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I
COMMUNIQUE ON MEETING BETWEEN
MAO TSE-TUNG AND N. S. KHRUSHCHOV

Mao Tse-tung, Chairman of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of China and Chairman of the
People's Republic of China, and N. S. Khrushchov, First
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the U.S.S .R., met and held talks in Peking
from July 31 to August 3, 1958.
Also taking part in the talks on the side of China were:
Chou En-lai , Premier of the State Council,
Marshal Peng Teh -huai, Vice-Premier of the State
Council and Minister of National Defence ,
Chen Yi, Vice-Premier of State Council and Minister
of Foreign Affairs,
Wang Chia-hsiang, Member of the Secretariat of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China.
Also taking part in the talks on the side of the U.S.S .R.
were:
Marshal R.Y. Malinovsky, Minister of Defence,
V.V. Kuznetsov, Acting Minister of Foreign Affairs,
B.N. Ponomarev, Member of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.

In an atmosphere of perfect sincerity and cordiality,
the two parties to the talks held all-round discussions on
urgent and important questions of the present international situation, on the further strengthening of the
relations of friendship, alliance and mutual assistance
between China and the Soviet Union, and on the com mon struggle for the peaceful settlement of international
issues and maintenance of world peace, and reached com plete unity of views.
The two parties agreed that the Soviet Union an d
China, together with the other countries in the socialist
camp and all other peace-loving countries and peoples,
have achieved great successes in the struggle to ease
international tension and maintain peace. The policy of
peace of China and the Soviet Union has won the in creasingly widespread sympathy and support of the
peoples of the world. India, Indonesia, the United Arab
Republic and the other countries and peoples of Asia,
Africa, America and Europe who uphold peaceful coexistence are playing an ever more important part in
consolidating peace. The forces of peace have already
grown to an unprecedented extent.
In contrast to this clear and unalterable policy whic h
is in the vital interests of the peoples of our two countries
as well as of those of the other countries of the worl d,
the aggressive imperialist bloc headed by the United
States monopoly groups persistently opposes peaceful
co-existence and co-operation, stubbornly refuses to ease
international tension, obstructs a meeting of the heads
of government of the big powers, steps up preparations
for a new war and threatens the peace and the security
of all peoples. The imperialist forces are the enemy of
peace, democracy, national independence and socialism.

They have patched togother aggressive military and
political blocs and dotted the world with their military
bases; they are interfering more and more brazenly in
the internal affairs of other countries.
The armed aggression recently carried out by the
United States and Britain against Lebanon and Jordan
and the armed threat they pose to the Republic of Iraq
and the United Arab Republic have greatly increased
the tension in the Near and Middle East and aggravated
the danger of war; they have aroused widespread protest
and condemnation of all peoples of the world.
China and the Soviet Union sternly denounce the
flagrant aggression carried out by the United States and
Britain in the Near and Middle East; they firmly maintain that a conference of the heads of government of the
big powers should be called at once to discuss the situation in the Near and Middle East and resolutely demand
that the United States and Britain withdraw their forces
immediately from Lebanon and Jordan.
China and the Soviet Union give firm support to the
just struggles of the peoples of the United Arab Republic,
the Republic of Iraq and the other Arab countries, as
well as to the national independence movements of the
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America.
The events in the Near and Middle East and in other
parts of the world prove that the national liberation
movement is an irresistible tide, that the age of colonialism is gone for ever, and that any attempt to maintain
or restore colonial rule, which goes against the trend
of historical development, is harmful to the cause of
peace and is foredoomed to fail.
The two parties had a full exchange of views on a
series of major questions confronting the two countries

in Asia and Europe in the present international sit uation, and reached complete agreement on measures to
be taken to oppose aggression and safeguard peace .
China and the Soviet Union will continue to do their
utmost in working for the easing of international tens ion
and the prevention of the disaster of a new war. The
two parties reaffirmed that the right of every peo ple to
choose its own social and political system m ust be
respected, that countries with different social systems
must co-exist peacefully in accordance with the famo us
Five Principles which are widely accepted internationally, that all international disputes should be settled
through peaceful negotiation, and that the development
of economic and cultural relations among nations on the
principles of mutual benefit and peaceful competition
should be encouraged, as such relations will increase
mutual understanding between peoples and are in full
accord with the aim of easing international tension and
safeguarding peace.
In order to maintain and consolidate peace, the primary task at the moment is to bring about agreeme nt
among nations on the reduction of armaments, halting
the testing of atomic and hydrogen weapons and prohibition of their use, elimination of all military bl ocs
and all military bases on foreign soil, and the conclusion
of pacts of peace and collective security.
But whether war can be avoided does not rest with
the good wishes and one-sided efforts of the peace-loving
peoples alone. The aggressive bloc of the Western
powers has up to now refused to take any serious ste ps
to save peace, but on the contrary is aggravating international tension unscrupulously, thus bringing mankind
to the brink of the catastrophe of war. It should know,

however, that if the imperialist war maniacs should dare
to impose war on the peoples of the world, all the countries and peoples who love peace and freedom will unite
closely to wipe out clean the imperialist aggressors and
so establish an eternal world peace.
The two parties noted with great satisfaction that
fraternal relations of friendship, all-round co-operation
and mutual assistance are being developed successfully
and steadily strengthened between the Communist Parties and Governments of China and the Soviet Union as
well as between our two peoples. The economies of both
countries are developing by leaps and bounds. Their
strength is growing mightier from day to day. And there
is a great vitality in their solidarity and co-operation
based on complete equality and comradely mutual help,
which conduces not only to accelerating their progress
along the road of socialism and communism but also to
reinforcing the strength of the entire socialist camp.
The two parties decided to continue their all-out efforts
to develop all-round co-operation, to further strengthen
the solidarity of the socialist camp and their solidarity
with all other peace-loving countries and peoples, and
reached full agreement on all the questions discussed.
The two parties fully agreed in their appraisal of the
tasks fac ed in common by the Communist Parties of
China and the Soviet Union. The unshakable unity of
these Marxist-Leninist Parties is always the reliable
guarantee for the victory of our common cause.
The Communist Parties of China and the Soviet Union
will spare no effort to uphold this sacred unity, to safeguard the purity of Marxism-Leninism, to uphold the
principles of the Moscow Declarations of the Communist
and Workers' Parties of various countries , and to wage

uncompromising struggle against revisionism, the chief
danger in the communist movement, which is clearly
manifested in the Programme of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia.
The two parties expressed full confidence that the
daily growing forces of peace and socialism will certainly
be able to overcome all obstacles in their way and win
great victory.

MAO TSE-TUNG
N. S. KlIRUSHCHOV
Chairman of the Central
First Secretary of the
Committee of the Commu- Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the
nist Party of China
Soviet Union
Chairman of the People's
Chairman of the Council of
Republic of China
Ministers of the U.S.S.R.
Peking, August 3, 1958

STANDING AT THE FOREFRONT TO
SAFEGUARD PEACE

Renmin Ribao Editorial, August 4, 1958

The talks held recently between Comrade Mao Tsetung and Comrade N.S. Khrushchov in Peking have
great significance for people all over the world in their
current struggle to preserve world peace and oppose
aggression . In the world today, China and the Soviet
Union, two big countries with nearly a third of the
world's population, are standing shoulder to shoulder,
and jointly striving to safeguard peace, support national
independence movements and oppose imperialist policies
of war and aggression. The close unity between the
Parties , governments and peoples of these two countries
has become an unconquerable, decisive force. The recent
talks between the top leaders of China and the Soviet
Union were an all-round discussion of the urgent and
major questions in the current international situation.
They have decided to adopt further measures to strengthen the relations of friendship, alliance and mutual
assistance between China and the Soviet Union, to strive
together for the peaceful solution of international problems and the maintenance of world peace. The communique on the talks has been published. Without doubt
it is a severe blow to the aggressive force of imperialism,
and a new and tremendous encouragement to the peaceloving peoples the world over.
The talks between the Chinese and Soviet leaders were
held at a time when intensive changes were taking place
in the international situation. On the one hand, the vic-

torious struggle of the Iraqi people has greatly advanced
the national liberation movements in Asia, Africa and
Latin America as well as the anti-imperialist struggle
of the people throughout the world. On the other, the
frantic armed intervention of the U.S. and British
imperialists in the Middle East has acutely increased
world tension and the danger of a new war.
Now the U.S. and British aggressors are heading for
a failure in their adventure and a big victory has bee n
won in the struggle against aggression. This comes as
a result of strong protests and condemnation by Chi na,
the Soviet Union and the other countries of the socialist
camp and all other peace-loving countries and peop les.
It is also a result of the undaunted resistance put up by
the peoples of the United Arab Republic, the Iraqi Republic and other Arab countries.
But the U.S. and British aggressive forces have not got
out of the Middle East. They are still gravely infringing
on the right of the Arab nations to independence, interfering in the internal affairs of the Middle Eastern coun tries and threatening peace in the Middle East and the
world. In a bid to maintain and restore their colonial
rule, the imperialist forces headed by the United States
are intensifying their schemes for subversion and sabo tage in other parts of Asia, in Africa and Latin America .
Keeping the present world situation in view, the Chinese and Soviet leaders had a full exchange of views
on a series of major questions confronting the two cou ntries in Asia and Europe, and reached complete agreement on measures to be taken to oppose aggression an d
safeguard peace. The talks between the top leaders of
China and the Soviet Union fully speak for and satisfy

th e pr essin g demands of the two peoples as well as those
of all peace-loving peoples.
What policy shou ld be adopted in the current international situation? With regard to this, the communique on the meeting put forward the unanimous views
of China and the Soviet Union . They maintain that a
conference of the heads of government of the big powers
should be called at once to discuss the Middle East situation and re solutely demand that the U.S. and Britain
withdraw their respective forces immediately from
Lebanon and Jordan . Agreement should be reached
among coun tri es on the reduction of armaments, halting
the testing of atomic and hydrogen weapons and prohibition of th eir use , elimination of all military blocs
and all military bases on foreign soil , and the conclusion
of pact s of peac e and collective security. The communique on th e m eeting reaffirmed that the right of every
people to choo se its own social and political system must
be re spected , t hat countries with different social systems
must co-exist peacefully in accordance with the Five
Principles , tha t all international disputes should be
settled through peaceful negotiation, and that the
economic and cultural relations among nations s hould be
developed on the principles of mutual benefit and peaceful competition so as to increase the mutual understanding betw een peoples. China and the Soviet Union
expressed their firm support for the just struggles of
the peoples of the United Arab Republic, the Republic
of Iraq and the other Arab countries, as well as for the
national independence movements of the peoples in Asia,
Africa and Latin America. The communique pointed
out th at th e national liberation movement is an irresistible trend, t hat the age of colonialism is gone for ever,

and that an y att empt to maintain or restore colonial rule
is detrimental to th e ca use of peace a nd is foredoomed
to fail. All th ese are in full accord with the aim of
easing international tension and safeguarding peace and
fully conform to the common aspirations of China, the
Soviet Union , the other countries of the camp of soc ialism , the Arab countries and other national independent
countries as well as all peace-loving peoples throug hout
the world.
In order to realize this common aim and aspiration, we
must carry out a resolute and uncompromising struggle
to crush all the sordid intrigues of imp erialism . At pres ent, th e United St ate s and Britain ar e obviously in sincere
in their attitude towards holding of a conference of t he
heads of government of the big pow ers. Before t he
resolute attitude of the Soviet Union and under the pre ssure of the world opinion , th ey have been compelled to
agree to the holding of a big power summit conference .
But they have laid down numerous obstacles to the conference in a desperate effort to wreck it. They are not
willing to withdraw their aggressive troops from the
Middle East. If they are eventually forced to withdra w
th eir troops, they will again try to use their aggressive
forces to grab new privileges and control a number of
Middl e Ea stern countries to create favourable conditions
so that they may seek an opportunity to renew and
ex pand their aggression and launch a new war adventure.
The interests of the U.S. monopoly capital are consta ntly driving Eis enhower and Dulles to carry out adventurist "brink of war" and "limited war" policies .
Consequently, in order to ease international tension and
maintain peace, we cannot depend on the good wis hes
and one-sided efforts of the peace-loving countries an d

peopl es a lone. We s ta nd for pe~ce , but w~ are .bY. no
means af ra id of th e war provocations of the imperlallsts.
We must hav e firm det ermination and full confidence
to put out the flame s of imperialist aggressive war.
The communique said: "The aggressive bloc of the
We st ern powers ha s up to now refused to take any serious
steps to save peace, but on the contrary is aggravating
international ten sion unscrupulously , thus bringing mankind to t he brink of the catastrophe of war. It should
know, however , that if the imperialist war maniacs should
dare to impose war on the peoples of the world , all the
countries and peopl es who love peace and freedom will
unite clo sel y to wip e out clean the imperialist aggressors and so establish an eternal world peace."
Such is the unswerving attitude of the people of China
and the Soviet Union. To educate the people with this
attitude is th e onl y way to equip them with an ideological
weapon and to secure peace through struggle. By so
doing, certain persons will not be made to regard the
efforts for peac e as pacifism, which tends to paralyse the
people's fighting will and to bring panic among them
in a ten se s it ua ti on , and thus furnishes the enemies of
peac e an opportunity to make trouble.
In th e struggle against imperialist aggression and for
world peace , th e Soviet Union is the bulwark of peace
recognized by the peoples of the whole world. Since the
day of its establishm en t , the People's Republic of China
has sto od alon gside the Soviet Union at the forefront of
the s tr ugg le for peace.
Th e gr owing strength of China and the Soviet Union
and the eve r advancing and consolidating relations of
friendship , a ll iance and mutual assistance between the
Parties , gove r nm ents and peoples of the two countries

are undoubtedly a vital factor in the maintenance of
peace.
The latest talks between the top leaders of China and
the Soviet Union have further strengthened the re la tions
of friendship, alliance and mutual assistance between the
two countries. The Chinese people who are leaping forward all the time along the socialist road will draw tremendous inspiration from the outcome of the to p-le vel
talks between our two countries. They will go even
further in exerting their utmost efforts and pres sing
ahead to achieve still more, faster, better and more
economical results in both production and construct ion ,
to push OUl' national economy, science and culture and
the national defence power to an even higher level and
to add even more to the strength of the whole socialist
camp so that world peace may be safeguarded more effectively. The communique pointed out: "The econ omies
of both countries are developing by leaps and bounds.
Their strength is growing mightier from day to day . And
there is a great vitality in their solidarity and co-o pe ration based on complete equality and comradely mutual
help, which conduces not only to accelerating their progress along the road of socialism and communism but
also to reinforcing the strength of the entire soci alist
camp."
The reason for the close solidarity of our two countries and our standing at the forefront in defending peace
and opposing aggression and thus becoming the sta unch
friends of the peoples throughout the world who are
fighting for peace and national independence is that both
countries have the powerful leadership of the Communist
Parties and both are equipped with the unconquerable
ideological weapon of Marxism-Leninism. It is the re-

fore our sacred duty to safeguard the solidarity, based
on the idea of internationalism between the Communist
Pal,ties of China and the Soviet Union, to protect the
purity of Marxism-Leninism and to uphold the principles
of the Moscow Declarations of the Communist and
Workers' Parties of various countries.
The communique said that both Parties will wage an
uncompromising struggle against revisionism, the chief
danger in the communist movement, which is clearly
manifested in the Programme of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia. We wholeheartedly greet the
unshakable fraternal unity between the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and our Party, forged on the '
basis of Marxism-Leninism. May this unity lead our
common cause from the great victories already achieved
to ever new and greater victories!

II
WE WILL NOT LOOK ON WITH FOLDED ARMS!

Renmin Ribao Editorial, July 20, 1958

On July 19 the Chinese Government lodged a strong
protest with the British Government against its war-provoking activities of carrying out aggression on Jordan,
and threatening the security of the Republic of Iraq. The
Chinese Government warned the British Government
that it must put a stop to its aggression and withdraw
its forces from Jordan immediately. The Chinese Government also declared that the peace-loving countries
and peoples of the world would not stand by with folded
arms while the imperialists pursued their aggressive and
war-provoking activities.
Previous to the Chinese protest, the Soviet Government had, on July 18, issued a statement on the American
and British imperialists' aggression in the Near and Middle East, demanding the American and British Governments to withdraw immediately their forces from Lebanon and Jordan. In the statement the Soviet Government also said that the Soviet Union could not ignore
the carrying out of aggressive activities in regions near
to Soviet territories and that it would have to take necessary steps in order to ensure the safety of the Soviet
Union and to maintain the peace of the world.

In a speech delivered on July 18, President Nasser of
the United Arab Republic declared that the Arab peop le
were ready to take up arms to defend the victory of Ira q
and to defend Arab nationalism.
During the past few days the peoples of China, the
Soviet Union and the other socialist countries, the peoples of the Arab and other Asian-African countries, as
well as the peoples of other countries in the world, have
been holding mammoth demonstrations to protest against
the aggressive activities of the American and British imperialists. They have expressed their will to give full
support to the peoples of Iraq, Lebanon and Jordan.
The peace- and freedom-loving countries and peop les
of the world have begun to act. Their aim is to stop the
American and British imperialists from aggression and
war provocation, to defend the sacred right of national
independence of the peoples of the world, and to defe nd
peace in the Middle East and in the whole world.
Peace in the Middle East and the whole world is
seriously threatened by the joint U.S.-British aggression
against the Middle Eastern countries. The U.S.-British
imperialists, after sending troops to occupy Lebanon and
Jordan, are continuing to rush reinforcements to these
countries. At the same time, U.S.-British aggressive
forces are hastily massing in Turkey, Cyprus, Aden and
in the waters of the Eastern Mediterranean. Their aggression is being directed at Iraq and the United Ara b
Republic. The U.S.-British imperialists are indulging
in wild fantasies of exterminating the whole national independence movement in the Arab East and the Asia nAfrican region, once they have gained a stable footi ng
in Lebanon and Jordan. These aggressive actions and
insane ambitions of the U.S. and British imperialists are

a provocation against all countries and peoples who
.
cherish peace and i~dependen~~.
In the face of this Ll.Si-Br itish war provocation, the
. peace- and freedom-loving countries and peoples of the
world definitely cannot afford to look on with folded
arms.
History has demonstrated time and again that resolute
blows must be dealt to aggressors, and that peace and
national independence can only be achieved by determined
struggles against imperialist aggressors. Baring their
fangs and opening their claws, the imperialists may look
ferocious, but in reality they are nothing but paper
tigers, outwardly strong, but all dried up inside. If only
the peoples of all countries take action, the aggression of
the imperialists can definitely be defeated, and their war
schemes stopped. "Nothing can be saved by yielding
to evil, and coddling wrong only helps the devil." The
histories of the aggressive wars launched by Hitler Germany and Japan are still fresh in the memories of the
whole world and are sufficient to bring this lesson home.
Consequently, if the U.S.-British aggressors refuse to
withdraw from Lebanon and Jordan, and insist on expanding their aggression, then the only course left to
the peoples of the world is to hit the aggressors on the
head!
The days when imperialism could dream of perpetuating its colonial rule by threat of brute force have long
passed. During the Chinese people's War of Liberation,
the United States sent many troops to carry out armed
threats, but in the face of the firm struggle of the Chinese
people, the American forces finally cleared out of the
Chinese mainland with their tails between their legs,
and the Chiang Kai-shek reactionary regime, to which

the United States had given full support , finally disint egrated and collapsed. After thi s , the United States
launched the war of aggression against Korea, with wild
dreams of gobbling Korea down and spreading the flames
of war to China. But under the heavy blows of the
Korean People's Army and the Chinese People's Vol unteers, the American aggressors were finally forced bac k
south of the 38th Parallel, in disgrace, and had to admit
their defeat and accept an armistice. After that, the
struggle of the Vietnamese people against the American
and French imperialists also end ed in a great victory. In
Egypt's struggl e to protect her sovereignty over the Sue z
Canal, in Syria 's struggle to guard her national inde pe ndence, the Arab people showed their unity and solidarity
and their determination to str ike ou t at t he aggressors,
and this, together with the support of the peace forces
of the whole world and the support of the socialist countries , and especially the Soviet Union , to the Arab people, stopped aggression in time. Recently , the str ugg le
of the Indonesian Government and people to safeg uar d
the unity of their country has again proved that only
by opposing the intervention of the imperialists and the ir
lackeys firmly and without hesitation can the y be force d
to shrink back . The imperialists hav e always bullied the
weak and been afraid of the strong. The onl y language
the y understand is that of force. Only by carrying out
determined struggle can we teach these imperialist pirates
a les son, accustomed as they are to carrying out aggression, intervention and war adventures, and force the m
to accept peace.
At present, the balance of force s is unfavourable as
never before to the U.S . and British imperialists. Since

the end of World War II, the imperialist colonial system
has been in a s tate of disintegration.
Old coloni al countries with a population of 700 million
have already achieved their independence ; besides this,
oth er count ri es with a population of 600 million are
struggling for the ir independence or for full independence , or are capit alist countries with neutralist tendencies; and the for ces of the socialist camp, which firmly
support all national independence movements , are
stronger tod ay than they have ever been before.
Imp eriali sm has lost its superior position, not only
politically, but militarily as well. The world domain
of imperiali sm may be broken through at any time or
any plac e. It s front is too long to be defended and its
leaks ar e too numerous to be stopped up . Wh en the
American and British imperialists embark on military
adventures, they become even more isolated. During
the Korean war , the American imperialists were still
able to usurp the United Nations banner by various ways
and means , but this time the United States has found itself in an unprecedentedly difficult situation even in the
U.N. Organi zati on , which has been under its control for a
long tim e. Many countries have already formally announc ed th eir supp or t for the national struggle of the
Republic of Iraq and of the Arab people, and still more
countries have formally expressed their opposition to
U.S. and British intervention in the Middle East , and demanded the rapid withdrawal of the U.S . and British
troop s.
Th e aggressive actions of the United States and Britain
in th e Middle Ea st have not only encountered indignant
cond emn ation from the peace-loving countries and peoples th e world over, but have also met with opposition

lit

from the people of their own countries, and even fro m
circles of the bourgeoisie in their own countries. If t he
U.S . and British imperialists turn a deaf ear to the protests of the peoples throughout the world and the w arnings given by China and the Soviet Union, if the y do
not withdraw their troops from Lebanon and Jordan Soon,
and abandon their war provocations which threaten the
national independence movement of the whole Ara b people and world peace , then the only fate in store for
them is the hastening of their own doom.
President
Nasser of the United Arab Republic put it well. He said:
" We take a peaceful attitude towards those who treat
us peaceably. We take a hostile attitude towa rds those
who are hostile to us. If they want peace, we ag ree.
If they are hostile to us, we will fight to the last drop
of blood . This is our way and our motto." Nas ser 's
words express the common attitude of all those who love
peace an d uphold justice. We want peace , but we certainly are not afraid of war. If the imperialist aggressors, w ho have lost their senses , insist on a test of strength,
then all those w ho refuse to be slaves must make the
necessary preparations.

20

EISENHOWER HOISTS THE PIRATE'S SKULL
AND CROSS-BONES

Renmin Ribao Editorial, July 21, 1958

Eisenhower made a speech to the American people on
July 15. Its main arguments were later repeated by
MacMillan and Lloyd. The speech can be interpreted
as the programme of the U.S. and British aggressors for
armed intervention in the Middle East. All peoples
throughout the world who cherish peace and liberty
should know this programme.
With the logic of a brigand, Eisenhower uses a line
of reasoning in his speech attempting to prove that aggressors could at will destroy the national independence
of all countries and deprive the people of all countries
of the right to exercise sovereignty. According to this
logic, the U.S. armed forces could commit aggression
against any country and, for that matter, seize the whole
world. It is a programme that menaces world peace, a
programme of mobilization for war.
Eisenhower says that the armed forces of the U.S. invaded Lebanon for "the welfare of the United States,"
··to protect American lives," because "there are about
2,500 Americans in Lebanon." But this obviously cannot be a basis for dispatching troops abroad. All countries in the world have their own "welfare." Most countries have nationals abroad. According to Eisenhower,
any country can send troops to any other country. This
is apart from the fact that in Lebanon there does not
exist any threat to American nationals at all. It may
be recalled that when Hitler committed military interven-

tion in Spain in July 1936, it was "to protect German
lives and property," exactly like Eisenhower's so-called
"protection of American lives." When Japan invaded
China in 1931, 1932, and 1937, it also used the same pretext. If such brigand logic is not demolished, today the
United States can send troops to Lebanon on account of
its 2,500 nationals, tomorrow it can send troops to another country because of some other thousands or hun dreds of nationals. How then can the world have peace?
Eisenhower also says that the U.S. armed forces invaded Lebanon "to assist the government of Lebanon
to preserve its territorial integrity and political inde pendence." The United States and Chamoun's traitorous
government of Lebanon, he says, were "entitled .. . to
join in measures of collective security for self-defence,"
and such action is an "inherent right" recognized by
the U.N. Charter. Such sophistry is as disgusting as tha t
of the brigand who excuses his killing and plundering by
claiming to protect the lives and property of his vict ims !
Lebanon enjoyed territorial integrity until the U.S. fo rces
invaded it. Lebanon was politically independent, in fo rm
at any rate. The Lebanese people were struggling
against the Chamoun government in order to change this
formal independence into real independence. But the
invasion of the U.S. forces has destroyed completely eve n
that formal independence. Eisenhower simply reduces
his argument to tatters by invoking the United Nations
Charter. Article 51 of the U.N. Charter provides:
Nothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right of individual or collective self-defence if
an armed attack occurs against a member of the Unite d

Nations, until the Security Council has tak en measures
necessary to maintain international peace and security.
Does this give Eisenhower and Chamoun any right to
intervention by the U.S. in Lebanon? Not the slightest!
Ther e was no question at all of armed attack in Lebanon.
What was going on there was purely an internal matter.
This is borne out by the testimony even of the report of
th e U.N. Obs ervers Group and the statement of U.N.
Secr etary-G en eral Hammarskjold, and both were sent
th ere to look for grounds for intervention in Lebanon.
What is mor e , the United States forces were dispatched
not before but after the Security Council had " tak en
mea sur es necessary. " If the U.S. aggressors can fool
around in this way with the U .N. Charter and the Security Council without meeting any opposition, what will
prevent th e United States from landing its armed forces
in future in any country with a traitorous government
in power?
One of th e most threadbare of the pretexts used by the
U.S . imperiali sts in their wanton aggression against Lebanon was to describe the Lebanese people 's armed
struggle against the Chamoun clique and the Iraqi people's revolu tion in overthrowing Faisal's feudal monarchy
as "aggression " or "indirect aggression." Eisenhower
defines so-calle d "indir ect aggression " as "under the cover
of a foment ed civil strife, the purpose is to put into domes tic contr ol those whose real loyalty is to the aggressor." To fu rther clarify his point, he cites the revolutionary strugg les of the Greek, Czechoslovak, Chinese,
Korean and Vietnamese peoples since World War II as
examples of his so-called "indirect aggression."

By this logic, the present issue in the Middle East is
that the Lebanese people have committed aggression
against Lebanon and the Iraqi people have committed
aggression against Iraq, just as in the past the Greek p€ople committed aggression against Greece, the Czec hoslovak people against Czechoslovakia, the Chinese peo ple
against China, the Korean people against Korea and the
Vietnamese people against Vietnam!
This is truly the complete outlook of a pirate. Su ch
brigand logic did not occur even to Hitler and Tojo!
Eisenhower mentions that many Americans laid dow n
their lives for their country's independence. This is tr ue.
But in mentioning it, he has indeed insulted the fore fathers of the American people. It is publicly kno w n
that the people in the British colony in North Ame rica
rose in revolt against British tyranny in the 18th cent ury
and for six hard years (1775-1781) waged their War of
Independence. They succeeded in defeating their British
overlords and at the same time crushed the "loyalists"
within the colony who supported the British throne .
What was born out of this struggle was the United Sta tes
of America as it is today. But if we go by the logic of
Eisenhower's address, the only conclusion is that the
American people at that time committed aggression
against Britain and, at the same time, against the United
States itself!
The American Declaration of Independence of 1776
says:
. . . that all men are created equal; that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable
rights; that among these are life, liberty and th e
pursuit of happiness. That, to secure these rig hts,

governments are instituted among men, deriving their
ju st powers from the consent of the governed; that
whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to
alter or aboli sh it , and to institute new government,
laying its foundation on such principles, and
organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall
seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness . . . .
Let us ask Eisenhower and all those who take part in
or approve of th e U.S.-British aggression: Can it be that
the Declaration of Independence is communist propaganda? Can it be that the draft of this Declaration
was "actively fomented by Soviet and Cairo broadcasts"?
Are not th e people of the Middle East today demanding
exactly wh at is in the Declaration of Independence? If
the peopl e of the United States have the inalienable right
to form a new government, why should the peoples of
Lebanon , Jordan and Iraq be denied of the same right?
What is mor e, compared with the British and pro-British
rulers of Am erica at that time, the pro-Western rulers
of Lebanon, Jordan and Iraq are infinitely more unpopular.
The N ew York Herald-Tribune admitted on July 8:
"The maj ori ty of the Lebanese people openly or passively
sympathize with the rebels." Even Eisenhower himself
has to say in his address that Chamoun has made it clear
that he would not stand for re-election since he is so
notorious in Lebanon. And Hussein of Jordan is not a
whit more popular. On the contrary, the new government of Ir aq enjoys jubilant support of the people - a

fact which all Western correspondents in Bagdad cannot
refuse to admit.
By what reason, then, do the U.S. aggressors forci bly
forbid the people of these small countries to do what
America's forefathers did two hundred years earlier an d,
to make matters worse, slander the people of these sma ll
countries for committing "aggression"?
By no other reason than that they are pirates who
want to carry out their wanton aggression. Whoever
oppose their aggression, they would call them "aggressors," or "indirect aggressors."
It is worth taking this particular comparison furthe r .
The American War of Independence relied a great deal
on foreign military assistance. The Americans t hen
fighting for their independence sought aid from Cana da,
Ireland and France and actually obtained substantial military assistance from France, the Netherlands and Spain.
Ninety per cent of the arms they used in the first two
and a half years of the War of Independence came from
Europe and, in particular, France. The French an d other
peoples of Europe organized and sent volunteers to
America to help fight in the war. On the other hand, to day
both the Lebanese people in their struggle and the Iraqi
people in their victory depend almost exclusively on the ir
own efforts. We may well ask: Why are they not entitled to the same international assistance that the Ame rican War of Independence received? Does anyone dare
say that the French who went to the aid of the Americans
were aggressors or that the Americans who sought this
help were "those whose real loyalty is to the aggressor"?
History has handed down its indisputable verdict: the
British die-hards who wanted to maintain colonial rule

and the American die-hards who clung to their allegiance
to the British crown were reactionaries and those who
overthrew these reactionaries were revolutionary fighters of immortal renown. Eisenhower, Dulles and their
like - disgraceful successors, despicable betrayers, of
Washington, Jefferson and Franklin-are now trying to
revert this verdict of history and by force of violence to
protect the handful of imperialist proteges among the
Arab people today, while trampling upon and slinging
mud at the millions of nationalist fighters for freedom and
independence in the Middle East. But they can never succeed in reversing the course of history. They will be
simply ground to dust in the wheels of history and only
their disgrace will remain for ever as a notorious memory.
It is clear that the American rulers today trample on
the principles proclaimed by their forefathers at the time
of their bourgeois revolution. The U.S.-British imperialists, furthermore, have scrapped the principles proclaimed by their governments during World War II. In
August 1941, Roosevelt and Churchill signed the famous
Atlantic Charter which stated that the two countries
"respect the right of all peoples to choose the form of
government under which they will live; and they wish
to see sovereign rights and self-government restored to
those who have been forcibly deprived of them." Now,
why don't they respect the right of the people of the
Middle East to choose the form of their own government?
The U.N. Charter stipulates that the aim of the United
Nations is the maintenance of international peace and
security, that member nations should settle their international disputes through peaceful means, and that they
should not resort to intimidation and force in their international relations. What right have the U.S.-British

aggressors to tear these basic principles of the United
Nations to pieces? Yet according to Eisenhower's brigand
logic, to tear these principles to pieces is because he wa nts
to give "fuller dedication to the basic principles of the
U.N. Charter!"
In recalling the world history between 1945 and 1950,
Eisenhower is full of hatred for the peoples of differe nt
countries. He describes the revolutions which then occurred in many countries as "conquests" or "aggressions."
We have already refuted such nonsense. What is wor th
noting here is not Eisenhower's mad hatred for the struggles for liberation of the people of many countries but
his complete ignorance, like an idiot, of such inevitable
development. He says that if the United States does not
intervene by the force of arms, "the result would be to
open the flood gates to direct and indirect aggression
throughout the world." At least, Eisenhower has committed two mistakes: First, the United States has intervened in almost all the li beration struggles of the
people of different countries, and its intervention was
particularly desperate in China and Korea. It did not
begin with Lebanon. Secondly, in future the arm ed
forces of the United States will never become a gate to
check the flood of the people's liberation struggles just
as it has never succeeded in the past.
The days of piracy are gone. No gunboats, air cra ft
or atomic units, whatever their number, can save the aggressors from extinction. Eisenhower and his like are
completely ignorant of the present age. History, for
them, is full of unexpected events which they cannot
understand . The advance of the socialist revolutionary
movement and the advance of the national independence
movement in Asia, Africa and Latin America are the

basic ingredi ent s of our age . They are th e inevitable
outcom e of capitalism 's transition to the stage of im perialism and th e logical development of the victory of
the world wa r against fascism . Mankind has not shed
oceans of blood in defeating the German-Italian-Japanese
aggressors sim ply to remain the slaves of imperialism
and colonialism, to allow the U.S. aggressors to take the
place of the German, Italian and Japanese aggressors or,
for that matter , of th e British and French aggressors,
and to rul e th e world as overlords.
The peopl es of th e world want peace and progress. All
the oppressed nations in the world want independence
and freedom. In the context of this development, the
liberation of th e people of the Middle East is inevitable.
This is acknowledged even by many leading, soberminded capitalists in the United States and Britain. The
course of history cannot be reversed despite the employment of force by the United States and Britain in the
Middle East or their flinging filthy charges at the people
of the Middle East , accusing them of being "aggressors,"
or "indirect aggressors, " stirred up by the Soviet Union
and the United Arab Republic, or "loyal to the aggressor."
Contrary to the expectations of the present-day pirates,
the more ferocious they become, the greater the consciousness and unity they help to foster among the people.
As the course of history has repeatedly demonstrated,
should they impo se war on the people of all nations, they
will only hasten their own extinction and the people's
victory.

THOSE WHO MAKE THEMSELVES ENEMIES OF
THE PEOPLES OF THE WORLD MUS'.r FAIL
Renmin Ribao Editorial, July 22, 1958

.

Immediately after they dispatched their forces of aggression to Lebanon and Jordan, the United St ates and
Britain found themselves in an unprecedented s tate of
isolation as a result of their hostility to the peo ples of the
world. Voices rang from every corner of the globe : " U.S.
troops, get out of Lebanon!" "B ritish troops, ge t out of
Jordan!" " Don' t threaten Iraq!" "Oppose im pe rialist
aggression!" "Oppose imperialist intervention in the internal affairs of the Arab states!" The peoples of Lebanon, Iraq , Jordan and other Middle Eastern cou ntries
who are opposing aggression have won the universal
sy m p at hy and support of the peoples of the world , first
and foremost of the peoples of the socialist cou nt ries and
the peoples of Asia and Africa.
On July 19 the Soviet Government pro pose d to the
United States, Britain, France and India for t he immediate convening of a conference at Geneva of th e heads
of these governments, with the participation of the U.N.
Secretary-General, to take immediate measures to stop
the armed conflict begun in the Midd le an d Near East.
This proposal is a new, effective measure of the Soviet
Union to s uppor t the just struggle of the peo ples of the
Middle East and stop the U.S . and British acts of aggression , and has been warmly received by all countries and
peoples who cherish peace. India's Prime Min ister
Nehru has replied to Khrushchov, expressing hi s complete agreement with the Soviet proposal. Swedish P rime

Mini st er 'rage Erlander sa id th at th e Soviet proposal fo r
an imm ed ia te sum m it conference s ~ ou ld n.ot be turned
down. Switzerla n d has ex pressed Its readiness to welcome th e hold ing of such a conference within its territory.
Clearly the Sov iet pr opos al reflects the common aspiration s of all w ho uphold ju stice. Rejection of this proposal can on ly cause th e l! .S.-B~itish .ag gre ssors to sin k
mor e deepl y into a qu agmire of isolation.
There is no q uestion tha t justice is on the side of the
peopl es of the Middl e Eas t. All the smooth talk of the
imp erialists ca n in no wa y help them. To most countries
in Asia an d Africa, Britain is notorious as an aggressor
of the old sc hoo l. Th er e is no room for "m isunderstanding " abou t thi s. Bu t ev en the most cunning of the colonialists , the Un ited States, which has for a long time
camouflaged itsel f and pretended opposition to colonialism, has now revealed itself in its true colours. Today,
the United Sta tes is the leading, the most ferocious colonialist count ry in the world. It is Enemy Number One
of the nati on al independence movements in Asia, Africa
and Latin Am erica . With the invasion of Lebanon by
the American t roops, the evidence is conclusive and undeniable.
The arm ed in tervention of the United States and Britain canno t suppress th e national independence movement
of the peopl es of th e Middle East. On the contrary, it
only deep en s t he an ta gonism between the United States
and Brit ain on the one hand and the peoples of the entire Middl e Eas t on the other, and strengthens the national independence movement of the latter. The fighting spirit of th e Middle East people is higher than ever
before . Th e gove rn me n t of the Iraqi Republic, now in
control of t he w ho le country, is adopting various home

and for eign policies to defend Iraq against aggression and
to con solidate its ind ependence. It ha s recalled its tr oops
formerl y s tationed in Jordan . It ha s organized the people 's re sistance forces as r eserves to the regular armed
forces. It has received the recognition of the Soviet
Union, China, the United Arab Republic, Yemen, P oland
Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Ru~
mania, Bulgaria, Hungary, Albania, the Korean Democratic People's Republic, the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam, the People's Republic of Mongolia, In donesia
Yugoslavia , and other countries. It has recog nize d th~
United Arab Republic and China and has deci de d to
quickly restore diplomatic r elations with the Soviet
Union . It has now concluded a mutual defence ag reement with the U.A.R.
Agence France Press reported from Bagdad: "The
most significant fact about the revolution is the enthusiasm and support of the people, and the fact th at it appeared to be a strictly internal affair." It also reported
that the republic appeared to be firmly establishe d . The
AP correspondent in Washington admitted that the Iraqi
revolutionaries have gained " a firm control. Ea ch passing day has made the regime appear firmer, with the
result that it would be more difficult to overthrow it."
The Lebanese opposition leaders and the speake r of the
Lebanese parliament cabled the United Nations and the
United States Government protesting against the U.S.
armed aggression. The President of the U .A.R. served
repeated warnings on imperialism:
Any agg ression
against Iraq will be considered as aggression against
the U .A.R. which will take up arms to defe nd the
independence and freedom of the Arab people t o fulfil
its obligations under the mutual defence agreement.

Saudi Arabia announced its refusal to permit U.S. planes
to fly over its territory.
.
.
The struggle of the peoples of the MIddle East IS warmly
supported by the sociali~t countries, where the. people,
at rallies and demonstratIOns, have protested against the
U.S.-British aggression and pledged themselves to provide
the peoples of the Middle East with every form of assistance. At the same time, working-class parties throughout the world are unanimous in their condemnation
of the imperialist intervention.
The U.S.-British aggression is opposed by the working
people of all countries. It has even failed to get support
from the ruling class in many capitalist countries. In
the U.S.-dominated United Nations and the NATO bloc,
countries usually obedient to U.S. orders have expressed
serious anxiety and apprehension over the possible outcome of the U.S.-British aggression.
At the recent emergency meeting of the Security
Council, not only the delegates of the Soviet Union and
the U.A.R. severely condemned the U.S.-British aggression, but the Swedish delegate also regarded the U.S.
action as contrary to the U.N. Charter. The resolution
he put forward to suspend the activities of the U.N. Observers Group in Lebanon was not to the liking of the
United States, because the latter's proposal to send a
'·U.N. police force" was intended to legalize its aggression against Lebanon under cover of the U.N. flag. Even
the Japanese delegate at the meeting had to express his
"regret" at the U.S. military intervention in Lebanon,
and dared not openly back the U.S. position without
reservation.
At the NATO council meeting, Greece, Italy, West
Germany and especially the Scandinavian countries ex-

pressed "worry" at the consequences of t he U.S .-British
actions in Leb an on an d Jordan. A correspo ndent of
Arbeidel·bladet, orga n of the ruling Labour P arty in Norway, re ported fro m P ar is that the fifteen NATO states
mai ntained different views on the Middle East question.
The disagreement among the Western cou nt r ies on the
Mid dle East q uest ion has wi dened since Kh r ushchov pro pose d an immediate five-nation summit conference. Opposition to the U.S .-British military adventure in the
Mid dle East is increasing in the NATO count r ies - West
Germany, Italy, France, Greece, Denmark and Norway.
T he position of the U.S .-British aggressors in bourgeois
circles within the two countries is also not in t he ir favo ur.
"An attitude of gravity and apprehension" prevails in
the U .S. Congress, United Press Internatio nal reports,
an d "seldom has the United States been in such an atmos p here of uncertainty as exists now," Assoc iated Press
notes. Senator H u bert H . Humphrey (De mocra t), attac ki ng t he policy of the U.S . Government, sa id : "We
have foll ow ed the pa tt ern of the British an d Fr ench w hic h
has already failed in the Arab world." Su ch intervention "wo ul d really destroy our position in Asia, Africa
and Latin America." Senator John F . Kennedy (Democrat), at a joint closed session of the fore ig n relations
committees of both Houses of the Congress, sa id th ere was
"general feeling" among the Senators that t he U .S. intervention was an "unwise move ." Senator J . W. Full bright (Democrat) bluntly criticized the U .S. Government as "a victim of its own propaganda." Humphrey
suggested ta lks with President Nasser of t he United Ara b
Republic by the Secretary of State, the Vice -P resident,
or even the President.

In the Bdtish House of Commons, there were 251 votes
(to 314) against the sending of British troops to Jordan.
The spokesman for the British Labour Party Aneurin
Bevan warned the British Government not to follow the
American example, as "such an act will set the feet of
this country on the road to endless ruin." When the
Soviet Union put forward its proposal for a summit conference of five countries, the British Labour leaders
Gaitskell and Bevan urged the British Government to
accept immediately the Soviet proposal.
All this points to the serious differences on the Middle
East question within the ruling circles of the United
States and Britain. The Eisenhower-MacMillan policy on
the Middle Ea st is not even supported by all sections of
the ruling circles of the two countries.
In press circles in the United States and Britain, not a
few sharp attacks have been made on the present aggressive adventure. The New York Post called the U.S. intervention in Lebanon a "tragedy," as it involved so much
risk, leading to an inextricable position. "Blind, Blind,
Blind," is the title of an editorial in the London Daily
Mirror, asserting that "Suez will go down in history as
a blunder" but that "the British landings in Jordan were
charged with even greater perils." Describing the British
invasion of the Middle East, the Daily Herald says:
"We're in - and nobody knows where we are going. We
are plunging into the dark. "
Having hastily rushed into hostile surroundings, the
aggressors are now in a dilemma. A spokesman of the
U.S. Defence Department admitted at a press conference
on July 18 that the situation in the Middle East was
"very touchy." On the 19th, Eisenhower, addressing the

American troops invading Lebanon, sai d: " It will be a
trying time for all of you."
Yet to date the United S tates an d Briti sh aggressors are
still clinging to their aggressive plans and continuing to
amass troops in preparation for expanding their aggres sion; they are still persisting in making themselves the
enemies of the peoples of the world. It appea rs unavo idable that the U.S.-British aggressors will sink deeper
and deeper in this quagmire of their ow n choosing. If
they are foolhardy enough not to cha nge their Course
the Middle East will undoubtedly be a gra veyard fo;
the aggressors no matter how bellicose they may be.

THE MOST STAUNCH FRIENDS OF ALL NATIONS
STRIVING FOR LIBERATION
Renmin Ribao Editorial, July 29, 1958

All nations struggling for freedom and independence
have drawn another vivid lesson from the recent trials
of the people s of the Middle East who are suffering the
new aggression of U.S. and British imperialism. It is
crystal clear who their friends are and who their enemies.
When the patriotic Iraqi army officers, supported by
the people, overthrew the Faisal monarchy and founded
the Republic of Iraq, the socialist countries headed by
the Soviet Union warmly congratulated the Iraqi people on the victory of their struggle against imperialism.
But to the U.S. imperialists, cloaked under the Eisenhower Doctrine, attempting to enslave the Middle East
and maintain the colonialist rule in the Middle East by
mean s of the Bagdad Pact and anxious to invade this
region, the birth of the Iraqi Republic came like a bolt
from the blue. Dropping their masks of hypocrisy, disregarding the risk of starting a world war, the U.S. and
Britain successively sent their troops to Lebanon and
J ordan in a wild attempt at armed suppression of the
mounting movement of the Arab people for national independence and liberation.
The U.S.-British aggression has menaced Iraq and the
United Arab Republic, broken the peace in the Middle
East and confronted the world with the danger of a new
war . The Soviet Union and China successively issued
strong statements, warning the United States and Britain
of their aggressive crimes, demanding that they withdraw

their troops from Lebanon and Jordan, expressing support for the Arab people's struggle and voicing the determination not to look on with folded arms. Every_
where in the twelve socialist countries, from Peking to
Moscow, and from Pyongyang to Berlin, the broa d masses of people held anti-aggression demonstrations, and
stretched out helping hands to the peoples of the Middle
East.
While the United States and Britain were inva di ng and
occupying Lebanon and Jordan with a further design to
invade the Iraqi Republic, producing a critical sit ua tion
in the Middle East, the Chairman of the Soviet Council
of Ministers , N.S. Khrushchev, held talks with P resident
Nasser to discuss measures to check the agg ress ion
against the Arab countries and maintain their in de pendence. The Soviet Union and Bulgaria conducted military manoeuvres along the North Caucasus and th e
Black Sea . A timely warning was served by the Soviet
Union on Turkey which schemed at attacking Iraq. The
Soviet Union also stated that it would do all it could to
help the Republic of Iraq consolidate itself and to help
the colonial peoples achieve liberation and national independence.
The Arab people's resolute struggle against agg res sion,
the strong support of the powerful socialist cam p headed
by the Soviet Union and the mighty flood -ti de against
U.S.-British aggression and for the maintenance of world
peace on the part of the peace-loving peoples the world
over - all this checked the U.S.-British imperialists '
plans to expand aggression and forced them to accept
the Soviet Union's proposal to sit down and negotiate.
These facts prove once again that the socialist ca mp
headed by the Soviet Union is the powerful mainstay of

world peace. The socialist countries are the most reliable
friends of the Arab people and of all the oppressed nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America in their struggles
for liberation.
The profound sympathy and unreserved support given
by the socialist countries to the struggle against colonialism and for national independence of the peoples of
the Middle East and all oppressed nations and those
countries which are victims of aggression began long ago.
From the days when the Soviet Union was the only socialist country in the world right up to the present when
twelve countries form a strong socialist camp, the socialist countries have consistently adopted this clear stand
of proletarian internationalism.
Immediately after the October Revolution, with the
overthrow of the tsarist regime and the bourgeois provisional government, the Soviet Government announced
the abrogation of all unequal treaties which tsarist Russia
had imposed on China and other countries, as well as all
tsarist systems of enslavement of colonies and semicolonies. This was an event unprecedented in history.
In recent years, we may ask, who is it, in the United
Nations and other international meetings, that consistently
exposed and denounced imperialist aggression and
intervention and resolutely defended the interests of all
nations who were oppressed and who met with aggression? Who is it that firmly supported the Indian people's struggle to recover Goa and the Indonesian people's
struggle to recover West Irian, and gave the imperialists
a stern warning when Indonesia was seriously threatened
by foreign intervention? Who is it that unreservedly
supported the Algerian and other North African peoples' struggles against colonialist rule and the many new

independe.it countries of Asia and Africa? And w ho is
it that in 1956, 1957 and at the present, when the dark
clo.uds of aggressive war hung over Egypt, Syria an d Iraq ,
voiced the strongest support for the Arab peop le and
stayed the bloody hands of the aggressors? Everyone
knows that it is the socialist countries headed by the
Soviet Union.
Moreover, in order to help all the oppressed countries
which have gotten up on their feet to deve lop their
economies, the socialist camp headed by the Soviet Union
is assisting many Asian and African countries to develop
their independent economies, with no political st r ings
attached to the assistance. All these are facts t hat cannot be altered by any rumours, slanders or attempts to
sow seeds of discord.
The imperialists are always slandering the socialist
countries' sympathy and active support for the national
liberation movement as "expansion," "indirect aggression" and "infiltration." Being imperialists, they indeed
cannot understand why the socialist countries could have
consistently extended such help without any se lfish aims .
And it is not at all strange that, because of the ir past
experience in dealing with imperialism, certain countries
and people who have long suffered oppression and
aggression. do not at once fully understand the active
assistance of the socialist countries.
The proletariat and its vanguard, the Communist Parties, are internationalists. The lofty aim of their struggle
is to seek a social system in which there is no ex plo itation
of man by man. Hence they necessarily stand firmly
against the oppression of one nation by another. As
Marx taught us: No nation which oppresses othe rs can
itself be free. Therefore, all the socialist countries and

communist Parties firmly oppose imperialist aggression
and struggle for national indepen~ence. and liber~tion .
Furthermore, they deeply sympathize with and actively
support the struggle of all nations against colonialism
and for national independence. They regard this assistance as their compelling obligation.
The October Revolution opened great possibilities and a
practical way for the liberation of the world's working
class and all oppressed peoples. The victory of the October Socialist Revolution and the Soviet Union's policies
of equality and friendship towards all oppressed peoples,
shook the imperialist colonial system for the first time
and awakened the oppressed peoples. The victory of the
people's revolution in China -long a victim of imperialist aggression - as well as her phenomenal progress
along the socialist road, was another heavy blow at the
imperialist front, which was already greatly weakened
after World War II. The tremendous development of
the socialist camp of 950 million people has inspired the
great upsurge of the anti-imperialist national independence movements. After World War II, aside from the
countries which have already taken the socialist road,
more than 700 million people have shaken off the
colonialist yoke and established independent countries,
Recently, the Iraqi people broke the chains which the
imperialists imposed on them and took their place in the
ranks of independent sovereign states. This is an inevitable outcome of the decline of imperialism and the disintegration of the colonial system. The imperialists, in
their bankruptcy, lamely allege that this is a result of
"infiltration" by the socialist countries; but such nonsense
is not even worth refuting. Let us ask: Why is it that
the imperialist countries which have, for decades, "in-

filtrated" these nations by all kinds of military, political
economic and various treaty bondages can not s tand
against the "propaganda" and "infiltration" of the socialist countries, and just evaporated overnight?
As a matter of fact, the most effective revoluti onary
agitators in Iraq and the other oppressed nations are
none other than the imperialists themselves . The cruel
oppression and exploitation by the imperialists and their
lackeys give rise to the revolutionary consciousness of
the oppressed and exploited people, and force the m to
take the road of revolution. They have no ot he r road
to take if they are to survive. Without this motiva tion
revolutions are impassible and unimaginable.
'
All unbiased observers may well ponder if th is is not
true.
In exact reverse to the socialist camp, the imp erialist
bloc headed by the United States is extremely hostile to
all movements for national independence an d liberation.
The United States supported the French ag gression
against Vietnam; shielded the Dutch colon ia lis ts' occupation of West Irian while intervening in the Indonesian people 's anti-Dutch movement; and declared that
India's Goa was "a province of Portugal." The United
States looks upon Latin America as its ow n backyard ,
avariciously plundering and unscrupulously enslaving it.
The United States occupies China 's territory of Taiwan.
And now, the U.S. imperialists who have lo ng di sgi ised
themselves as friends of the Arab countries, have ope nly
come out for aggression in the Middle East toget he r with
Britain. This has completely exposed the United States
as the most vicious enemy of the peoples of the Middle
East, and the "Eisenhower Doctrine" as nothing bu t another name for colonialism.

The United States w hen it w ent about se lli ng the
"Eisenho wel' Doctri ne" in th e pa st , and ev en now when
it has open ly turned to armed intervention in the internal
/fairs of the Ar ab countries , has spread myths
about "preve nting Soviet infiltration" and "preventing
;he comm u nist me na ce." But all these myths only go to

~~~~~s~v~~t~:;"U:~din;'~~~~~~~ma~~iS~~~m~ti~g s~o~:
screen for th e grea tes t possible control and intervention
in the vast in term ediate area between the socialist countries and th e U.S .A. This applies first of all to the
colonie s and se m i-colonies which the old British and
French imper ialists no long er find it possible to rule.
But , "a lie ca n't carry you very far." All the contradictions wit hin the capitalist system are being aggravated an d the an ti-colon ial struggle of the oppressed
people s of Asia, Africa and Latin America is growing
with each passing day, and the peoples and countries in
these region s are seeing more and more clearly that U.S.
imperialism is th e No .1 colonialist of today. If, during
the Suez Can al incident, the United States was still able
to pretend to be the kind-hearted grandmother, in the
present Middl e East even ts its wolf fangs have been
fully expo sed , and no sw ee t words and honeyed phrases
can cover up its gu nboa t policy.
At th e same ti me, the socialist countries are so strong
and so un ited tha t the imperialists dare not touch them .
Their firm stand on upholding world peace and justice
has check ed the imp erialist suppression of the national
independenc e mov em ents. This has enabled the world
to see clearl y that in the defence of peace, in the
struggle again st aggression and in opposing imperialism
and its colonial policy, the socialist countries and the

national independence movements share the same fate
and breathe the same air. The existence an d pru gress
of the socialist countries and their sympathy and su p,
port for the national independence movements greatly
assist the development and victory of these move ments '
at the same time, the upsurge of the national indepen~
dence movements in turn weakens the imperialist forces
of aggression, and thus facilitates constructi on and
growth in the socialist countries and strengthens the
forces defending world peace.
The socialist forces and the national inde pendence
movements have in this way joined together in a mighty
torrent to drown colonialism. During the thirteen years
following World War II, this mighty torrent has already
broken the chains of colonial rule in vast territo ries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America, but has not yet
eliminated it completely. The Iraqi revolution signifies
that the anti-colonial struggle has entered a new period
of high tide. The greater the armed threats of the imperialists, the higher the flames of anti-colonia lis m and
the closer the unity between the nation al liberation
movement and the socialist movement will grow.
Today in the Middle East another link in t he imperialist chain has been broken. Tomorrow yet anot her
link will be broken in Asia, Africa or Latin America
Now that the East wind continuously prevails ove r the
West wind, colonialism and imperialism will find no
avenue of escape from ultimate doom .

U.S. IMPERIALISM, DEADLY ENEMY OF THE
SMALL NATIONS

Renmin Ribao Editorial, August 5, 1958

In his letter of August 1 to Khrushchov, Chairman of
the Council of Ministers of the Soviet Union, U.S.
President Eisenhower tried his best to play the part of
defender of the rights of small nations, and insisted on
~aying that the Soviet proposal to call a summit meeting
of five countries to discuss the question of the U.S.British aggression in the Middle East meant that "the
desires, the dignity, in fact the security of the smaller
nations should be disregarded."
But even while Eisenhower was using beautiful
phraseology, he was ordering American diplomats to
engineer a revolt against the legal government of Haiti.
In this revolt the former American military attache to
Haiti took part. Shortly before this, the United States also
plotted a coup in Venezuela to restore the pro-U.S.
dictator's regime. The day before Eisenhower sent his
letter expressing his anxiety about the smaller nations,
the U.S. Government was preparing to dispatch troops
to Cuba for armed intervention, using the excuse that
it was necessary to protect the water supply system at
its Guantanamo naval base. The United States, by its
own aggressive actions, has completely exposed Eisenhower's hypocrisy.
Haiti, Venezuela and Cuba are all small nations in
Central and South America. A year ago the people of
Haiti, and six months ago the people of Venezuela, expelled the notorious agents of the United States - the

dictators Magloire and Jimenez. The Cuban people ar e
also carrying on their courageous struggle against th e
reactionary rule of the U.S.-backed dictator Batista.
Flames of the fight for freedom from U.S. bondage are
spreading in these countries like a prairie fire. The U.S.
wants to overthrow the governments of Haiti and Vene zuela because they are supported by the peop le. They
are not obedient American agents, and do no t suit the
plans of the U.S. aggressors. The U.S. pla ns to send
troops to Cuba, because, as the New York Daily News
pointed out, it conspired with the Batista's dic tatorial
government. It wishes to maintain this unpo pular
government to suppress the revolt of the peop le. It has
the same purpose in its dispatch of troops to Leb anon
to support the Chamoun clique.
The United States engineers revolts and coups in ot he r
countries to subvert governments supported by t he people and uses direct armed intervention to bolster ot he r
countries' reactionary rulers opposed by the peopl e . Yet
it calls these actions "respect" for the indepe nde nce of
smaller nations and "respect" for the existence of legal
governments! Is there any action more des pica ble than
this; any sophistry more flagrant?
The history of U.S. subversion against legal gove rn ments by instigating revolts and engineering cou ps and
open armed aggression in the Latin American count ries
is anything but glorious. In the decade after Worl d War
II between 1948 and 1958 alone, it engineered e leven
major subversive activities in Latin America. In 1951,
at the instigation of U.S. monopoly capital h aving interests in Bolivia's tin, a coup was staged in Bolivia which
overthrew the popular government of Estenssoro. In 1954,
U.S. armed intervention in Guatemala brought down the

demo cr atic gove r nme n t und er Arbenz . In the same year,
Bra zilian Preside nt Vargas was forced to commit suicide,
leavin g a letter bitterly charging the U .S. with aggression . Wit ho ut ex cep tion, all the political disturbances
occurred in Peru, Salvador, Paraguay, Costa Rica, and
Cub a had something to do with U .S . schemes. The latest
event s in Cuba, Ha iti and Venezuela prove once again
that the United States which , in the past, persistently
trampled on an d violated the independence and
sovereign ty of t he Latin American countries , is still doing
so today .
When U.S . Vice-President Nixon visited eight South
Americ an cou nt r ies in April and May this year, he was
ever ywh ere m et with hostile reception. In some places
peop le spat at him , threw stones and garbage at him.
Thi s was an exp res sion of the Latin American people's
bitter hatred of the American aggressors. Likewise, the
rec en t U.S . s ubv er sive schemes against Haiti and Venezuel a and its plot of armed intervention in Cuba were
met wi th the se ve re and righteous denunciation of the
Latin Am eri can countries and peoples who resolutely
maintain the ir independence and sovereignty, and of all
peopl es w ho uphold justice. At a press conference on
Augu st 1, Haitian President Francois Duvalier severely
denou nced the U .S. intrigue against the Haitian government as inte rnation al brigandage.
Th e piratical act s of the U.S. imperialists in encroaching arrogantly on the independence and sovereignty
of oth er cou ntries are not limited to Latin America nor
to th e smaller n ations. Its criminal and insolent activities can also b e see n in other parts of the world. Instan ces may be recalled of how the U .S. manufactured
coup s d'etat an d " vacuu m filling " in the Arab countries

in the Middl e East. In Iran in 1953 the coup wh ich
forc ed ou t the Mohammed Mossad egh ca b ine t was chiefly
planned and ins tigated by Loy W. Henderson, the the n
U.S . ambassador to Iran; and Colonel McLure, Hea d of
the American Military Advisory Group there, acte d as
the general com man d directing the action. In Jorda n
in 1957 the U .S.-in stigated cou p subve r te d the Suleima n
Nabulsi cabinet which was carrying out its policy of
national ind ep end enc e. Sub sequentl y , th e U.S. threatened Syria with military force ; it even had its hire d
assa ssins to atte m pt to murder Pr esid ent Nasser on vot ing day of the new-born United Arab Republic . In
Indonesia, where the government, together with the people, has been str uggling to put down the internal revolt , the U.S . shameful interference has not stop ped
entirely even now . In many other countries in Asia,
there are instances of intrigues and disputes engineered
by Americans with all kinds of titles . During its recent aggression against the Middle East , the Un ited
States, ignoring international law , encroached on the
territorial air space of Austria , Switzerland an d Saudi
Arabia. All this shows that the United States has always
been and still is contemptuous of the independence and
sovereignty of other countries. U.S. imperialism is the
deadly enemy of all small countries and all those countrie s which refuse to submit to its enslavement and
domination.
Eisenhower paints the U.S. armed intervention in the
Middle East , and first and foremost , its armed interve ntion in Lebanon , as assistance to a small nation which
has been "s ub jecte d to indirec t aggression from without,"
"to preserve" its " indepe ndence ." But, as everyone
know s. he declared in a broadcast address to the nati on

on Jul y 16 - th e day following U .S. invasion in the
Middl e East- that the reason for the U.S. troop landing
was th at " in Iraq , a highly organized military blow struck
down the dul y constituted government"; and , regarding
Leb an on , that "t he small country has for about two
mon th s bee n subject ed to civil strife." People will ask,
" Was Eisenh ow er n ot contradicting himself?" Since the
Uni ted States rega rds the n ew Iraqi Government as not
legal and the overthrown Faisal monarchy as a duly
cons titu ted gove rn men t, wh y then doe s it have to recogni ze t he new govern men t now? Since th e U.S. has
alw ays res pected the "sm all country" Lebanon , why does
it rud ely intervene in its internal affairs?
As eve ry body knows, before the U .S. armed occupation of Leb anon , that country had not been subjected
to "indirect aggression" as alleged by Eisenhower, and
its ind ep end ence had not been sub jected to threats of
out sid e for ce . This has been proved successively by
th e two re por ts of the U.S . Observers Group. What
does ex ist is a struggle by the opposition group against
th e age nts of the U.S. and British imperialists , the Chamoun clique. But this is purely a domestic affair of
the Leban ese . The U.S. dispatching of troops to occupy
Leban on is a gross interference in the internal affairs
of that coun try .
Th e exc uses of the U.S . aggressors for their armed
aggression in the Middle East are exposed as arrant
hyp ocr isy , when considered in connection with their
subversive ac ti vit ies in Haiti and Venezuela. The U.S.
talk s of the preservation of lawful governments. Why
then sho uld it tr y in a thousand and one wa ys to subvert
th e lawful govern men ts of Haiti and Venezuela? It is
clear that t he U.S . armed aggression in the Middle East,

like its aggression in Haiti and Venezuela, is an encroachment upon the independence and sovereignty of these
small countries - a naked act of imperialist brigandage
to re-enslave or continue to enslave them.
Numerous facts prove that the United States has
all along trampled on the independence and sovereignty
of small nations to turn them into its obedient slaves.
Yet it pretends to be their protector and the guardian
of their interests. The real aim of the United States
is to use the small nations as instruments, to use the
protection of their interests as pretexts to cover up its
acts of aggression, and to place obstacles to the proposed
summit talks.
But the intrigues of the aggressors will fail. The
common desire of the people of the world for summit
talks has become an irresistible trend in the current
political affairs of the world. The United States had
better stop playing its obstruction tricks to prevent the
holding of a summit conference!

III
THE FORCES OF THE NEW ARE BOUND TO
DEFEAT THE FORCES OF DECAY
by Yu Chao-li

Developments in the current international situation
further confirm Comrade Mao Tse-tung's famous dictum: "The East wind prevails over the West wind." It
is now abundantly clear that the forces of socialism are
overwhelmingly superior to those of imperialism.
Imperialism is on its last legs. The First World War,
which erupted as a result of the sharpened contradictions of world capitalism, showed that capitalism, after
going through the process of birth and development, was
headed down the road to decay and destruction. The
Great October Socialist Revolution ushered mankind into
the new era of transition from capitalism to socialism.
In the last four decades, the new-born revolutionary
sociali st forces have made enormous progress; the antiimperialist national revolutionary forces, as the ally of
the world socialist revolution, have also made great
advances. These two forces have joined hands in one
fierce struggle after another against the moribund forces
of imperialism. In the twenty years between the two
world wars, imperialism for time was able to suppress
socialist revolutions and national revolutions in certain
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count des and thus give a temporary stability to the
capitalist world. But it was not able to prevent the
Soviet people from building socialism on one -sixth of
the earth, nor did it have the strength to preven t the
growth of revolutionary movements among the peoples
in other countries.
Imperialism was powerless to hold off grave eco nomic
and political crises. The Second World War er u pted
as the inner ' contradictions of imperialism grew m ore
acute than ever. In the thirteen years since t he e nd of
the Second World War, imperialism has foun d itse lf in
even worse plight. It constantly finds itself in trouble
as socialist revolutions and national revolutionary movements break out one after another in various parts of
the world . Today the last bastions of imperialism are
being shaken violently by irresistible popular re volutionary forces. The 1,000 million people of t he socialist
camp now have at their side in the struggle against imperialism the more than 700 million people of t he former
colonial countries which have already won national independence. In addition, there are the 600 mill ion people in the countries which are still fighting fo r inde pe ndence or full independence and in capitalist cou nt ries
which show neutralist tendencies. The imperialist countries have a combined population of only 400 m illions,
divided and at odds; everywhere beneath their feet are
volcanoes of revolt ready to erupt at any mo me nt.
In human history, the forces of the new always defeat
the forces of decay. New, emergent forces, t hough
seemingly weak , always prevail over the old, mori bund
forces which are still seemingly strong. What is decaying will inevitably be replaced by the new-born - such
is the law of development in nature and in society. The

mili tia com ma nded by George Washington were weak
but eve nt ua lly t he y defeated the well-armed British
coloni al tr oops. The revolutionary force s led by Dr. Sun
Yat-sen wer e weak but in the end they managed to
overt hrow t he Manchu monarchy. It is common knowledge that the Faisal monarchy , propped up as it was
by th e for eign imperialists , seemed to be quite strong
even on the ve r y e ve of th e outbreak of the Iraqi revoluti on , while th e revolutionary strength of the people
seeme d very weak . But overnight the forces of decay
were defeated. Th e new-born forces of the Iraqi national
rev olu tion wo n a resounding victory . Here was another
convin cin g proof that the forces of the new must triumph
over th e fo rces of decay.
Th is ex plains why it is the forces in decay who always
fear t he new a nd not the other way round. Communists,
in pa r ti cu lar , are never afraid of th e imperialists; on
the oth er hand, imperialists have always been afraid
of communism . Over a hundred years ago, when the
whol e world was still under capitalist domination, a few
comm un ists li ke Marx and Engel s , bare-handed as they
wer e , were alrea dy bold enough to proclaim : "Let the
ruling classes t rem ble at a communist revolution. The
pro le tari ans hav e nothing to lose but their chains. They
hav e a world to win." Just after the October Revolution
wh en the Sovi et state was still an isolated island encircled
by t he cap it ali st world , Lenin already pointed ou t :
. . . Th e advanced, mo st civilized a nd " de mo cr atic"
cc.mules. cou nt ries armed to the teeth and enjoying
und ivid ed military sway over the whole world, are
mor tall y af r aid of the ideological infection coming

from a ruined, starving, backward, and even, as t hey
assert, semi-savage country!
Under the slogan of "victory is certain," Lenin mobilized the forces of the Soviet people and defeated the
armed intervention launched by the so-called first cla ss
Great' Powers.
In our country, the two forces of imperialism and
feudalism once loomed like mountains and lorded it over
the people, but the vanguard of the Chinese wo rking
class, enlightened by Marxism-Leninism and gui ded by
Comrade Mao Tse-tung, already saw the future clearly
and was fully confident that the new-born forces of
the people would be able to overthrow these towe ring
obstacles. Immediately after it was founded, the Chinese
Communist Party courageously raised the slogan of opposing imperialism and feudalism. The revolution suffered setbacks, but the Chinese Communists trusted
firmly in the truth stated by Comrade Mao Tse-tung :
"A single spark can start a .prairie fire!" Twe lve years
ago, the U.S. imperialists and the Chiang Kai-she k clique
with its fully armed regular army of four million men
launched a ferocious attack against the forces of the
Chinese people which at that time were divi de d up
among dozens of bases and had a poorly equipped Liberation Army of around a million men.
But Com ra de
Mao Tse-tung predicted that aggressor and dictator were
digging their own graves; he pointed out that t hei r attacks would lead to an early victory of the Chinese rev olution. This is how history treads the path of revo lutionary dialectics. The old world will eventually be
replaced by the new world.
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In his talk with the American correspondent Anna
Loui se St rong in 1946, Comrade Mao Tse-tung made the
famou s sta tem en t that "all reactionaries are paper tigers. "
"Th e rea cti ona ries look formidable, but actually their
strength is not so great. Taking the long view, it is the
peopl e. not the reactionaries, who are really powerful."
"Th e U.S . rea cti ona ries ," he added, "are also paper
tiger s. . . . Like all reactionaries in history, they will
be pr oved to be quite powerless."
In the last twelve years , we have witnessed the victori es of th e socialis t revolutions in the eastern European
Peopl e 's Democracies, the victory of the people's revolutionary war and socialist revolution in China, the victory
of th e st r uggle for national independence in India, Burma
and Ind onesia , the victory of the war of resistance to
U.S. aggression in Korea, the victory of the revolutionary war of t he Vietnamese people against the U.S.-French
imperialists, the victory of national independence movements in north Africa and west Asia, the victory in the
war again st the Anglo-French seizure of the Suez Canal
in Egyp t , the victory of ' national independence movemen ts in Latin American countries , the victory gained
in preservin g national independence, opposing imperialist
aggr ession and smashing the rebel forces in Indonesia,
the vic tory of the Syrian people's struggle against imperi ali sm and the recent victory of the peoples of the
Middl e and Near East in their fight against U.S.-British
imp eri ali st aggression and the struggle to preserve their
nati onal independ ence and freedom. All th ese are incon trove rtible proof of the fact that the imperialists and
reaction ari es in the various countries are truly paper
tigers.

Today, that paper tiger - United States reaction-c.
despite its holes and tatters, is still trying to give itse lf
airs and talking big in an attempt both to cover up its
own panic and scare certain waverers. The policy
pursued by the U.S. reactionaries is a militaris tic and
aggressive one. They have established over 250 military bases in the vast intermediate areas around th e
socialist countries; they have wooed the reactionaries
in more than twenty countries, patched together seve r al
military blocs and constantly create tension and carry
on war propaganda. But all this, far from showing t he ir
strength, is a sign of their weakness. Though the V.S.
bourgeoisie has a history of less than two hundred ye ars,
it has long since forsaken the banner of independence
and freedom raised by Washington, Jefferson and Linco ln .
Rotten to the core, it has no hope of recovery. At home
it owes its dominance to McCarthyism and the UnAmerican Activities Committee. As to foreign policy ,
the U.S. imperialists have rallied all the reactionar y
forces of the capitalist world to their banner; t hey have
become the centre of world reaction and made t hem selves the enemy of all the world's people, of world pe ace
and the national independence movement. As a res ult,
they are extremely isolated. They can find support only
among a handful of reactionary elements while t he peoples of the world and all peace-loving countries ar e
against them. In pursuing this reactionary policy th ey
are digging their own graves, hell bent to ruin.
The fate of Hitler and all such warlike elements aw aits
the U.S. imperialist aggressive bloc. Worse than that .
Hitler was for a time fairly successful in his aggressive
adventures, for then the forces supporting peace and

again st aggression were relatively weak . Not so for
U.S. imperialism today. In its armed aggression against
Lebanon. the moment its troops landed on the Beirut
seafront , it found itself in a quandary. The imperialist
aggre ssors are condemned and opposed by the people
ever ywhere; they have met with the valiant resistance
of th e peoples of the Arab countries who have the suppor t of the socialist countries and all the other forces
of peace throughout the world. The members of the
impe riali st aggressive bloc themselves are seriously at
loggerh ead s; there are splits inside the ruling groups
in th e United States and Britain. The U.S. imperialists
are isolated as never before. Confronted as they are
by th e powerful socialist camp and people in all lands
who treasure peace and freedom, the imperialists are
over- extended on too long a front; they lack the necessary st re ngth and are vulnerable at many points. Now
when it really comes to brandishing its arms, the imperialist aggressive bloc that once made such a continuous hullabaloo about a third world war, is shaking
in it s shoes and worrying about its future.
The hue and cry against the Soviet Union and communism raised by the U.S. imperialists is in fact a smokescr een under cover of which they are invading and
ensl aving the countries in the intermediate regions between the socialist camp and the U.S.A. The United
States is separated from the socialist countries by whole
ocean s ; almost the entire capitalist world lies between
th em. To start a war against the Soviet Union , U .S.
imp eri ali sm must first bring this capitalist world to its
kn ees. In order to set up military bases in a country,
th e U.S . imperialists must first invade that country. They

want to build military bases everywhere, so t hey carry
out aggression everywhere, so they are natura lly e ve r ywhere encircled by the people.
It is common knowledge that U .S. im peria lis m, in
dealing with the countries in the vast region between
the socialist camp and itself, resorts to both secre t and
open plots, to force and "peaceful means." But today
when t here exist a pow er fu l socialist cam p an d t he other
forces of world peace, the aggressive war policies of
the imperialists must inevitably suffer one set back after
another. Many facts prove that today su periority rests
with the socialist cam p headed by t he Sovi e t Union,
not with the imperialist cam p headed by t he United
States; with t he Communist Parties an d ot he r progressive social forces in the various countries w hic h truly
re present the interests of the peop les of thoso countries,
n ot with t he reactionary ruling classes that oppose the
will of t he peop le ; with t he peace-lov ing coun tr ies and
peo ples of t he world an d not wit h the h andful of warmo nge rs. Tod ay , it is t he Arab peopl e w ho have the
u pp er hand, n ot t he United States, Britain an d France;
Indo nesia, not t he United States a nd Holl and ; the
Algerian forces of nat ional liberation moveme nt, not
the French reactionaries who cling to colonial rule ; the
Iraqi Republic, not the imperialist aggressive fo rces. Imperialism is like the setting sun in the west; socialism
and the national li beration movements su ppor ted by it
are like the rising sun in the east. It is diffic ult for the
imperialists to subvert the nationalist countries which
have already won independence, and they are not in a
position to hold back the further progress of t he national
liberation movements in Asia, Africa and Latin Ame ri ca .

Th e imp el"ialist aggressive bloc always attempts to
use war to frighten the peoples of the world. The people do n ot w ant war and oppose it. As long as all the
pea ce- lovin g forc es of the world are united in an active
struggle to defend peace, war can be prevented. However,
as the communique on the recent talks between Comrad es Mao Tse-tung and N. S. Khrushchov pointed out :
. .. Whether war can be avoided does not rest with
th e good wishes and one-sided efforts of the peacelovin g peoples alone. The aggressive bloc of the
Western powers has up to now refused to take any
serio us steps to save peace, but on the contrary is
aggravating international ten sion unscrupulously, thus
brin gin g mankind to the brink of the catastrophe of
war. It sho u ld know, how ever, that if the imperialist
war ma niacs should dare to impose war on the peopl es of t he world , all the countries and peoples who
love peace and freedom will unite closely to w.ipe out
clean the imperialist aggressors and so establish an
e te rn al world peace.
Thi s is a penetrating judgement concerning the developmen t of the present world situation. As an old Chinese
say ing has it , "War is like fire; if you don't quench it,
you 'll ge t burnt yourself." Lenin once said that there
was no phenomenon that would not turn into its opposi te, and an imperialist war can be turned into a revolu tion ar y war. If the imperialists insist on war, the
peop le will certainly study politics more closely in a
war they are forced to fight and will quickly raise their
lev el of political consciousness; they will never continue
to tolerate a system that brings them such endless suffer ings a nd sacrifices; they will rise in their anger and

hurl the imperialist aggr essive bloc into its grave.
Th e U.S . reactionaries try to use nuclear weapons to
sca re people. They bra g about th e horrors of atomic and
hydrogen bombs to bluff and deceive everywhere. But
even when the atomic bomb first made its appearance
and was still the monopoly of the U .S. reactionaries
Comrade Mao Tse-tung described it scathingly as a
" pa per ti ger. " He sa id:
The atomic bomb is a paper tiger. It looks as if it
is a fearful thing ; it is not so as a matter of fact . . . .
The emergence of the atomic bomb marks the beginning of the end of U .S. imperialism. The reaso n is
because it relies on nothing but bombs. But in the
end the bomb will not destroy the people. The people
will destroy the bomb.
Marxists have always maintained that it is the ma n behind the gun that counts. Whenever and wherever monarchies were overthrown or aggressors defeated, it wa s
not because they did not have what were consi de re d at
the time to be the most dreadful weapons; on the contrary, so far as weapons were concerned they always
enjoyed the advantage. To the people who foug ht barehanded in the past, swords , spears , bows and arrows were
the ancient equivalents of "a tom ic bombs ." To the Chinese
people's armed forces in th e revolutionary bases who
had "only rifles and millet ," the complete arse nal of
weapons and equipment possessed by the imperialists
and their lackeys could also' be regarded as the "a tomic
weapons" of that tim e. The reactionaries kille d tens
of thousands of the Chin ese people, but finally the Ch inese
people disposed of all the se " paper tigers."
The U.S . policy of at omic blackmail has never da unt-

ed the revolutionary people. Furthermore, a U.S. monopoly of nuclear w eapons has long been a thing of
the past. In t he socialist camp, the Soviet Union has
long sin ce be en in possession of nuclear weapons, and
in the field of som e of the most important branches of
military scien ce an d technology, such as intercontinental
ballistic mi ssile s, has left the United States far behind.
Th e fact th at "the East wind prevails over the West
wind" is the ba sic condition for preventing the outbreak
of at omic war. The socialist camp is dedicated to peace
and firml y believes that the forces defending peace can
prevent t he outbreak of atomic war. But we must keep
a watchful eye on the atomic war maniacs. There is
only one way to deal with madmen - to expose and fight
them . Only when everybody is on the alert and gives
them no ch ance to run amok can such madmen be held
down whe n they are seized with the fit to take some
mad action . Those who want to run amok must be
warned that once they start an atomic war , the re sult
will be the destruction of im per ialism which has brought
untold su ffer ing to mankind. Socialism, far from being
dest royed, will be realized all the more quickly throughout the world.
The U.S . reactionaries have indulged in sabre-rattling
in every part of the world , thinking that the United
St ate s with its annual ou tput of over 100 million tons
of steel, st ill for the time being ranks first in the world
in output of steel and a number of other important industrial products. But this should scare no one . Steel
is important but man is much more important. Even
in steel the United States doe s not enjoy an absolute
su peri ority . Not until the early part of the 20th centur y did the United States complete its industrialization

and become capable of producing 20 to 30 million tons
of steel a year. That was 130 to 140 years after it gain ed independence and 40 to 50 years after its Civil War.
Another 40 years passed before it increased its ann ual
steel output to over 100 million tons . This increase
was made mainly as a result of the two world wars .
Relying mainly on war instead of on a dependable
domestic market, the increase of steel output in the
United States is actually built on sand. The decaying U.S.
capitalist system is not going to be saved by 100 million
tons of steel; it cannot escape from its fatal economic
crises. The current economic crisis in the United States
actually started with the steel industry and the industrial branches directly associated with it . Steel out put
in the United States in the first quarter of this year went
down by 40 per cent compared with the same period
of last year. During the 1929-1933 crisis, the memory
of which is still fresh, steel output in the United States
fell sharply from 57 million tons to 13.9 million tons.
For the U.S. monopoly capitalists, the higher they clim b.
the heavier they'll fall. There is no elixir of life known
that can cure the fatal disease of economic crisis wit h
which the United States is afflicted.
It is man and the superiority of a social system whic h
play the decisive part in history. During the anti-fascist
war, the annual steel output of the Soviet Union amounted to only 18 million tons. Besides, the country suffered heavy war damage. The steel output of the United
States and Britain then added up to more than 70 million tons. But it was the Soviet Union rather than th e
United States and Britain which played the decisive role
in winning the war against Hitler. In the race of the
artificial earth satellites which represent the pinnacle

of the world's scientific achievement, it is the Soviet
Union, whose annual steel output is 50 million tons,
rather than the United States with its annual steel output of over 100 million tons, which has won first prize.
As to the rate of increase of steel output, the Soviet
Union is more than a match for the United States. During the 12 years since the Second World War the steel
output of the Soviet Union soared from approximately
10 million tons a year to more than 50 million tons. At
this rate it will very quickly catch up with and surpass
the United States. Apart from the Soviet Union, the
steel output and other branches of industrial and agricultural production in many other socialist countries
too are expanding swiftly. The constant leaps in production in the socialist world stand in sharp contrast
with the economic crisis of the capitalist world headed
by the United States. As is well known, the swift rate
of expansion of the iron and steel industry in China will
also surpass people's expectations. In the eyes of the
Chinese people, the United States with its 100 million
tons of steel a year is no better than Yuan Shu and his
like described by Tsao Tsao in his "discussion on contemporary heroes.' :" Although it still has "large numbers
of soldiers and ample supplies" at its disposal, just as
Yuan Shu had in his time, U.S. imperialism already has
one foot in the grave and can with as much justice be described as "a rotting bone in a graveyard."
The imperialists and the reactionaries in various countries always stir up anti-Soviet and anti-communist disturbances, the better to suppress their own peoples and
-An episode from the well-known classical novel, Romance of
the Three Kingdoms.

the revolutionary movements in their own countries.
But this can only scare the weak-kneed. The revol utionary people, on their part, will be tempered in thes e
tempests and emerge stronger than ever. All revo l utionary forces are born and grow on the strength of
two factors. On the one hand, they need positive rev olutionary education. On the other, counter-revolutionaries can serve in reverse as an education. The mor e
reactionary their enemies become, the greater revolutionary fervour the people will acquire and the faster
their enemies will go to their doom. Indomitable Com munists and all revolutionaries grow to maturity amid
stress and storms, which provide them with the opportunity of getting to know the laws of waging the struggle against the reactionaries. At times temporary losses
may occur owing to lack of experience in fighting th e
imperialists and the reactionaries, but losses help yo u
to learn. As the Chinese saying goes, "A fall in the
pit, a gain in wit." And that is why bad things can be
turned to good account.
Comrade Mao Tse-tung said at the time of the victory of the Chinese people's revolution in 1949 that
the logic of the imperialists was different from the log ic
of the people. Trouble-making, defeat, trouble-making
again, defeat again and finally destruction - this is the
logic that guides the imperialists and all reactionaries.
Under no circumstances will they run counter to thi s
logic. This is a Marxist-Leninist truth. On the ot her
hand, struggle, failure, struggle again, failure again and
finally victory - this is the logic of the people. They
too will not run counter to this logic. This is another
Marxist-Leninist truth. Both the Russian people's rev olution and the Chinese people's revolution bear th is

out. Some decades ago, there existed in Russia and
China only a few Marxist groups formed by a few dozen
people. They weathered temporary failures and waged
fresh struggles; finally they defeated all the outwardly
strong reactionaries and became the parties in power in
these two great countries. This is revolutionary dialectics. The world situation today is one in which "the
strong winds foretell the coming storrn.?" None of the
imperialist reactionaries who still seem outwardly strong
can avoid the doom ordained by history. The Communist Parties in these countries which still appear to
be weak are the truly mighty forces to be reckoned with;
they will grow and gain in strength in the course of their
struggles and will eventually triumph.
Ten years ago, Comrade Mao Tse-tung pointed out:
"To underestimate the significance of the victory of the
Second World War will be a great mistake." He also
said: "To overestimate the strength of our enemies and
underestimate the revolutionary forces will be a great
mistake." This equally applies to the appraisal of forces
at this new historical turning-point today. The situation in which the East wind prevails over the West wind
has opened the way for the final victory of the struggles
of the peoples the world over. No force can turn back
the fast-moving wheel of history. The new-born forces
will certainly defeat the forces of decay. The speed of
advance of the forces of peace, democracy and socialism
will certainly surpass the people's expectations.
(Hongqi, No.6, 1958)

*A line from a poem by Hsu Hun of Tang dynasty.

A NEW UPSURGE OF NATIONAL REVOLUTION

by Yu Chao-Ii

The imperialist colonial system is irrevocably doomed.
At the present moment, the anti-colonialist str ugg le in
the Middle East is the centre of attention. Th e independence movement of the 80 million Arab peo ple in
that area is flaring like a fire set to dry tinder. A new
chapter in the movement was opened by the victo ry of
the Iraqi revolution on July 14.
Everybody knows that the Bagdad Pact took its name
from the capital of Iraq. The Kingdom of Iraq w as regarded as a bulwark of imperialism in the Mid dle Ea st .
But in a swift overnight change, Iraq became an adva nce
post of the national revolution of the Arab people. Imperialism has no reliable supports.
The victory of the Iraqi national revolution w it h its
great repercussions inevitably shakes imperialist domination throughout the Mid dle East. That area has long
been a paradise for imperialist plunderers and a he ll for
the Arab people to whom it belongs. U .S. an d Br itish
imperialists have siphoned fabulous oil profits out of it.
Brutal rule and exploitation by the imperialists an d their
agents h ave reduced the mass of the Arab peo ple to a
state of extreme poverty, but they have waged a heroic
and unremitting struggle to win freedom and inde pen dence. The victory of the national revolution in Egypt
and Syria, the defeat of the Anglo-French aggressors in
their war against Egypt, and the growth of Alge r ia's
struggle for independence have inspired all the Arab
people. In the face of mounting Arab nationalism, the

imperialists in the Middle East are hard put to it, hanging
on to what is left of their positions. They cannot crush
the armed struggle of the Algerian people, nor can they
end the revolutionary uprising of the Lebanese people
against the traitorous Chamoun government. They are
sitting on a volcano. The Iraqi people have carried their
revolution to victory, and Iraq was one of the Middle
Eastern countries over which the imperialists exercised
the tightest control. Now that the Iraqi people have won
through their own efforts, is there any room for doubt
that other Arab countries can do likewise?
The victory of the national revolution in Iraq shows
once again that in the present situation, when the mighty
socialist camp exists, the world revolutionary forces are
far superior in strength to the reactionary forces of imperialism against which they are pitted. The facts show
that the awakened forces of the peoples of the world
are advancing, while imperialism is on its last legs and
is encircled by the peoples of the world.
This fresh victory of the Arab national revolution has
thrown the imperialists into a panic. They hurriedly
resorted to crude armed intervention. On July 15, the
second day of the Iraqi revolution, the U.S. imperialists
sent their armed forces to engage in direct aggression
against Lebanon under the pretext of resisting "indirect
aggression." This was followed by direct British aggression in Jordan on July 17, under the same pretext. What
reasons were given for these interventions? The U.S.
and British imperialists fabricated a "reason" for themselves: the Arab people's revolution is "aggression" or
"indirect aggression." In other words, the Arab people
are carrying out aggression against themselves while

barefaced aggression by the imperialists is an act
of anti-aggression upholding the sovereignty and independence of small countries!
The U.S. imperialists have been itching to step in ever
since the Lebanese people rose in arms against the traitorous Chamoun government. But they wanted to intervene under the flag of the United Nations; they tried
to avoid open intervention on their own. The U.S. imperialists have always acted, as the Chinese saying goes,
like "prostitutes who want arches erected in honour of
their chastity." Now, however, under the impact of the
national revolution in Iraq. they have finally bared their
claws and gone in for undisguised armed intervention
against Lebanon.
U.S. armed intervention in the Arab national revolution is a lesson for all the Arab people and the peoples
of the world. Is there anyone who still fails to see that
U.S. imperialism is the public enemy number one of the
Arab people, of all oppressed nations and peace-loving
peoples of the world? It is the U.S. Government which
started armed aggression in Lebanon. It is the U.S.
Government which supports the landing of British troops
in Jordan. It is that same government which is creating
a war crisis in the Middle East and the world. Of course,
U.S. armed aggression in the Middle East is a bad thing.
but it is also a good thing in that it serves in a negative
way to teach the Arab people and the peoples of the world.
The people's cause can triumph only when the people
understand exactly who are their enemies and who is
their chief enemy.
U.S. and British armed aggression in the Middle East
undermines peace in that area and carries with it the

grave danger of spreading war. It has called forth condemnation and opposition by all peace-loving countries
and peoples throughout the world. Never before have
the U.S. and British imperialists been as isolated in the
world as they are today. Even within their own countries they are meeting with mounting opposition. The
international united front against U.S.-British imperialist
aggression is very broad. This is undoubtedly a most
favourable factor in the present international situation.
The U.S. and British imperialists' wanton acts of aggression in the Middle East are to a certain extent an
attempt to exploit the people's fear of war. They put
on a show as if they wouldn't hesitate to make full-scale
war in order to force the peoples to accept a fait accompli
and thus extend their aggression. The peace-loving people certainly do not want war, but those who really treasure peace will never bow to threats of war. Peace cannot be got by begging from the imperialists. War can be
stopped and peace won only through mass struggle.
Does war really benefit the aggressors? Can war really stop the growth of the people's force? It is impossible
for the imperialists to learn the lessons of history. U.S.
imperialist armed aggression in the Middle East shows
once again they have a poor memory. As a result of the
two world wars, a world system of socialism has emerged
embracing one-third of the world's population. New
nationally independent states have also emerged totalling
700 million people. There is no question about it: the
U.S. imperialists cannot stop the "chain reaction" of the
national independence movements in the Near and Middle East by raising the flag of aggressive war. On the
contrary, this will promote the growth of the movements

on a larger scale not only there but throug ho ut the world .
The ugly visage of imperialism will heig hten the political
consciousness of still more millions; exposure of the weakness of imperialism will rouse the courage of more
millions.
Besides the Near and Middle East, the nationa l independence movements are surging forward in all the
colonial and semi -colonial countries, especially in Africa
and Latin America. They continue to grow in the socalled "Dark Continent" of Africa, which the im per ialists
have all along regarded as an "eternal jewel" in their
pocket. One-third of the 200 million people in Africa
have won national independence, and another 37 per cent
of the population is engaged in various forms of st ru ggle
for national independence.
There have also been great developments in the national independence movements in Latin America. In
January this year, a revolution similar to that in Iraq took
place in Venezuela, a country regarded as a U.S .
"paradise." A protege of the United States, the dicta torial
Jimenez government which ruled Venezuela for nearly
ten years was overthrown by a popular revo lut ion in a
single day. In the past two or three years, a n umber of
similar dictatorial regimes which worked hand in glove
with U.S. imperialism have been overthrown under
various circumstances. Now there are very fe w dictatorial governments in Latin America directly spons ored
by the United States. The flood of opposition to U.S.
aggression is still rising. Th is is proved by the violent
popular opposition U.S . Vice -President Nixo n faced on
his recent vis it to eight Latin American cou ntries.
While socialism has been growing into a wor ld system,
the national independence movements have been develop-

ing into a powerful world force. These two forces now
man a common front against imperialism. The colonial
system is disintegrating; the forces of imperialism are
declining. This is an important characteristic of our age.
The national independence movements in the colonies
and semi-colonies are supported and aided by the socialist
countries and the international working class and are
opposed and sabotaged by imperialism. This is proved
by many facts. Take for instance the major international
events in recent years. The aggression against Egypt and
the Suez Canal, the plot to invade Syria, the threat to
fill the so-called vacuum in the Middle East, the conspiracy
in support of the rebels in Indonesia, the allegation that
India's Goa is a province of Portugal and the instigation
of a war of aggression in the Middle East: these are all
despicable deeds of the imperialists, especially the U.S.
imperialists. But, in all these incidents, the socialist
camp headed by the Soviet Union has stood firmly on the
side of the nationally independent countries and regarded
support for the struggle for national independence as a
solemn responsibility. In this age of ours, the nations
fighting for independence will certainly triumph over imperialist oppression and aggression as long as they rally
all patriotic and democratic forces internally and unite
with the socialist countries externally.
The national independence movements in many countries show that an important condition for defeating imperialism is maintenance of the unity of all patriotic and
democratic forces within a country and especially the
mobilizing of the revolutionary enthusiasm of the masses
of workers and peasants. Many facts have shown that the
broader the unity of various patriotic and democratic

forces and the fuller the mobilization of the strength of
the masses of workers and peasants, the more assured is
the victory of the struggle against imperialism. Any
nation can place itself in an invincible position if it unites
the forces of the entire people and at the same time
engages in joint struggle alongside all the anti-imperialist
forces in the world. The reason the imperialists and all
reactionaries are paper tigers is that they divorce themselves from the people and are hostile to the people.
Communists in every country are real patriots because
they have no interests of their own apart from the interests of the people. It is understandable therefore that
communists in the oppressed nations are always in the
forefront of the national struggle.
The significance of the revolutionary movements in
today's colonies and semi-colonies must be fully appreciated. Lenin said that the greatest characteristic of the
age of imperialism was that a handful of "advanced"
countries carryon colonial oppression against most of
the world's population. At the beginning of the 20th
century, the whole world was divided among the imperialists. It was precisely because of this that Lenin always
considered the colonial question one of decisive significance in world history and considered the revolutionary movements in the colonies and dependent countries as
part of the world socialist revolution. Lenin said in 1913:
"All young Asia, that is, the hundreds of millions of toilers
in Asia, have a reliable ally in the proletariat of all the
civilized countries. No force on earth can prevent its
victory, which will liberate both the peoples of Europe
and the peoples of Asia." Since then great changes in
the world have turned Lenin's prediction into reality. The

present struggles in the Middle East and throughout the
world continue to prove the truth of Lenin's great prediction. There is no doubt that our generation will witness
the total destruction of colonialism and imperialism and
the universal liberation of the people in the colonies and
semi-colonies.
(Hongqi, No.5, 1958)

Ji.3tililltiiittilill&<:ftJiO
1958!l' 9 Jl 41 - ' 1Il ~ ,

(~) 3050- J23

'}(fad

PEKING REVI EW
To be well-informed you have to know the fast -moving
changes in the life and thinking of the one -fourth of humanity
that lives in China,
PEKING REVIEW is the weekly of Chinese news and views
in English. It comes to you AIRMAIL with :

*

Authoritative and timely information on economic and
political developments in China

*

China's views on international affairs

*

News of China's foreign trade

*

Texts of major policy statements and documents

*

Cartoons, illustrations, maps, gra phs and statistics

Place your subscription at our local dealers
or ws it» directly to

GUOZI
P. O. Box 399
Subscribe to

SHUDIAN
Peking, China

PEKING REVIEW for
Modern China

the true picture

of

FOR

Th
men

It

en

D

'b

0

