or for immoral beh-
aviour, or ambitious men seeking a career, political “weath-
ercocks” and the like. Members of anti-Party groupings
in some countries have displayed rightist opportunist ten-
dencies. There are people with a shady record, and all kinds
of adventurers acting in the splitters’ groups in Austria,
Chile and the United States.

It stands to reason that fraternal parties refuse to put
up with factional groups and throw them out of their
ranks. Whenever this happens, Peking “takes to task” the
fraternal party concerned, which it accuses of neither more
nor less than of “using unlawful methods”. The Chinese
leaders declare expelled splitters to be “true revolution-
aries” and “courageous fighters”, although all that their
“struggle” boils down to is the writing of vociferous
“manifestos” against the Communist Party concerned.
They make frequent trips to Peking where they are
received with great pomp and where their long articles
peddling calumnies are published.

The meaning of the clamour raised in Peking over
factional groups has become perfectly obvious in recent
months. The Chinese leaders have revealed it themselves.
A very short time ago they widely advertised a get-to-
gether of renegades in Belgium, which termed itself neither
more nor less than a “national conference”, and passed a
ridiculous resolution to “re-establish (sic!) the Communist
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Party of Belgium” and * ‘condemn _the anti-Party bel
iour of the former (sic!) Central Committee of the G
munist Party of Belgium”. As for the Chinese leaders,
base themselves on that fiction to describe the Cenf
Committee of the Communist Party of Belgium ele
by the Party Congress as the “former” CC, as if it &
Peking and not the working class of the country concen
that founded its Communist party. In the same way the @
leaders “abolished” the central committees of certain of
communist parties, such as that of Ceylon.

We must say plainly that there has never been
thing like that in the history of the communist movel
It has never occurred to a Communist party to
wretched groups of splitters expelled from another C
munist party to be the real Party and to describe the
Communist Party as a “has-been”. The Chinese lead
who talk so loudly about equality and non-interfej
by parties in one another’s internal affairs, today~
claim to the role of “supreme judges” in the commu
movement who shall decide for the Communist par
concerned matters bearing on their internal life.

The splitters’ groups set up by Peking have no ro
in the working-class movement and in the general de
cratic struggle of the masses, nor can they have any. Ti
are outside the world communist movement and no p
ically-conscious worker will ever agree to have anyth
to do with them. They have been brought into exist
in an absolutely artificial manner, being a product of
splitting activities of Peking. It should be noted that i
rise has been very well received by the ruling circle
the capitalist countries, which rightly see them as a
uitous “fifth column” in the working-class movement. -

At present the CC CPC leadership is carrying thi
further, plainly intending to form, in contrast to the wi
communist movement, a bloc of its fellow-thinkers that:
have its own platform and group discipline, and witl
centre in Peking. These plans were given away as
as the end of 1962 by Mehmet Shehu, who said that “te
a bloc of parties loyal to Marxism-Leninism is b
formed with the Chinese Party leading”.

Why is that bloc being set up? Anyone should re
that its aim is not to fight for the objectives of the wi
ing-class movement against world imperialism, for:
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ery idea of the bloc contains the seeds of a split and,
,:Dnsequt‘"“l)’- of a weakening of the working class. That
ploc is being set up to fight against the Marxist-Leninist
arties, against the world communist movement, for the
penefit of the special aims of the CC CPC leadership.

The Chinese leaders have extended their policy of splitt-
ing the world communist movement to the international
front of the democratic forces. For several years already
they have been using the congresses and conferences of
eace fighters and of women’s, youth and other interna-
fional associations for disruptive sorties. This was the
case at the Conference of the Afro-Asian Solidarity Organ-
jsation, the Women's Congress in Moscow, the session of
the World Peace Council in Warsaw, and at other inter-
national forums. Juggling with “revolutionary phrases”,
{he Chinese leaders try to impose on all those organisa-
tions tasks and functions alien to them, to discredit and
declare unnecessary the principal slogans and demands
which gave rise to those democratic movements. Obvious-
Iy, the Chinese representatives’ sectarian position is dir-
ected towards alienating from those movements very large
sections of the population which hold different views, and
towards narrowing the mass basis of the general demo-
cratic struggle.

Comrades, the world communist movement has become
the most influential political force of today. In waging a
grim struggle against imperialist reaction, for the interests
of the working class and all working people, for peace, dem-
ocracy, national independence and socialism, it has made
great progress, considerably increased its membership and
scored outstanding victories. The post-war period has seen
| the rise of dozens of new Communist parties and today
{here is not a corner on the globe where Communists are
not spreading the great ideas of Marxism-Leninism among
the people. The last decade has been particularly eventiul
for the world communist movement. It is in this decade
that the movement has, in eliminating the harmiul effects
of the personality cult, become much more active in its
creative thought and practical work, which it has brought
even closer to reality, to the needs and expectations of the
mass of the people.

Against that historical background, the harm of the
splitting activities of the Chinese leaders, as well as the ut-
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ter hopelessness of their attempts to lead world comy
astray from its Leninist path and to make it subseryj
their own designs, are particularly obvious.

It would be wrong, however, to underrate the da;
the factional activities of the CC CPC. The Chinese
pin their hopes on all sorts of immature and unstable
ments, and also on those who are unaffected by the
spirit which has permeated the communist movement:
ing the last decade, and who cling to the practices of
personality cult and are in thrall to patterns of dogma
and doctrinairism implanted by it.

The Chinese leadership’s factional methods are
adopted by all manner of renegades and turncoats, why
willing to fight against communism under any flag.

Furthermore, the Chinese leaders clearly want to pj
by the real discontent of the people at the anti-popular,:
tionary policies of the ruling classes of the capitalist ¢
tries. In our day, when hundreds upon hundreds of mil
of people, including people who are at sea in politics
lack experience, are joining in an active political strug
the “ultra-Left” revolutionary phrases in which the Chi
leaders couch their adventurous concepts are likely to by
a certain response. This applies, above all, to those e
tries where there is no industrial proletariat or where
small, and where petty-bourgeois ideology exercises
erable influence, while the theoretical maturity of
tionary leaders is not always up to the mark.
To disguise their anti-Leninist line and their spl
activities, the Chinese leaders used the flag of the stru
against “modern revisionism”. They put the label of
visionists” on the Marxist-Leninist parties, while exal
themselves to the rank of the “genuine” revolution:
They expect that they can in this way mislead people
are unfamiliar with the true history of the struggle
world communist movement against Right and “Left"
portunism, and are inclined to assimilate superficial
terns of revolutionary struggle rather than to master
substance of our great doctrine.
We know well from the history of the communist n
ement that irresponsible accusations of revisionism
repeatedly been levelled at the proponents of creative
xism by all kinds of dogmatists and petty-bourgeois res
tionaries. In the autumn of 1920, for example, G. Gorte
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lpulch «Left” Communist expelled from the Comintern, wro-
e in his Open Letter to Lenin, in reply to Lenin’s book
uuﬁ-wiﬂg" Communism, an Infantile Disorder: “You and
fhe Third International are now doing what Social-Democ-

ts did in the past... In accordance with the development
'f the working-class movement in Western Europe, there
gxist two trends: radical and opportunist. You, however,
Comrade Lenin, support the opportunist trend... From a
Marxist leader you are turning into an opportunist ieader.”

How many people recall today those wretched sallies
pgainst the greatest revolutionary in world history?
= The methods used by the Chinese splitters cannot deceive
{he Marxists-Leninists of the world. The absolute majority
) these parties has openly condemned the anti-Leninist,
Jdventurous policy of the leaders of the CC CPC. Numerous
jocuments, statements by prominent leaders of the world
ommunist movement, and the Party press have strongly
iiticised the harmful propositions and factional, disruptive
\ctions of the Chinese leaders. All this means that, taken as
1 whole, the world Communist movement today adheres
o the only position that is correct, namely, the Marxist-
_eninist position.

Our Party, which was reared by Lenin, will continue,
ogether with the other fraternal parties, to fight unrelent-
ngly against all opportunist actions both from the right
ind from the “left”, for the unity of the fraternal parties and
Il the contingents of the world revolutionary movement,
nd for the purity of the victorious Marxist-Leninist doctr-
fe.

vil

THE DANGER
OF THE PETTY-BOURGEOIS,
NATIONALIST, NEO-TROTSKYITE DEVIATION

Soviet Communists, as all other Marxists-Leninists in
te world, cannot limit themselves to a criticism and polit-
al assessment of the erroneous, anti-Leninist views of the
PC leadership. Each of us inevitably asks the question:
ow has it happened that the leaders of a party like the
PC, which has considerable experience of revolutionary
ruggle and of building a new society, have taken the
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road of struggle against the world communist
Who are we dealing with in the person of the CP
ship?
The experience of our Party and of the whole ff
tional working-class movement shows that on mam
sions Leninism had come to grips with views and py
tions such as are being trumpeted by the Chinese
ship. Naturally, the present advocates of these views
simply repeat what their predecessors said. They adaj
ideas to new conditions and to their own requirem
Lenin, as we know, pointed out that Bolshevism
gained strength and became steeled chiefly in the st
against Right-wing opportunism. “This was,” he
“naturally, the principal enemy of Bolshevism witl
working-class movement”. At the same time he emp|
ed the importance of another aspect of the experienceo
shevism. about which. he noted. much too little was k
abroad. “Bolshevism,” he wrote in Left-Wing Com
an Infantile Disorder, “grew up, took shape and be
steeled in long years of struggle against petty-bou
revolutionism, which smacks of, or borrows something
anarchism and which falls short in anything essenti
the conditions and requirements of a consistent |
tarian class struggle” (Coll. Works. Vol. 31. pp.
It is noteworthy that the Chinese leaders, who rel
tly and irrelevantly love to rever to examples of past
logical differences and draw historical parallels, pa:
in complete silence this aspect of Bolshevik experi

against representatives of petty-bourgeois revolutionis
as he ironically called it, petty-bourgeois ‘“revol
rism”, is directed at the present ideological and po
concepts and propositions of the CPC leadership.
An all sided characteristic is given of petty-bo
revolutionism in Lenin’s numerous works, in the de
of our Party and in the documents of the Communist
national. Lenin saw its sources in the special positio
the petty proprietor, who easily goes over to “extre
volutionsim” but is unable to display self-control, orga
tion, discipline and staunchness and is inclined to
from one extreme to another. 1
Everybody knows of the struggle Bolshevism
against the Socialist-Revolutionaries, a party “which
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jan any other,” as Lenin noted, “expressed the tendencies
" peﬂy-buurgeois revolutionism”  (Coll. Works, Vol.
| ). We cannot help but recall that the Socialist-Re-
aries rejected the idea that the working class plays
{he leading role and tried to prove that the peasant move-
ment is the really socialist movement.

From time to time, particularly during sharp turns in
pistory, petty-bourgeois vacillation made itseli felt in the
ranks of the proletarian parties as well. Lenin repeatedly

inted out that the proletariat was not insured against the
penelralion of petty-bourgeois ideology and prejudices into
jts ranks. Joining the proletarian parties the best of the;
etty-bourgeois revolutionaries re-educate themselves, ser-
jously study Marxism and in the end become true revolu-
tionaries. Others are either too slow or unable to adopt any-
thing from the proletarian party “except a few texts and
sstriking’ slogans learnt by heart...” (Coll. Works, Vol. 16,

. 44-45) .

o Our Party had to combat “leftist” petty-bourgeois va-
cillation most of all after power was seized, during the
early years of the development of the Soviet state. We know
the relentless struggle that Lenin waged against “Left-
wing Communists”, the “workers’ opposition”, Trotskyism
and the “ultra-leftist” trend in the then young communist
movement.

Allow me to remind you of the struggle against “Left-
wing Communists” in the period the Brest Peace was con-
cluded, when they attempted to foist upon the Soviet Re-
public the disastrous adventurist tactics of a “revolutionary
war”. Lenin held that despite their clamourous revolution-
ary verbiage, the “Leflt-wing Communists” based their
views on stark pessimism and utter desperation (Coll.
Works, Vol. 27. p. 51, Russ. ed.). As regards the objective
role played by the “Left-wing Communists” at that time,
Lenin, addressing them, said bluntly: “By your objective
role you are the weapon of imperialist provocation. While
your subjective ‘psychology’ is that of an infuriated petty
bourgeois who swaggers and boasts and yet is fully aware
that the proletariat is right...” (Coll. Works, Vol. 27, p.
297, Russ. ed.).

In the situation that has now arisen in the international
fommunist movement special mention must be made of the
acute struggle that our Party waged against Trotskyism.

1, p:
?volution
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Trotskyism was a clearly expressed petty-bourgeois
tion. It gave itself out as being a more “leftist”,
“revolutionary” trend than Bolshevism. While deg
themselves the “true” champions of the world re
Trotsky and his supporters in actual fact oppos
nism. Moreover, Trotskyism embodied a renunci;
the Bolshevik partisanship, of the unity of its ranks,
tionalism comprised the “soul” of Trotskyism. The
ites joined not only with the small factional groups:
the Comintern but also with organisations, groups
dividuals that had never belonged to Communist
and also with enemies and traitors expelled Iro
ranks.
Do we have to recall all these facts? Yes, comrad
have to, in order to take into account the lessons o
struggles against Leninism. 3
Do the Chinese theoreticians’ present concepts
mind us of many of the ideas of the petty-bourgeois ¢
that were crushed by Leninism long ago? Only a
bourgeois “u[(ra"-revolulionary can regard the poli
peaceful coexistence between states with different &
systems as a “renunciation” of the struggle against
rialism, a “rejection” of the revolution. He alone welg
the thesis of the “revolutionary war” being the “last,
ive means” of putting an end to the contradiction b
two social systems. Only a petty-bourgeois “super-
tionary can demand that revolution be started “at once
“everywhere” without taking into account concrete @
tions and the balance of forces. Nobody except him ca
pose the utilisation of the peaceful road of revolutiol
cause his only criterion of “revolutionism” is the uf
force regardless of whether circumstances reguire it o
It is quite understandable that having steered this.
se, the Chinese leaders have naturally come down to
rowing many of their ideas and concepts from the ides
ical arsenal of Trotskyism in the same way as thes
inherited from it their factional, splitting methods of s
gle against Marxist-Leninist parties.
Yes, comrades, it must be said openly that the el
range of the CPC leadership’s theoretical and poli
views are in many ways a rehash of Trotskyism, which
long ago been thrown overboard by the international
volutionary movement.
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What in actual fact are the views of the Chinese leaders
on the questions of war and peace? Nothing but a repetition
under new conditions of the Trotskyite slogan of “neither
war nor peace”. i ¢

Or take the CC CPC leadership’s active opposition to
economic competition with capitalism. Is there anything
qew in it? No, it is merely a repetition of the Trotskyite old
Jine of rejecting peaceful economic development and going
over to the tactics of “revolutionary war”, of “pushing on”
the world revolution by armed force.

Everybody knows that such was the real meaning be-
pind the Trotskyite theory of “permanent revolution”. The
struggle against Trotskyism on this issue was of historic
significance. The destiny of the world’s first Land of Socia-
lism, the destiny of the entire world revolutionary move-
ment depended on the outcome of this struggle. What would
have happened if our Party adopted that line? It would
have found itself helpless in the face of world imperialism
and would have fallen easy prey to it in the event of an
armed attack.

Properly speaking, the Chinese leaders are now foisting
on us a dispute over the same question of whether to take
the road of “revolutionary” adventures or to adhere to the
Leninist policy of strengthening the economic and politic-
al might of the world system of socialism and developing
the revolutionary movement in the capitalist countries and
the national liberation struggle of the peoples with full con-
sideration for Lenin’s theory of the revolution being the
result of the aggravation of internal class contradictions in
each country.

The kinship with Trotskyism is no less striking also in
the Chinese theses on the danger of “bourgeois degenera-
tion” in the socialist countries. In reply to these fabrica-
tions we can say that they are not new, that our Party has
heard them before. They are a repetition under new condi-
tions of the Trotskyite slander about the “degeneration”
of the USSR into a “Thermidor” state.

Besides, do we not find features of Trotskyism in the
Chinese concepts which exaggerate the role of force, of
coercion in the revolution and in the building of socialism?

Furthermore, compare the views of the CPC leaders
with the “ideas” of modern Trotskyism. Perhaps some peop-
le might think that the Chinese theory about the regions of
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Asia, Africa and Latin America being the “main zone
storms of the world revolution” is new? No, it is alm
literal repetition of one of the basic theses of present T
kyism. The decisions of the so- called IVth (Trotskyite)
ternational contain the words: “...As a result of the sug
sive defeats of the two major revolutionary waves in I
23 and 1943-48 and the weaker wave of 1934-37, the
of the world revolution has for the present shifted to i
lonial world.”

That is the source of the Chinese leadership’s pol
wisdom. 1
In the writings of modern Trotskyites one can find o
“ultra”-revolutionary phrases, which are almost word
word reproduced by the Chinese press and given out as
called “revolutionary principles”. “Peaceful co-existence
countries with different social systems,” the Trotskyites
ciferate, “is not only impossible but also harmful to
working class of all countries” because it helps “to stre
then the positions of capitalism and weakens the posi
of socialism”. They boastfully declare that “only lhe pers
who is fearlessly prepared to face the consequences of:
nuclear war being hatched by capitalism can be conside
a true revolutionary” and so on and so forth.

After this is it surprising that in addrcssing the
leaders the ring-leaders of modern Trotskyism say to tl
(as was said last July by Posadas, one of the heads of T
skyism in Latin America): “Comrades Chinese, you h
no right to maintain that all the questions you are putti
forward as revolutionary conclusions are the result of sols
your theoretical and political works. They are the col
sions of the IVth International.”

Small wonder that the Trotskyites openly link up th
hopes for a revival of their long-withered movement v
the present political line of the Chinese leadersh
litical stand taken by the Communist Party of Chma
tes the so-called “Manifesto” of the sixth congress of th
“International”, “indicates tremendous possibilities, wh
open a field of activity that Trotskyism never had befor

The Chinese leaders pretend they do not notice all th
They have evidently reasoned along the following ling
“Present-day Trotskyism is a little known trend and we:
implement its ideas by giving them a ‘Sinified’ form”,
you cannot hide a cat in a bag. No matter how the Chine
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]Eadcrship stri_ve to conceal the real source of their ideas
they cannot hide the coincidence of their views with those
of old and modern Trotskyism.

Like the Trotskyites, the Chinese leaders are demand-
ing freedom for factions and groupings in the communist
movement and using their methods for subversive activity
in the movement. Does anyone think we cannot recognise
in the malicious personal attacks of Chinese propaganda
against leaders of the CPSU and the Communist parties of
France, Italy, the USA, India and other countries the fami-
liar “method” of the Trotskyites, who dreamed of finding
ways of casting still more vicious slander at popular lead-
ers of the working class?

The modern Trotskyites do not hide their jubilation over
these actions of the CPC leaders. In a statement published
in Paris at the end of July of last year, the joint secretariat
of the Trotskyite “International” assured the Chinese lead-
ers that it “would support them” in the struggle against the
CPSU and also against the Indian, US, French, Italian and
other Communist parties. At a meeting in the summer of
1963 the Executive Committee of this “International” is-
sued a special resolution approving the “historical mission
of joining the Chinese and working for a united front
between the IVth International and the Chinese comrades”.

These facts speak eloquently for themselves. The logic
of their struggle with the CPSU and the world communist
movement has brought the CPC leaders into a still closer
alliance with Trotskyism, that bitterest enemy of Marxism-
Leninism.

One must say that at one time the Chinese leaders them-
selves saw the danger of petty-bourgeois pressure on the
Communist Party of China. “Our Party,” Mao Tse-tung,
for example, said, “is not only surrounded by this broad
social stratum from without, but people with a petty-bour-
geois background form a huge majority within it as well...
Petty-bourgeois ideology of all shades frequently finds ex-
pression in our Party.” (Mao Tse-tung, Vol. 4, pp. 386-387.)
In the CPC, he said elsewhere, petty-bourgeois ideo-
logy finds expression in “dashing now to the left, now to
the right, in a weakness for leftist revolutionary verbiage
and slogans, in sectarian exclusiveness and adventurism”.

The Chinese leaders used to be right in what they wrote.
But now they have ceased talking about the danger of pet-
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ty-bourgeois degeneration. Is it because petty-bou
ideology has taken the upper hand in their own vi
their political line, in the methods of their activity;
Yet in a country like China, as in tsarist Russia,
huge preponderance of non-proletarian strata amor
population, Communists must be especially vigilant
regard to the penetration of petty-bourgeois views ang
ditions into the ranks of the working class. Under
leadership our Party successfully coped with this task.
its very inception it was a party of the militant wo
class, which was linked up with large-scale indus
had extensive training in the proletarian class struggl
fact that Lenin and the Bolsheviks drew on the experi
the entire international working-class movement and f
adhered to the principles and ideals of the scientific
ism of Marx and Engels was of fundamental import;
The CPC leaders evidently lack suificient Marxist-L
nist steeling to firmly repel the pressure of petty-bou
elements and uphold the line of proletarian socialis;
alone can explain the fact that petty-bourgeois i
?as made an imprint both on their internal and fore
icy.
We would not have liked to touch upon the questio
the CPC leadership’s home policy. But we have to talk a
it because the adventurist line of the Chinese leader
the international arena is linked up with their mistakes
domestic policy.
Marxists-Leninists of all countries now know the rest
of the so-called policy of the “big leap” and people’s @

the Chinese Communists in implementing democratic
socialist transformations after the triumph of the Reve
tion.In the period 1949-57, when it pursued a realistic
utilised the experience of the other socialist countries
relied on their support, the Communist Party of Chi
achieved considerable successes in promoting China’s
omic, social and political development. Soviet people si
ely rejoiced over these successes. 4
But in 1958 this line was suddenly revised and repla
with the so-called policy of “three red banners—a ge
line, the big leap and the people’s communes”. The Chi
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leaders decided to carry out in several years the tasks for
which back in 1956 it was felt three or more five-year plans
were needed. It was decided to increase the total industrial
roduct 6.5 times (under a mean annual increase rate of
- 45 per cent!) and the total agricultural output 2.5 times (un-
der a mean annual increase rate of 20 per cent!) in five
vears (1958-62).

These plans were drawn up without any economic sub-

stantiation whatsoever, without taking the country’s real

sssibilities into account. The people’s communes that were
set up in the countryside had the job of ensuring the “leap
{o communism” in 3-4 or 5-6 years.

Everybody knows what came of these experiments. The
CPR'’s economy found itself hurled several years back. The
Jine of the “three red banners” led to a serious disorganisa-
tion of the entire national economy, to a sharp retardation
of the rate of industrialisation and affected the people’s
standard of living.

In saying this, we are, naturally, not gloating over the
failures of the Chinese Communists. Like them we are griev-
ed over the difficulties that have fallen to the lot of the fra-
ternal Chinese people. Our sole purpose in speaking of the-
se facts is to show what a departure from tested Leninist
principles of socialist construction leads to.

In analyzing the present positions of the Chinese leader-
ship one cannot fail to see that they also stem from the in-
creasing openly nationalistic, great-power aspirations that
are particularly striking in the foreign policy of the CPC
leaders. History knows of many cases when vociferous “re-
volutionarism” leagued together with the most blatant na-
tionalism. Lenin pointed out time and again that the social
and economic conditions engendering the petty proprietor
impart especial stability to one of “the most deep-seated
of petty-bourgeois prejudices, namely: prejudices of natio-
nal egoism, of national narrow-mindedness” (Coll. Works,
Vol. 31, p. 128, Russ. ed.).

Facts show that nationalism is inexorably gaining the
upper hand in the entire policy of the Chinese leaders, that
it is becoming the mainspring of their actions. This mani-
fested itself during the period of the “big leap”, which was
obviously planned as an attempt “in a single leap” to over-
take all the socialist countries and occupy a dominating po-
sition in the world socialist system.
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Later these tendencies began to gain ever greater
mentum. This found expression in such actions of #
nese Government as the artificial fanning of nati
passions around frontier issues, the behaviour of t
leaders during the Caribbean crisis and the stand of
Chinese Government in the nuclear problem. p
These and other facts reveal the complete discrep
between what the Chinese leaders say and do. It is be
ing increasingly clear that the “leftist” verblage and I
criptions are intended solely for “export”, for impo:
the Communist parties of other countries. As for themse!
when matters concern practical steps in the internal
arena, the CPC leaders prefer to act by no means
posmons of a revolutionary struggle against imperi
It is extremely surprising why at present Chinese p;
ganda reduces the entire struggle against imperi
solely to a struggle with the USA, by-passing its allie
the Japanese, West German and French imperialists.
they looking for partners among the monopolistic gro
of these countries for the struggle against what they
as “modern revisionism’?

Great suspicion is evoked by the Chinese leaders’ so
led theory of an “intermediate zone”, which regards Wi
Germany, Britain, France and Japan as countries held
thraldom by US imperialism, thereby embellishing the i
perialists of Britain, France, Japan and, in particular,
Germany, glossing over their aggressive nature and
threat they constitute for the socialist countries, the nati
nal liberation movement and world peace. The 1960 Stal
ment lays stress on the special threat to the cause of p
from West-German imperialism and sets the Commun
parties the task intensifying the struggle against its aggi
sive aspirations. From their own experience the Soviet peo
le know how dangerous this imperialist vulture is. FK
imperialism is no longer a mere satellite of American i
perialism. Relying on a huge economic potential, which col
siderably exceeds the potential possessed by the whole of n
zi Germany, West-German imperialism has created a larg
war machine and is increasingly setting the tone in Nate

British, French and Japanese imperialism are likewi
exceedingly dangerous. This is seen from, say, the examp
of recent events in Cyprus, in East Africa, Gabon and So
East Asia, where the British and French imperialists an
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,esorlingtto armed force to suppress the national liberation
vement.

moThe CPSU holds that side by side with a determined
ofruggle against US imperialism, the major international
exploiter and gendarme, all anti-imperialist forces must
also carry on a struggle against the aggressive, reactionary
forces of British, French, West-German and Japanese im-
perialism, The Chinese theory of an “intermediate zone”,
on the other hand, objectively whitewashes the imperialists
of Britain, France, West Germany and Japan, for whom this
js advantageous.

It must be said that the ruling circles of the imperialist

wers have “got the measure” of the secret of Chinese pol-
jcy. They have understood that the “revolutionary phrase-
mongering” of the Chinese. leaders is not at all directed
against imperialism. In effect, the purpose of this phrase-
mongering is to screen a savage struggle against the CPSU
and the world Communist movement and in no way threat-
ens the imperialists. That accounts for the change that has
come about in the policy of the leading capitalist states with
regard to China.

We shall not hide the fact that in following all these
manoeuvres of the Chinese leaders, we, like all other Mar-
xists-Leninists in the world, are justifiably alarmed at the
dangerous path onto which the Chinese leaders are drag-
ging their great country. It is quite likely that in following
their erroneous, anti-Leninist line, the Chinese leaders will
virtually land themselves in the same boat with reactionary,
bellicose elements of imperialism, as has already happened
in connection with the CPR Government’s refusal to sign
the Moscow partial test-ban treaty.

The nationalist policy of the CPC leaders has nothing in
common with the actual national interests of the fraternal
Chinese nation. Most of all, it is the peoples of the socialist
countries that can be sincere allies of the peoples of Chi-
na. The peoples of China have a vested interest in the conso-
lidation of the world socialist system, in an enduring allian-
ce with all the anti-imperialist forces. In that lies the earn-
est of the rapid advance of People’s China along the socia-
list road.

1t is impossible to comprehend the present policy of the
CC CPC both in the country and internationally, unless it
is viewed in the context of the situation within the Com-
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munist Party of China and in the country itself that
arisen due to the personality cult. It must not be ove;
that the Mao Tse-tung personality cult is having an incp
ingly negative effect on the activities of the Chinese G
munist Party.

For many years Chinese propaganda has been dru
it into everybody’s head that Mao Tse-tung’s ideas are
“supreme embodiment of Marxism-Leninism” and that
epoch is the “epoch of Mao Tse-tung”. As it asserts
the brunt of generalising the historical tasks of our |
has fallen completely upon the shoulders of Mao Tse-
alone, Chinese propaganda claims that Mao Tse-tuj
ideas are the Marxism-Leninism of our epoch, “the sci
ic theory of souallst revolution and the building of soei
and communism”

It is now perfectly clear that the CPC leadership is.
ing to spread the Mao Tse-tung personality cult to the wi
world communist movement, so that the leader of the C
should, like Stalin in his day, sit aloft like God above
the Marxist-Leninist parties and settle arbitrarily all n
ters of their policy and work. The ideology and practic
the personality cult largely explain the appearance of he
onic ambitions among the Chinese leaders.

But history does not repeat itself. What has once
a tragedy will be no more than a farce if it occurs a sec
time. The CPC leaders ought to know that the commu
movement will never allow the personality cult, whicl
alien to Marxism-Leninism, to recur, for it has paid fo
so dearly in the past. The communist movement and
personality cult are incompatible.

The 20th Congress of the CPSU has put an end to
alien to Marxism-Leninism phenomenon in our Party o
and for all, and has created conditions in which the thir
that occurred in the personality cult period can never
oceur. 1

The Party has completely restored the Leninist prine
les in Party and state affairs. It has restored and develo
the principles of socialist democracy. The course char
the 20th Congress of the CPSU was fully supported in
Declaration and Statement of the Moscow Meetings. It

clear, therefore, that denouncing the struggle against t
personality cult ideology is tantamount to departing
the agreed line of the communist movement, that it is
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mount to prodding the communist movement deliberately
{owards an incorrect path, a path foreign to Marxism-Leni-
nism and the nature of the socialist system.

Yet that is exactly what the Chinese leaders are doing.
They have openly undertaken the defence of the Stalin
personality cult and have declared that fighting against it
means “overthrowing Marxism-Leninism” and “stigmatis-
ing the dictatorship of the proletariat”.

However, it is the personality cult that leads to perver-
sions of important aspects in the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, which is the highest form of democracy, a democr-
acy for the working people. Under Lenin the democratic
principles of party and state life and socialist legality were
always strictly observed. He fought against anti-party
groups and trends with Party methods, leaning for support
on the Party rank-and-file. A different method predominat-
ed during the Stalin personality cult period—a method of
physical reprisals against all Party workers whom Stalin
suspected of disagreeing with his views. What is more, the
abuse and reprisals against tested and faithful Party and
government workers were particularly strong at a time when
the struggle against the opposition was over and socialism
had won. Stalin turned the vanquishing sword of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, intended to deal blows at the
enemies, against the cadres of the Communist Party and the
socialist state.

But it is evidently this very aspect of Stalin's activities
that the Chinese leaders like most—since they identify his
incorrect methods of leadership with the dictatorship of the
proletariat. In spite of the now widely known numerous facts
with regard to Stalin’s abuse of power during the personality
cult period, in spite of Stalin's departure from Lenin’s pre-
cepts in certain important issues, the Chinese leaders place
Stalin on a pedestal, depicting him as the “great continuer”
of Lenin’s cause. The Chinese lcaders speak and write
about the wholesale reprisals of the personality cult period
as though they were no more than slight “excesses”.

This policy of the Chinese leaders augurs no good to the
people. It bears evidence of an ideology and the moral make-
up of people who bank on methods of violence and suppres-
sion, rather than of Marxists and Leninists. The Chinese
leaders ought to ask the Soviet Communists, the workers,
peasants and the intelligentsia who experienced the d:plor-
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able consequences of the personality cult what they th
of the attempts to vindicate the perversions and mista
made by Stalin and of restoring the personality cult.
would get only one answer: we shall not let it happen agg
Our Parly has smashed the anti-Party Molotov,
novich and Malenkov group. This group resisted the
tion of the personality cult and of its consequences
because some of its members were also responsible fo
wholesale persecution of guiltless people at a time wl
they stood at the country’s helm together with Stalin.
The unlawful abuse by Stalin and the members
anti-Party group, subsequently exposed, inflicted upon p
minent leaders of the Communist Party and the Soviet s;
has now come to light. But that is not all. It has been lea
ed that Molotov, together with Stalin, issued orders i
the wives of these leaders should be sentenced to the s
me penalty under the so-called “List No. 4 of the Wi
the Enemies of the People”, listing the names of V. A.
benko-Sedyakina, E. S. Kosior, A. I. Chubar, E. E.
Rubtsova, etc. In many cases, Molotov tried, as the sayi
goes, to be “more Catholic than the Pope”. In one of
documents, which endorsed long prison terms for a la
group of wives of repressed functionaries, Molotov put do
“supreme penalty” against one of the names in the list.
Is it to restore such inhuman practices that the Chi
leaders are so concerned about? Is that why they show s
sympathy for people who have been expelled from
Party?
In the matter of the personality cult the Chinese lez
ave departed not only from the conclusions and pr
ns of the world communist movement, but also fi
their own previous declarations.
It may be recalled that in 1956 and 1957 Mao Tse-ti
and Liu Shao-chi in their speeches, and articles about
historical experience of the dictatorship of the proletari
approved by the Political Bureau of the CC CPC, hi
commended the efforts of the CPSU to eliminate the effect
of the personality cult. At the Meeting of Commums! an
Workers’ Parties in 1957, Mao Tse-tung said: “In the las
four or five years after Stalin’s dedth the situation has
improved considerably in the Soviet Union both in
sphere of domestic policy and foreign policy. This show!
that the line represented by Comrade Khrushchov is mor
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correct and that the opposition to this line is incorrect.” At
that time the Chinese leaders rightly said that none but “the
reactionaries of the whole world” could oppose the line of
the 20th Congress of the CPSU.

Yet now the Chinese leaders are defending the person-
ality cult in pursuance of their own political designs. They
are defending Stalin’s distortions and mistakes largely
pecause they are themselves implanting the Mao Tse-tung
personality cult.

The present political line of the CPC leaders again
shows the world communist movement and the politically
conscious workers of the whole world how pernicious the
practices of the personality cult had been and still are,
and what harm they inflict to the interests of the peoples,
{o the great struggle against imperialism, for socialism.
The assertion of the personality cult ideology in the com-
munist movement would lead it into a cul-de-sac and do
grave harm to the socialist and communist cause.

Therefore, an examination of the sources of the present
anti-Leninist dissentive policy of the CPC leadership leads
up to the conclusion that the world communist movement
faces a tangible danger of petty-bourgeois nationalist
deviation that disguises itself with “Left"” phrase-monger-
ing. The danger of this deviation is all the greater, because
we are dealing with leaders of a party in power which
disposes of a large machinery of state and of means of
mass ideological indoctrination.

It is clear that the CPSU, like all the other Marxist-
Leninist parties, cannot but take measures in order to at-
tenuate as much as possible the harm that this petty-
bourgeois deviation may inflict on the world communist
movement.

VIl

FOR UNITY
OF THE WORLD COMMUNIST MOVEMENT
ON THE BASIS
OF MARXIST-LENINIST PRINCIPLES

Comrades, our Party has every right to say that we
have been, and are, doing everything in our power to
overcome the differences in order to restore co-operation
between the CPC and the CPSU, to reinforce the friendship
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between the CPR and the Soviet Union and to cement
unity of the world communist movement. In spite of
intolerable methods of debate used by the leaders of
CPC, in spite of their open struggle against the CPS

other fraternal parties, our Party has shown the ma:

of restraint, the maximum sense of responsibility, and :
maximum of care for the cohesion of the communist ra

In the last few years, acting on the initiative of
rade Khrushchov, the CC CPSU and the Soviet Govej
ment undertook many practical measures aimed at ceme
ing our parties and at preserving and expanding co-of
tion with the CPR in the political, economic, scientific,
nical and cultural spheres. If these measures have fa
yield results, the blame for it rests entirely with the C
ese leaders. 4

When the Chinese leaders began their unveiled att;
on our Party, the CC CPSU addressed letters a few t
to the CC CPC, in which it pointed out that the rockbotte
interests of the socialist and communist cause requires th:
our Parties should, as before, in spite of the existing di
ences, carry through an agreed policy in all matters
principle. We suggested stopping the senseless argument
over questions which we understand differently, and
making any public statements, which only tend to deep
the differences. The letters put forward concrete propos:
envisaging co-ordinated actions in world affairs, greats
exchange of foreign policy information and agreed cond
in the international democratic organisations, etc.

In October 1962, Comrade Khrushchov asked the Chine
Ambassador to the USSR, who was going home, to t
the Chinese leaders that we are offering them to “abando
all arguments and differences, to stop discussing who is
right and who is wrong, to let sleeping dogs lie, and t
begin our relations over again with a clean slate”.

Although the Chinese press had by then published
whole series of articles containing gross attacks on t
CPSU and other fraternal parties, Comrade Khrushchoy
declared in a conversation with the new Chinese Ambas:
sador in January 1963 that “we want to come back tc our
previous iraternal relations and are ready to do everythi
for this purpose”.

But every time the leaders of the CPC responded to these
acts of good will on the part of the Central Committee of
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T ur Party with deliberate actions aimed a i
‘d’ifiercheS, and mounted fresh attacks un‘tﬂgd(l:ll‘)gsfjo :‘;Z
Soviet Government and the common policy of the world
communist movement.

In the struggle against the CPSU and its Leninist po-
licy, the Chinese leaders are concentrating their assault
most of all on Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchov. To b
sure, they cannot fail to see that it is Nikita Sergeyevich
Khrushchov who stands in the van of the wonderful pro-
cesses that have sprung up in our Party and country after
the 20th Congress and that ensure the successful progress
of the Soviet people to communism. That is why they would
Jike to isolate Comrade Khrushchov from the Central Com-
mittee for their subversive ends and to oppose our Central
Committee to the Party and the Soviet people.

But this foul plan is adventurist and hopeless, and
doomed to complete and ignominious failure.

The Chinese leaders, and not they alone, should put it
in their pipes and smoke it that our Central Committce
headed by Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchov, that loyal Len-
inist, has never been so united and monolithic as now.

Comrade Khrushchov with his inexhaustible energy,
his truly Bolshevist devotion and sense of principle, is the
recognised leader of our Party and our people. He ex-
presses the most cherished thoughts and aspirations of the
Soviet people. The Leninist line pursued by our Party can-
not be separated from the Central Committee, from Nikita
Sergeyevich Khrushchov. This line has elevated our coun-
try’s world prestige to unprecedented heights, it has elev-
ated its prestige in the eyes of the working people of the
whole world. This Leninist line is supported wholehearted-
ly by all the Communists and all the people of our land.

Our Party has never evaded ideological struggle before,
and does not evade it now. But it believes that ideological
differences should be settled along Leninist principles and
that the development of polemics should be subordinated
to the interests of the working-class movement.

The CC CPSU was keenly aware of the danger emanat-
ing from the Chinese leaders’ intention to turn open polem-
ics from a megns of ironing out questions in dispute into
an excuse for piling up absurd, slanderous charges, into
an instrument of ideological and political struggle against
the communist movement.
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Together with the other Marxist-Leninist partie:
Party has applied considerable effort to terminate the
polemics forced upon us by the CPC leaders. It
recalled that the CC CPSU has come forward re|
with initiatives to that effect—notably in January
the speech of Comrade Khrushchov, First Secretary
CC CPSU, at the Sixth Congress of the Socialist
Party of Germany. This initiative was backed by the
whelming majority of Marxist-Leninist parties.
Chinese leadership refused to discuss this proposal
saw fit to expand the set of questions in dispute, to ag
vate and provoke the polemics.

Last spring an agreement was reached on a bill
meeting of CPSU and CPC representatives. We hoped
at this meeting the Chinese comrades would be ready
concentrate efforts not on what divides us, but on w
unites the CPC with the CPSU and with other frate
parties. The CPSU delegation suggested that all questi
in dispute be discussed in an earnest and thorough m
ner, in order to clear the path for a normalisation of re
tions, to cement the unity of our Parties and of the wol
communist movement as a whole. We submitted a conei
te programme for the development of relations betwe
the USSR and the CPR.

But the CPC delegation took advantage of the meet
to make the differences still more acute and to
violent and groundless attacks on the CPSU and oth
Marxist-Leninist parties. After reading prepared statej
ents, which completely ignored our arguments and prop
als, the Chinese delegates called for a break in the bilater:
meeting.

All the measures taken by the CC CPSU were promp
ed by a sincere desire to strengthen the unity of the Marx
ist-Leninist parties and the cohesion of the socialist coun
tries. It was up to us to use all the available opportunitie
in order to squash the differences and prevent a split, ant
not be carried away by the heat of the struggle.

Yet the Chinese leadership apparently understood thest
measures of ours differently. It became all too clear th:
they misunderstood our restraint, our urge for unity,
a show of weakness. Lately, they have begun saying th:
they would not agree to any improvement of relations witl
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the CPSU, unless it comes about on the basis of our “uncon-
ditional surrender”. What do the Chinese leaders want?

In substance, they want the Communist movement to
retreat from its positions in all the basic problems of our
times.

The world Communist movement considers it vitally
necessary to make the most of the present situation for a
progressively close unification of all the revolutionary fore-
es of our time and for the further development of the world
revolutionary process.

In contrast to this the Chinese leaders have set their
sights on dividing the main revolutionary forces of our
time—the world socialist system, the international work-
ing class, and the national liberation movement. This can
only act as a brake on the development of the world revo-
lutionary process.

Marxists-Leninists believe that it is the cardinal task
of the Communist parties to marshal all the peace-loving
forces for the defence of peace and the deliverance of mank-
ind from a nuclear disaster. They consider peaceful coex-
istence to be the general principie of relations between the
socialist and the capitalist countries.

The Chinese leaders scorn this task. What they are
doing, in effect, is whipping up the nuclear arms race and
calling for new powers to join it. They are pursuing a line
that is liable to cause an atomic war and consider the
struggle for peace a secondary task, opposing it to the
struggle for socialism.

The Marxists-Leninists consider it their duty to invi-
gorate the unity and cohesion of the socialist community
on the principles of Marxism-Leninism in every possible
way, and to concentrate the special attention of the
socialist countries on economic development in order that
socialism wins the peaceful economic competition with
capitalism.

The actions of the Chinese leaders are subverting and un-
dermining the unity of the socialist camp. They are isolat-
ing China more and more from the other socialist count-
ries. The CC CPC is underrating economic development and
ignoring the tasks confronting the socialist countries in
their economic competition against the capitalist countries.
This policy tends to weaken the might of the socialist coun-
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tries and impedes their current struggle against
rialism. :

Marxists-Leninists, the workmg class of (he capital
countries have set the task of st up {
struggle against monopoly capital, in defence of the it
interests of the masses, of making maximum use of the n
available opportunities to effect a peaceful socialist reveo
tion not involving a civil war, and yet be ready for
non-peaceful way, for armed suppresson of bourgeois
istance.

In contrast, the CPC leaders vilify in every way f
struggle of the working class and its communist vang
for the vital interests of the working people, for peace aj
democracy, and reject the tactics of broad anti-monope
aliances, the possibility of effecting socialist revolution p
cefully. They call for reckless actions with arms in han
in disregard of the existing situation.

Marxists-Leninists and the peoples fighting for nation
liberation consider it their duty to complete the anti-imj
rialist, democratic revolution, fo create and consolidate {i
national front, and to work for the establishment of sta
of national democracy, for the non-capitalist way of develo
ment.

The Chinese leaders evade the essence of the present s
ge of the national liberation revolution. They are blind:
the differences prevailing in the situation in the variol
countries and are offering the peoples of all countries jut
one prescription—armed struggle and establishment of th
dictatorship of the proletariat. Such prescriptions may,
put into practice, undermine the national front and streng
then the positions of the colonialists and neo-colonialists
Marxists-Leninists are eager to strengthen the unit
and cohesion both of every individual Communist party a
the entire army of Communists in the world on the
of the principles laid down in the Declaration and the St;
tement.
The Chinese leaders are disrupting the unity of the Com
munist movement and of the democratic organisations. The)
are founding factions and are striving to split our movement
and its national contingents.

In brief, the CPC leaders are opposing the Communisf
movement in all the basic questions of strategy and tactics
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Theirs is a course in which petty-bourgeois revolutionism
and nationalistic, great-power aspirations merge.

In a malicious anti-Soviet article, slanderous from
beginning to end, which appeared on February 4 in the
CC CPC publications, the Chinese leaders declare for
everybody to hear that they will step up their subversive
activities against the world communist movement. In
their nationalistic zeal they boast that they will continue
their attacks on the CPSU in order to disorganise the
work of the Party founded by the great Lenin.

It is absurd to make such threats against the Soviet
Communists, the sons and daughters of the October Revo-
lution, the pioneers of the new, communist world, who
have withstood so many hard ordeals.

The Soviet Communists will not keep silent while the
Chinese leaders prosecute an unbridled offensive upon our
great cause of communist construction, the Leninist course
of our Party and the standpoints of the world i
movement. We shall have to explain the substance of the
anti-Marxist, neo-Trotskyite position of the Chinese lead-
ers publicly.

Now, the task looms large of defending Marxism-Lenin-
ism from the distortions of the Chinese leaders. The inter-
ests of preserving the purity of the Marxist-Leninist teach-
ing, the interests of the world communist movement and, in
the final analysis, the interests of the Chinese people itseli,
require that we come out openly and strongly against the
incorrect views and dangerous actions of the CPC leader-
ship.

We stand for a slrengthening of friendship with the
Chinese people and are ready to develop co-operation with
the CPR in all fields. The Soviet Communists have sincere
sympathy for the great people of China. They have deep
respect for the revolutionary traditions of the Communist
Party of China. We are sure that nobody will ever succeed
in disrupting the foundations of the friendship of the great
Soviet and Chinese peoples and that the present attitude
of the CPC leadership does not reflect the true national
interests of the Chinese people. We will do everything in
our power to bring back the relations between the Soviet
Union and the People’s Republic of China to a path that
conforms with the rockbottom interests of the working
class and all the working people of our countries.
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We are fully aware of the danger of the present attitu
of the Chinese leaders. The facts show that a grim
apparently long struggle lies ahead for the strengthen
of the unity of all the socialist forces, for friendship
co-operation between the Soviet and Chinese peoples.
is now perfectly clear that the CPC leaders intend to pe
sist in their incorrect stand, that they intend to carry @
with their factional activities in the world communist mo
ment. Together with the other fraternal parties, our Parf
will firmly defend Marxism-Leninism. It will firmly del
the unity and cohesion of the i t
the principles of the Declaration and Statement of
1957 and 1960 Moscow Meetings of Communist and Worl
ers’ Parties. It will firmly defend the unity and cohesi
of all the forces working for peace, democracy, nation
independence and socialism.

Our Party favours convening the next Meeting of fra
ernal parties in order to discuss the basic problems of o
time and to hold the broadest possible exchange of opin
ons in the interest of surmounting the difficulties that ha
arisen in the communist movement. These difficulties ster
from the CPC leadership’s differences with the world co;
munist movement. Collective efforts of all the frates
‘parties are therefore perfectly justified in order to detes
mine the necessary ways and means for preserving a
strengthening the Marxist-Leninist unity of the communi
ranks. It is perfectly clear to the CPSU that the meetin;
should serve this very purpose. .

No matter how great the difficulties experienced by
world communist movement, the CC CPSU is certain tha
it will be strong enough to surmount them and to cemen
its ranks in the struggle for the great communist cause.
The Communist Party of the Soviet Union will ct
tinue to pursue the policy of promoting unity with the fr:
ernal parties on the basis of Marxist-Leninist principles
and proletarian internationalism and on the basis of {l
programme documents of the world communist movemen
—the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Siatement.

The road followed by our Party, by the world commi
ist movement is the Leninist road and therefore the only
true road. We have adopted a new Programme, in which
we charted our development twenty years ahead. Fulfilms
ent of this Programme, determined and purposeful pro-
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gress to the heights of communism, is considered by our
Party and the whole Soviet people as their supreme inter-
nationalist duty to the international working class and
communist movement. As always, our Party will perform
its internationalist duty honourably!

Under the invincible banner of the great Lenin, the
communist Party of the Soviet Union will continue con-
sistently and undeviatingly to pursue the line of fulfilling
the CPSU Programme for the building in our country of
the most just social system, communism.






FIDELITY TO PRINCIPLES OF MARXISM-LENINISM
Pravdi Leader, April 3, 1964

The Soviet Communists, all the Soviet people have been
informed in the Open Letter of the Central Committee of the
CPSU of July 14, 1963, about the situation that has arisen
in the world communist movement through the fault of the
leaders of the Communist Party of China, who come out with
a special ideological and political platiorm that runs count-
er to the Declaration and the Statement of the Moscow
Meetings of 1957 and 1960. Having launched fierce polem-
ics against the CPSU and other Marxist-Leninist Parties,
the CPC leadership has transferred the ideological diffe-
rences to interstate relations between the People’s Republic
of China and the other socialist countries, has gone over
to open political struggle directed towards splitting the
community of the socialist countries and the world com-
munist movement.

Together with the other Marxist-Leninist Parties, the
CPSU has exerted every effort to stop the dangerous de-
velopment of events, to strengthen the unity of the Com-
munists of all countries. Displaying utmost restraint and
patience, explaining to the Chinese leaders the erroneous-
ness and danger of their present positions, our Party has
taken a number of fresh steps in order to overcome the dif-
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ficulties and to normalise the situation in the commu
movement. 3
On October 25 and November 7, 1963, N. S. Khrushch
in his speeches, published in the press again proposed {l
public polemics be stopped.
On November 29, 1963, the CPSU Central Commitf
sent a letter to the Central Committee of the CPC in whi
it again proposed that open polemics be stopped, and ad
vanced a programme of concrete measures the implement;
tion of which would normalise the relations between o
parties and countries, and would improve the atmosp!
in the world communist movement. At the same time,
Soviet Union had unilaterally stopped publishing polem]
items.
This display of good will on the part of the Communig
Party of the Soviet Union was highly appraised by the
ternal parties, which on their part have done much to pel
uade the CPC leaders to give up their erroneous line.
wever, Peking did not deem it necessary to reckon with
opinion of the fraternal parties, with the interests of th
communist movement, did not wish to heed the voice
those who hold dear the interests of the great revolutionan
cause. 1
The Chinese leaders appraised in their own way

this as a sign of weakness of the fraternal parties. Ignor
ing the constructive proposals of the CPSU and the other
fraternal parties, the Chinese leadership started a new
round of an even more base and fierce campaign agains
our Party and country, against all the Marxists-Leninist:

Jenminjihpao alone published more than 200 anti:
Soviet articles and other items since November 1963.
Particularly insolent was the editorial carried by Jenmin-
jihpao and Hungchi on February 4, in which attempts are’
made to substantlale the inevitability of a split in the
international t. Without st
insinuations against our Party and the Soviet people,; th!
Chinese leaders went to such monstrous fabrications a:
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to accuse the CPSU of “collusion with imperialism” and
“betrayal of the cause of the socialist revolution.”

The CPC leaders are trying to obliterate from the
minds of the Chinese workers, peasants and intellectuals
every good feeling towards the Soviet brothers. Violating
the elementary standards of relations between states, they
are intensifying hostile propaganda against the Soviet
Union. The Peking broadcasts in the Russian language
in the past period have been full of slanderous inventions
and anti-Soviet attacks. The Chinese representatives
launched subversive, splitting activities against the frat-
ernal Marxist-Leninist Parties, using for these purposes
all kinds of renegades and outcasts, Trotskyites and other
traitors to the cause of the revolution. The Chinese re-
presentatives are also conducting splitting activities in
the mass international organisations with a view to weak-
ening their influence in the struggle of the peoples against
imperialism and colonialism, for strengthening peace.

The Chinese leaders are trying in every way to impose
their conclusions upon the fraternal parties as though the
special course of the CPC leaders is the only correct one,
while the collectively worked-out line of the international
communist movement is an erroneous one.

In these conditions our Party considers it its duty to
resolutely come out in defence of the purity of the Marxist-
Leninist principles, the general line of the international
communist movement. Far from doing any good, our
further silence would only encourage the strivings of the
Chinese leaders to disorganise the ranks of the interna-
tional communist movement and weaken it as the main
revolutionary force in the struggle against imperialism.

After discussing the report by M. A. Suslov, Member of
the Presidium and Secretary of the CPSU Central Com-
mittee, at the February Plenary Meeting, the Central Com-
mittee adopted a decision to expose the anti-Leninist views
and splitting activities of the Chinese leadership. In keep-
ing with the standards of relations inside the communist
movement, the Central Committee of the CPSU consulted
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with the fraternal parties about the planned measures
which met with their understanding and support.

In the course of the consultations the leaders of one of
the fraternal Parties expressed the wish that the CPSU
Central Committee temporarily postpone the publication
of the materials of the Plenary Meeting as they decided o
make another attempt to stop the open polemics. The
initiative of this fraternal Party was turned down in Pek-
ing. The CPC leaders, by all their activity, showed that,
far from stopping the polemics, they intend to intensify their
attacks on the CPSU and the other Marxist-Leninist Parties.

The leaders of the CPC only after three months replied
to the letter of the CPSU Central Committee of November 29,
1963. However, the reply from the CPC Central Committee
of February 29 last in essence rejected all the constructive:
proposals advanced by the CPSU Central Committee,
including the proposal of stopping open polemics.

On March 7 the CPSU Central Committee addressed a
new letter to the CPC Central Committee with the propos-
al of stopping polemics and carrying out measures aimed
at furthering the cohesion of the world communist movem-
ent on a principled Marxist-Leninist basis.

The CPSU Central Committee proposed a meeting of
CPSU and CPC delegations in May 1964, a meeting of
representatives of Communist Parties—participants in the
drafting commission which prepared the 1960 Moscow
Meeting, in June-July 1964, and a meeting of all fraternal
Parties in the autumn of 1964.

Aiter this letter the Chinese leaders, far from stopping
the polemics, developed them with even greater bitterness..

Starting with the second half of March, the Chinese
press considerably expanded the hostile campaign against:
the CPSU and the USSR, against all fraternal countries
and Parties which reject the “special course” of the CPC!
leadership. The climax of this campaign was the editorial
article in Jenminjihpao and Hungchi of March 31 which
from the very beginning to the end is a most vile insult
to our Party and the entire Soviet people, an open revision
of the basic propositions of Marxism-Leninism. The
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article was written in a tone unthinkable in relations
between like-minded people. It fully showed that the
CPC leaders have gone beyond all limits in their political
struggle against the world communist movement, singling
out the CPSU and the Soviet Union as the centre for their
attacks.

The Chinese leadership has also intensified its splitting
activities. During the session of the Council of the Afro-
Asian Solidarity Organisation, recently held in Algiers, the
Chinese representatives came out with foul accusations
against the Soviet Union. Splitting, neo-Trotskyite groups,
counterposing the Communist Parties in a number of ca-
pitalist countries, have become active with the obvious
blessing of Peking.

Striving to achieve their special political aims which
have nothing in common with the struggle for socialism,
the CPC leaders do not disdain to use any means, conduct a
hypocritical game around major issues of the unity of the
world i . Blackmailing Marxist-Lenin-
ist Parties with threats of splitting them and exploiting the
natural desire of Communists for unity, they attempt to
bind the Communist Parties hand and foot, to hinder them
in exposing the ideological apostasy and splitting activities
of the CPC leadership.

This is why the Central Committee of the CPSU decid-
ed to publish the materials of the February Plenary Meet-
ing of the Central Committee, to come out with a criticism
of the anti-Leninist platform and splitting activities of the
Chinese leadership. This is demanded by the interests of the
struggle for the purity of Marxist-Leninist revolutionary
theory, for the policy of the world communist movement
expressed in the Declaration and Statement of the Moscow
Meetings.

It is necessary to resolutely and persistently fight for
the unity of the international communist movement, the
way it was done by the great Lenin, when irreconcilably
coming out against opportunists of all shades, against revi-
sionists, dogmatists, Trotskyites and “heroes of the Left
revolutionary phrase.”
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True to the principles of Marxism-Leninism, our
is prepared in the future as well to search for w:
means of overcoming the difficulties which have aj
of removing the differences between the Chinese le
and the CPSU and the other fraternal Parties. Our |
and its Leninist Central Committee, headed by Cq
N. S. Khrushchov, have done and will continue in

unity of the world communist movement, for rally
forces coming out for peace, democracy, national i
ence and socialism. It will make its worthy contributi
the great struggle for the triumph of our comn
lutionary Marxist-Leninist cause.
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