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. ---- Chinese Ambassador to the Soviet Union Pan Tzu-li called on
M .A. Sp.slov, Member of the Presidiuiu and Membe1· of the Sec1·eta1·iat
of the -C entral Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet ·u nion,
on June 15 and handed to hiiu a letter dated June 14 from the Central
Conuuittee of the Chinese Comtuunist Party in reply to the letter of
March 30 of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U.
The Chinese press published the letter in full under the heading "A
Pt·oposal Concerning the General Line of the International Communist
Movmnent."
•
Soong Ching Ling, President of the Sino-Soviet Friendship Association, sends a message to N.V. P op Gva, President .o f the Union of
Soviet Societies of Friendship and Cultural Relations With Foreign
Countries, and A.A. Andreyev, President of the Soviet-Chinese Friendship Association, g1·eeting the Soviet people on the successful launching
of the spaceships "Vostol\:-V," and "Vostok-VI" manned by the world's
first woman astronaut.
•
I{oi·ean President Choi Yong Kun and his pru·ty visit ~ortheast
China. It is announced that the Chinese and Korean Party and governmer.t leaders have 1·eached identical views on all questions discussed.
•
Commenting on Tito's recent attacks on the Chinese Communist
Party Renmin Ribao published a commentary by Observm· entitled
"Whom Does the Tito Group Set·ve?"
The Chinese press published an article can·ied in the Albanian
•
paper Zeri I Popullit of June 6 exposing the predato1·y nature of the
Yugoslav revisionists' so-called "economic co-operation" . with socialist
countries and the Tito clique's attempt te turn Albania into its colony
and economic appendage.
Evidence piles up that the grave situation in Laos is worsening
due to stepped-up U.S. intervention.
.• Some 50 Indian soldiers crossed the Natu La on the China-Silddm
bm·de1· and intruded into Chinese territot·y ori June 12.
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Continuing their goodwill visit to
China , Choi Yong Kun President of
the Presidium of the Supreme People's Assembly of the D e1nocratic
People's Republic of Korea Mernber
of the Political Committee and ViceChairn1.an of the Central Committee
of the Korean Workers' Party, and
his colleagues are now touring the
northeast. The past fortnight has been
busy , exciting moving and memorable
for guests and hosts alike. China's
distinguished Korean guests visited
ind u strial plants called on a rural
peoples cmnmune sav,r cultural establishm-ents and enjoyed sightseeing on
the Great Wall and 0ther places of
historical interest in Peking and the
port city · of Tientsin. They exchanged
greetings, views and experiences with
workers, peasants, inte.l lectuals and
men and women of m.any professions.
They met and recalled together the
days of fiery struggles with those who
f ought shoulder to shoulder with t!1.e

Korean people against the Japanese
invaders in the mountains of northeast China and the U.S. aggressors on
the battlefields of Korea, days wh~n
the finn, rnilitant friendship of the
two peoples was cemented and grew
unbreakable.
Wherever they went
they were accorded a welcome such a.s
.could only be given b y one brother, by
one cmnrade-in-.arms to another.
On JunEt 16 before they left Peking
for the northeast, Mao T.se-tung,
Chairman of the Central Comm.itte
of the Chinese Com1nunist Party, met
the
Korean
President. and
his
colleagues and gave a banqu t in their
honour. They had <;t n1.ost cordial ic.:llk .
This vi~it has already . contributed
much to developing the great friel~d
ship of the Chinese and Korean Part ies and peoples. Th e Korean statesmen have held talks with Chinese
leaders and it has been announced
that their stands and vi1ews on ail
questions discussed are completely
identical.
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with a great fanfare pursuing 't
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epaPat wns
an · 1·s ac Iv1t1es of- caggre ss1on
·
and exp~nsion a~d . to paralyse the
people of the soc1ahst countries and
the revolutionary people of the whole
world. Therefore, now more than
·ever, it is urgently necessary for the
peoples to 1naintain a sharp lookout
and never entertain any unrealistic
illusions about imperialism· it is
urgently necessary that U.S. imperialism be exposed and not prettified. As Comrade Choi Yang Kun
has pointed out, we must continuously
heighten the revolutionary vigilance
of the masses so that they will rise in
valiant struggles against imperialism·
we must oppose the opportunist lin~
of talking volubly about peace while
giving up the anti-imperialist and
revolutionary struggles."

Chairman Mao Tse-tung greets President Choi Yong Kun

"Your visit," said Chairman Liu
Shao-chi to his Korean guests at the
Peking airport upon their departure
for the northeast on June 17, "has not
only n1ade closer the already very
close friendship between the Chinese
and Korean Parties, the two Governr.nents and the tvvo peoples, but made.
positive contributions to upholding
and strengthening the unity of the
socialist camp and the international
cmnmunist movement."
The rnilitant solidarity of the ·
Chi~1ese and Korean peoples was fully
reflected in the speeches made by
President Choi Yang Kun and Chairman Liu Shao-chi at the banquet
given by the forn1er on June 15 in·
honour of the Chinese Party and
governn1ent leaders.
Choi Yong Kun told those present at
the banquet, an occasion warmed by
the spirit of revolutiopary comr adeship, that through the struggles to
build socialism, oppose in1perialisn1
and revisionisn1, the friendship and
unity between the Korean and
Chinese Parties and peoples had furt her developed and becom.e n1ore ce>nsolidated than ever.
Praising the achievements of the
Chinese people in socialist revolution
and .socialist construction, he declared,
" China today is a country daring to
wage the revolution and daring to

carry on the struggles, a country
daring to go forward and win
victories."
Chairman Liu Shao-chi paid tribute
to the resolute will of the Korean
people in oppE>sing U.S . imperialist
aggression, striving for the peaceful
reunification of their fatherland, and
taking up a forthright position in the
struggle to combat modern revisionism
and defend Marxism-Leninism.
Speaking of the talks held between
the leading members of the two Parties and Governments, Chainnan Liu
declared that "both our Parties and
countries are detern1ined to carry to
cmnpletion the cause of socialist
revolution and socialist construction,
the cause of opposing imperialism and
supporting all the oppressed nations
and peoples striving for liberation, and
the cause of opposing modern revisionism ·and safeguarding lVIarxismLeninism."
Dealing with the international
situation, Chairman Liu Shao-chi said,
~'History has proved and will continue
to prove that the aggressive nature
of imperialism. will never change.
U.S. ilnperialism is the main force of
aggression arid war in the world.
What calls for particular attention at
the present mon1ent is the fact that
the Kennedy Administration i& now

Chairman Liu pledged that "together with the Korean people, the
people of the other socialist countries
and all the peace-loving people of the
w orld, the Chinese people will go on
opposing the policies of aggression
and war of the imperialist bloc hsaded
by the United States, so as to prevent
a new world war and defend world
peace."
Fortified with a com.mon purpose
and an unyielding determination the
Chinese and Korean peoples are confident that their revolutionary cause
will be victorious. President Choi
Yang Kun was speaking for the two
peoples when, on June 17, he said:
"The forces of the world revolution
will triumph over the forces of reaction. Marxism-Leninis1n will overcome all opportunism and revisionism
and shine in still grelil.ter glory!"

Chhu~ .. Pakostan Joint Boundary

Demarcation Commis$iOn
The China-Pakistan Joint Boundary
Demarcation Cmnmission held its
first session in Peking fr01n May 31
to June 11 in a friendly and cordial
atmosphere. With a spirit of fairness
and reasonableness reigning, the two
sides soon reached agreem.ent on the
. . n·
specific tasks of the commissw •
procedures and methods of work;
rules concerning joint control of the
aerial photographing of the borde~
and the organization and dispatch of
a joint control team. There was also
a preliminary exchange of vie~s on
ground survey and mapping.
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Vice-Premier and Foreign Minister
Chen Yi later received and gave a
banquet to the Pakistan delegation
0eaded by Major-General N.A.M.
R,aza, Pakistan Ambassador to China.

Further Indian Ouirages
The brazen abduction and coercion
of a Chinese national just before he
1va s leaving 1\I.I:adras for home and the
use of abusive language against Chinese diplon1atic officials w1e re the
subjects of a strong protest lodged
with the Indian Government by the
Chinese Foreign Ministry in a note
handed to the Indian Etnbassy in Peking ·on June 13.
The note refers specifically to a
serious incident occurring when the
second group of Chinese nationals returning home were brought by the
Indian authorities frorn the Deoli concentration camp and handed ov,e r to
the Chinese officials in charge of receiving them at l\1adras harbour on
May 25. Among them was 81-yearold Shen Tien-feng. After going
through the handing-over formaliti,es,
the old man complained to the Chinese diplomatic officials that he could
not find his three sons whose names
were on the list of returning Chines·e.
When h is reasonable complaint was
conveyed to the Indian officials, they
threat,e ned him that he would either
have to declare in wdting that he was
willing to leave his sons in India or
go back to the concentration camp.
A number of plain-clothes Indian
policemen then seized him, took him
away and forced hin1 to sign a prepared statement declaring his " willingness" to leave his sons in India.
When th~ Chinese diplmnatic officials
learnt of the n1atber after the old 1nan
l'eturned to the harbour, they verbally
protested to the Indian officials against
their unwarranted abduction of Shen
Tien-feng and poil1ted out that a signature s•e cured against the will of the
person concerned was null and void.
Surprisingly and in con1plete disregard of the minimum diplomatic courtesy, the Indian officials used insulting and abusive words against the
Chinese diplomatic officials.
What happened to Shen Tien-feng
is yet another instance of the Indian
Government's plot to obstruct Chinese frmn returning to China. In another note to the Indian Embassy on
June 16, the Foreign Ministry informed the Indian Governm~nt that the
S.s. Kuanghua, dispatched by· the ChiJu.ne 21, 196.1

nese Government for the third time,
would arrive at Madras around June
28 to bring back victimized Chinese
nationals living in India. The note
urged the Indian Government to release all the interned Chinese and
desist from persecuting them. further
or obstructing the1n and their fan1.ilies
from returning to China.

Technh:al
Mass

oaoperation- the
ay

Spare-time technlcal co-operation
societies are playing a big role in
boosting industrial production in
Liaoning Province, one of the nation's
major heavy industrial areas.
It all started in the industrial centre
of Shenyang in July 1961. Three
model workers - Wu Chia-chu, . a
worker-promoted engineer at the
Shenyang Air Con1pressor Plant; Lin
Hai-feng, a technician of the Shenyang
Tractor Plant; and Wu Ta-yu, a
technician of the High Tension Switch
Plant- got together to see what extra
they could do to help their own
factories as well as others in the city
overc01ne production snags in the
drive for higher quality and a bigger
variety of products, for higher labour
productivity and greater. econmny in
use of raw rna terials. They decided
to n1ake use of their spare ti1ne to
swap experience and technical knowhow, and help one another solve difficulties at work. Their co-·opera.tion
proving fruitful, they rallied more and
n1ore advanced workers to join the1n.
Soon, with the help of the Shenyang
Com1nunist Party committee and trade
union council, they extended their
activities to embrace practically all
the factories and n1ines in the city.
By this tin1e, their ad hoc organization
had grown into a technical co-operation society, with offices in the city's
Workers' Cultural Palace to coordinate their v.rork.
This development put inter-factory co-operation
on a well-organized basis.

Shenyang's example set the ball
rolling. The initiative of its three
pioneers was followed up by workers
in other cities, and sin1ilar societies
for technical co-operation were formed
one after anotb.er in the steel centre
of Anshan, the big Fushun colliery,
and other industrial centres in Liaoning Province.
By. pooling forces to tackle complicated technical proble1ns, holding
1neetjngs to swap good ex perience, and

giving lectures to p~ss on technical
know-how systematically to an ever
greater number of people, the workers
and technicians of Liaoning have done
much to advance the general level of
skill and technique and boost production in ·the province. Nearly 50,000
worker-technician activists in Liaoning
now take part in these activities.
Over the past tv.relve months they
have popularized 5,700 more efficient
ways of worl~ing, introduced 13,000
important innovations and solved
nearly as many production problems.
This catching socialist spirit of each
for all among the rank and file is now
being emulated among other workers
n ot only in Liaoning but beyond its
borders in many other provinces as
well.

Tribute to Shen Chunuju
Shen Chun-ju, Vice-Chairman of the
Standing Con1mittee of the National
People 's Congress, died of acute bronchial pneumonia on June 11 in Peking
at the age of 90. A native of Kashing
County, Chekiang Province, Shen
Chun-ju was also Vice-Chairman of the
National Committee of the Chines
People 's Political Consultative Conference and Chainnan of the China
Democratic League.
Shen's family received messages oi
condolence from all over the country
and abroad.
Thousands of people,
including Chairman Liu ~hao-chi and
other leaders, p.aid their last respects
to him at the funeral hall in the
capital's Zhongshan Park.
At the funeral ceremony held in
Peking, Vice-Chairrnan Tung Pi-wu
paid tribute to Shen Chun-ju as a
standard-bearet of the Left-wing den1ocrats and a· close friend of the Chinese Communist Party. "His death,':
said Tung Pi-wu, "is a great loss to
the Chinese people."
Recalling the long revolutionary
path Shen Chun-ju had travelled ever
since he participated in the 1911 Revolution, Tung Pi-wu praised him for
his devotion to the cause of the liberation of the Chinese people fron1 reactionary rule and later to the cause of
the socialist revolution and socialist
construction after the founding of the
People's Republic. "The road Shen
Chun-ju has traversed," concluded
Tung Pi-wu, "is the bright road for
intellectuals."
He called on all
patriotic intellectuals in the country to
learn from the brilliant example he
had set.

A Proposal Concerning the General ine of
The International Communist Movement
Th e Letter of the Central Committee of the Communist Party
Of China in Reply to the Letter of the Central Committee of
The Communist Party of the Soviet Union of March 30, 1963
June 14, 1963

The Cenh-al Comtnittee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union

We also hope that this will be conducive to the
understanding of our views by the fraternal Parties and
to a full exchange of ideas at an international meeting of
fraternal Parties.

Dear Com1·ades,
The Central Com1nittee o£ the Communist Party o·f
China has studied the letter of the Central Cmnmittee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union of March 30,
1963.
All who have the unity of the socialist camp and
the international cmnmunis t 1novement at heart are
deeply concerned about the talks between the Chinese and
Soviet Parties and hope that our talks will help to eliminate differences, strengthen unity and create favourable conditions for convening a meeting of representatives
of all the Communist and Workers' Parties.
It is the common and sacred duty of the Communist
and Workers' Parties of all countries to uphold and
strengthen the unity of the international communist
movement. The Chinese and Soviet Parties bear a heavier
r esponsibility for the unity of the entire socialist ~amp
and international communist movement and should of
course ~ake com1nensurately greater efforts.

A nmnber of major differences of principle now
exist in the international con1munist movement. But
however serious these differences, we should exercise
sufficient patience and find ways to eliminate them s0
that we can unite our forces and strengthen the struggle
against our common enemy.
It is with this sincere desire that the Central Committee of the Comn1unist Party of China approaches the
forthcoming talks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties.

In its letter of March 30, . the Central Committee of
the C.P.S.U. systematically presents its views on questions that need to be discussed in the talks between the
Chinese and Soviet Parties, and in particular raises the
question of the general ·line of the international communist movement. In this letter we too would like to
express our views, which constitute our proposal on the
general line of the international communist movement
and on some related questions of principle.
We hope that this exposition of views will be conducive to mutual understanding by our two Parties and
to a detailed, point-by-point discussion in the talks.
6

(l )

The general line of the international communist
movement must take as its guiding principle the MarxistLeninist revolutionary theory concerning the historical
mission of the proletariat and must not depart from it.
The Moscow Meetings of 1957 and 1960 adopted the
Declaration and the Statement respectively after a full
exchange of views and in accordance with the principle of
reaching unanimity through consultation. The two documents point out the characteristics of our epoch and the
common laws of socialist revolution and socialist con
struction, and lay down the common line of all the Con1munist and Workers' Parties. They are the couunon programme of the international communist movement.
It is true that for several years there have been differences within the international cmnmunist movement
in the understanding of, and the attitude towards, th
Declaration of 1957 and the Statement of 1960. The
central issue here is whether or not to accept the revolutionary principles of the Declaration and the Statement.
In the last analysis, it is a question of whether or not to
accept the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism, whether
or not to recognize the universal significance of the road
of the October Revolution, whether· or not to accept the
fact that the people still living under the imperialist and
capitalist system, who comprise two-thirds of the world's
population, need to make revolution, and whether or not
to accept the fact that the people already on the socialist
road, who comprise one- third of the world 's population,
need to carry their revolution forward to the end.
It has become an urgent and vital task of the international communist movement resolutely to defend the
revolutionary principles of the 1957 Declaration .and the
1960 Staten'lent.

Only by strictly following the revolutionary teachings of Marxism-Leninis1n and the general road of the
October Revolution is it possible to have a correct undsrstanding of the revolutionary principles of the Declaration and the Statement and a correct attitude towards
them.
Peking Review, No. 25

(2)

What are the revolutionary principles of the
peclaration and the State1nent? They may be summarized as fo:lows :
Workers of all countries, unite; workers of the world,
unite with the oppressed peoples and oppressed nations;
0ppose imperialism and reaction in all countries ; strive
for world peace, national liberation, people's democracy
and socialism.; consolidate and ·expand the socialist camp;
bring the proletarian world revolution step by step to
complete victory; and establish a new world without
imperialisn1, without capitaliE;m and without the exploitation of man by man.
This, in our view,· is the general line of the international com1nunist movernent at the present stage.

class analysis of world politics and economics as a whole
and of actual world conditions, that is to say, of the
fundamental contradictions in the contemporary world.
If one avoids a concrete class analysis, seizes at
randmn on certain superficial phenomena, and draws
subjective and groundless conclusions , one canriot possibly
reach correct conclusions with regard to the general line
of the international -con1munist move1nent but will inevjtably slide Dn to a track entirely different frmn that · of
Marxism-Leninism.

What are the fundamental contradictions in the
contemporary world? Marxist-Leninists consistently hold
that they are:
the contradiction between the socialist camp and
the imperialist can1p;
the contradiction between the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie in the capitalist countries;

(3 )

This general line proceeds from the actual world
situation taken as a whole and from a class analysis of
t.he fundamental contradictions in the contemporary
wor1d, and is directed against the counter-revolutionary
global strate~y of U.S . imperialism.

the contradiction between the oppressed nations
and imperialisn1; and
the contradictions among imperialist countries
and among n1onopoly capitalist groups.

This general line is one of forming a broad united
front, with the socialist camp and the international proletariat as its nucleus, to oppose the imperialists and
reactionaries headed by the United States; it is a line of
boldly arousing the masses, expanding the revolutionary
forces, winning over the middle forces and isolating the
reactionary forces.

The contradiction· 1between the socialist camp and
the imperialist camp is a contradiction between two
fundamentally different social systems, socialism and
capitalis1n. It is undoubtedly very sharp. But MarxistLeninists must not regard the contradictions in the world
as consisting solely and simply of the contradiction
between the socialist camp and the imperialist camp.

This general line is -one of resGlute revolutionary
struggle by the people of all countries and of carrying
the proletarian world revolution forward to the end; it
is the line that most effectively combats imperialism .and
defends world peace.

The international balance of forces has changed and
has become increasingly favourable to socialism and to all
the oppressed peoples and nations of the world, and most
unfavourable to imperialism and the reactionaries of all
countries. Nevertheless, the contradictions enumerated
above still objectively exist.

If the general line of the international communist
movement is one-sidedly reduced to "peaceful coexistence," " peaceful competition" and "peaceful transition,"
this is to violate the revolutionary principles of the 1957
Declaration and the 1960 Statement: to discard the
historical mission of proletarian world revolution, and to
depart from the revolutionary teachings of MarxismLeninism.

The general line of the international communist
movement should reflect the general law of development
of world history. The revolutionary struggles of the
proletariat and the people in various countries go through
different stages and they all have their ·a wn characteristics, but they will not transcend the general law of
development of world history. The general line should
point out the basic direction for the revolutionary
struggles of the proletariat and people of all· countries.
While working out its specific line and policies, it is·
most in1portant for each Con1munist or Workers' Party
to adhere to the principle of integrating the universal
truti1 of 1\tiarxism-Leninism with the concrete practice of
revolution and construction in its own country.

(4)

th~

In defining
general line of the international
communist movement, the starting point is the concrete
June 21, 1963

These contradictions and the struggles to which they
give rise are interrelated and influence each other.
Nobody can obliterate any of these fundamental contradictions or subjectively substitute one for all the rest.
It is inevitable that these contradictions will give rise
t<;> popular revolution.s, which alone can resolve them.

( 5)

The following erroneous views should be
repudiated on the question of the fundamental contradictions in the contemporary world:
a) the view which blots out the class ·content of
the contradiction between the socialist and· the imperialist camps and fails to see this contradiction as
one between stat5=_s . under the dictatorship of the
· proletariat and states. under the dicta tors hip of the
n1onopoly capitalists; ·
b) the view which recognizes only the contradiction between the socialist and the imperialist (.·amps,
while neglecting or underEtstimating the contradictions between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie in
the capitalist world, between the oppressed nations
and imperialism, an1ong the imperialist countries and
among the monopoly capitalist · groups, and the
struggles to which these _contradictions give rise;
7

c) the view which maintains with regard to the
capitalist world that the contradiction between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie can be resolved without a proletarian revolution in each country and
that the contradiction between the oppressed nations
and imperialisrn can be resolved without revolutioil
by the oppressed nations;
d) the view which denies that the development
of the inherent contradictions in the contemporary
capitalist world inevitably leads to a new situation in
which the imperialist countries are locked in an
intense struggle, and asserts that the contradictions
among the imperialist countries can be reconciled, or
even eliminated, by ''international agreements an1ong
the big monopolies" ; and
e) the view which maintains that the contradiction between the two world systems of socialism
and capitalism will automatically disappear in the
course of "economic competition," that the other
fundamental world contradictions will automatically
do so with the disappearance of the contradiction
between the two systems, and that a "world without
wars," a new world of " all-round co-operation," will
appear.
It is obvious that these erroneous views inevitably
lead to erroneous and harmful policies and hence to setbacks and losses of one kind or another to the cause of
t he people and of socialism.

(6)

The balance of forces between imp·e rialism and
socialism. has undergone a fundan1ental change since
World Wa1' H. The main indication of this change is
that the world now has not just one socialist country but
a number of socialist countries forming the n1ighty
socialist camp, and that the people who have taken the
socialist road now number not two hundred million but
a thousand n1i1lion, or a third of the world's population.
The socialist camp is the outcqme of the struggles of
the international proletariat and working people. It
belongs to the international proletariat and working
people as well as to the people of the socialist countries.
The n1ain common demands of the people of the
countries in the socialist camp and the international
proletariat and working people are that all the Con1munist and Workers' Parties in the socialist camp should:
Adhere to the Marxist-Leninist line and pursue
correct Marxist-Leninist domestic and
foreign
policies;
Consolidate the dictatorship of the proletariat
and the worker-peasant alliance led by tlae proletariat and carry the socialist revolution forward to the
end of the economic, political and ideological fronts ;
Promote the initiative and creativeness of the
broad masses, carry out socialist construction in a
planned way, develop production, improve the
people's livelihood and strengthen national defence ;
Strengthen the unity of the socialist camp on the
basis of Marxism-Leninism, and support other social-

ist countries on the basis of proletarian internation, alism ;
Oppose the imperialist policies of aggression and
·war, and defend world peace ;
Oppose the. anti-cmnmunist, anti-popular an d
counter-revo1utwnary policies of the reactionaries 0 f
all countries; and
Help the. revolutionary struggles of the oppress d
e
classes and nations of the world.
All Co~nmunist and Workers' Parties in the socialist
camp ov:e 1t to their. own pe9ple and to the international
proletanat and work1ng people to fulfil these demands.
By fulfilling these de1nands the socialist camp Will
exert a decisive influence on the course of human history.
For this very reason, the imperialists and reactionaries
invariably try in a thousand and one ways to influence
the domestic and foreign policies of the countries in the
socialist camp, to undermine the camp and break up the
unity of the socialist countries and particularly the unity
of China and the Soviet Union. They invariably try to
infiltrate and subvert the socialist countries and even
entertain the extravagant hope of destroying. the socialist
can1p.
The question of what is the correct attitude towards
the socialist camp is a 1nost important question of priniple confronting all Communist and \:Vorkers' Parties.
It is under new historical conditions that the Communist and Workers' Parties are now carrying on the
task of proletarian internationalist unity and struggle.
When only one socialist country existed and when this
country was fa ced w ith hostility and jeopardized by- all
the in1perialists and reactionaries because it firmly pursued the correct Marxist-Leninist line and policies, the
touchstone of proletarian internationalism for every Communist Party was whether or not it resolutely defended
the only socialist country. Now there is a socialist camp
consisting of thirteen countries, Albania, Bulgaria, China,
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, the Gern1an Democratic Republic
Hungary, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea,
Mongolia, Poland, Rumania, the Soviet Union and the
Democratic Republic of Viet Nam. Under these circumstances, the touchstone of proletarian internationalism
for every Communist Party is whether or not it resolutely
defends the whole of the socialist ca1np, whether or not
it defends the unity of all the countries in the camp on
the basis of Marxis1n-Leninism. and whether or not it
defends the 1\/Iarxist-Leninist line and policies which the
socialist countries ought to pursue.

If anybody does not pursue the correct MarxistLeninist line and policies, does not defend the unity of
the socialist camp but on the contrary creates tension and
splits within it, or even follows the policies of the Yugoslav
revisionists, tries to liquidate the socialist camp or helps
capitalist countries to attack fraternal socialist countries,
then he is betraying the interests of the entire international proletariat and the people of the world.
If anybody, following in the footsteps of others,
defends the erroneous opportunist line and policies pursued by a certain socialist country instead of upho1ding
the correct Marxist-Leninist line and policies which the
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socialist countries ought to pursue, defends the poli~y of
split instead of upholding the policy of unity, then he is
departing from Marxism- Leninism and proletarian
in tern a tionalism.

(7)

Taking advantage of the situation after World
War II, the U.S. imperialists stepped into the shoes of the
German, Italian and Japanese fascists, and have been
trying to erect a huge world empire such as has never
been known before. The strategic objectives of U.S. imperialism have been to grab an~ dominate the intermediate zone lying between the United States and the
socialist can1p, put down the revolutions of the oppressed
peoples and nations, proceed to destroy the socialist countries, and thus to subject all the peoples and countries of
the world, including its allies, to domination .and enslavement by U.S. monopoly capital.
Ever since World War II, the U.S. imperialists have
been conducting propaganda for war against the Soviet
Union and the socialist camp. There are two aspects to
this propaganda. While the U.S. imperialists are actually
preparing such a war, they also use this propaganda as a
smokescreen for their oppression of the American people
and for the extension of their aggression against the rest
of the capitalist world.
The 1960 Statement points out:
"U.S. imperialism has become the biggest international exploiter."
"The United States is the mainstay of colonialism
today."
"U.S. imperialism is the main force of aggression and
war."
"International developments in recent years have
furnished many new proofs of the fact that U.S. imperialism is the chief bulwark of world reaction and an international gendarme, that it has become an enemy of the peoples of the whole world."
U .S. imperialism is pressing its policies of aggression
and war all over the world, but the outcome is bound to
be the opposite of that intended- it will only be to hasten
the awakening of the people in all countries and to hasten
their revolutions.
The U.S. imperialists have thus placed themselves in
opposition to the people of the whole world and have become encircled by them.
The international proletariat
must and can unite all the forces that can be united, make
use of the internal contradictions in the enemy camp and
establish the broadest .united front against the U.S. imp~rialists and their lackeys.
The realistic and correct course is to entrust the fate
of the people· and of mankind to the unity and struggle of
the world proletariat and to the unity and struggle ,of
the people in all countries.
Conversely, to make no distinction between enemies,
friends and ourselves and to entrust the fate of the people
and of mankind to collabor.ation with U.S. imperialism is
to lead people astray. The events of the last few years
have exploded this illusion.
June 21, 1963

( 8)

The various types of contradictions in the conten1porary world are concentrated in the vast areas of
Asia, Africa and Latin America; these are the most
vulnerable areas under imperialist rule and the stormcentres of world revolution dealing direct blows at imperialism.
The national democratic revolutionary movement in
these areas and the international socialist revolutionary
move1nent are the two great historical currents of our
time.
The national democratic revolution in these areas is
an important component of the contemporary proletarian
world revolution.
The anti-imperialist revolutionary struggles of the
people in Asia, Africa and Latin America are pounding and
undermining the foundations of the rule of imperialisn1
and colonialism, old and new, and are now a mighty force
in defence of world peace.
In a sense, therefore, the whole cause of the international proletarian revolution hinges on the outcome of the
revolutionary struggles of the people of these areas, who
constitute the overwhelming majority of the world's population.
Therefore, the anti-imperialist revolutionary struggle
of the people in Asia, Africa and Latin America is definitely not merely a matter of regional significance but one
of overall importance for the whole cause of proletarian
world revolution.
Certain persons now go so far as to . deny the great
international significance of the anti-imperialist revolutionary struggles of the Asian, African and La tin American
peoples and, on the pretext of breaking down the barriers
of nationality, colour and geographical location, are trying
their best to efface the line of demarcation between
oppressed and oppressor nations and between oppressed
and oppressor countries and to hold down the revolutionary struggles of the peoples in these areas. In fact,
they cater to the needs of imperialism and create a new
"theory" to justify the rule of imperial~sm in these areas
and the promotion of its policies of old and new colonialism. Actually, this "theory" seeks not to break down the
barriers of nationality, colour and geographical location
but to maintain the rule of the "superior nations" over
the oppressed nations. It is only natural that this fraudulent "theory" is rejected by the people in these areas.
The working class in every socialist country and in
every capitalist country must truly put into effect the
fighting slogans, "Workers of all countries, unite!" and
"Workers and oppressed nations of the world, unite!";
it must study the revolutionary experience of the peoples
of Asia, Africa and Latin America, firmly support their
revolutionary actions and regard the cause of their liberation as a most dependable support for itself and as directly
in accord with its own interests. This is the only effective
way to break down the barriers of nationality, colour and
geographical location and this is the only genuine proletarian internationalism.
It is impossible for the working class in the European
and American capitalist countries to liberate itself unless
9

it unites with the oppressed nations and unless those nations are liberated. Lenin rightly said,

armed force with revolutionary armed force whe
.
. .
d .
k
never
In1pena 1Ism an Its 1ac eys resort to armed suppression.

The revolutionary movement in the advanced countries would actually be a sheer fraud if, in their strug ..
gle against capital, the workers' of Europe and .A merica
were not closely and completely united with the hundreds
upon hundreds of millions of "colonial" slaves who are
oppressed by capital.*

The nationalist countries which have recently w
0
political independence are still confronted with the ard ~
ous tasks of consolidating it, liquidating the forces of i~
perialism and dmnestic reaction, carrying out agrarian and
other social reforn1s and developing their national economy
and culture. It is of practical and vital importance for
these countries to guard and fight .against the neocolonialist policies which the old colonialists adopt to preserve their interests, and especially against the neo. colonialism of U .S. ilnperialism.

Certain persons in the international communist movement are now taking a passive or scornful or negative attitude towards the struggles of the oppressed nations for
liberation. They are in fact protecting the interests of
n1onopoly capital, betraying those of the proletariat, and
degenerating into social democrats.
The attitude taken towards the revolutionary struggles of the people in the Asian, African and Latin American countries is an important criterion for differentiating
those who want revolution from those who do not and
those who are truly defending world peace from those
who are abetting the forces of aggression and war.

( 9)

The oppressed nations and peoples of Asia,
Africa and Latin America are faced with the urgent task
of fighting imperialism and its lackeys.
History has entrusted to the proletarian parties in
these areas the glorious mission of hol¢ling high the banner
of struggle against imperialism, against old and new
colonialism and for national independence and people's
democracy, of standing in the forefront of the national
democratic revolutionary movement and striving for a
socialist future ~
In these areas, extremely broad sections of the population refuse to be slaves of imperialism.. They include not
only the workers, peasants, intellectuals and petty bourgeoisie, but also the patriotic national bourgeoisie and
even certain kings, princes and aristocrats, who are
patriotic.
The proletariat and its party must have confidence in
the strength of the masses and, above all, must unite with
the peasants and establish a solid worker-peasant alliance.
It is of primary importance for advanced members of the
proletariat to work in the rural areas, help the peasants to
get organized, and raise their class consciousness and their
national self-respect and self-confidence.
On the basis of the worker-peasant alliance the proletariat and its party must unite all the strata that can be
united and organize a broad united front against ilnperialism and its lackeys. In order to consolidate and expand
this united front it is necessary that the proletarian party
should n1aintain its ideological, political and organizational independence and insist on the leadership of the
revolution.
The proletarian party and the revolutionary people
must learn to master all forms of struggle, including
armed struggle. They must defeat counter-revolutionary
*Lenin, "The Second Congress of the Communist International," Selected Wo1·ks, Foreign Languages Publishing
House, Moscow, 1952, Vol. II, Part 2, pp.472-73.
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In smne of these countries, the patriotic national bourgeoisie continue to stand with the masses in the struggle
against iinperialism and colonialisn1 and introduce certain
Ineasures of social progress. This requires the proletarian
party to rnake a full appraisal of the progressive role of
the patriotic national bourgeoisie and strengthen unity
with them.
As the internal social ~ontradictions and the international class struggle sharpen, the bourgeoisie, and particularly the big bourgeoisie, in smne newly independent
countries increasingly tend to becon1e retainers of imperialisn1 and to pursue anti-popular, anti-cmnmunist and
counter-revolutionary policies. It is necessary for the proletarian party resolutely to oppose these reactionary
policies.
Generally speaking, the bourgeoisie in these countries have a dual character. When a united front is formed
with the bourgeoisie, the policy of the proletarian party
should be one of both unity and struggle. The policy
should be to unite with the bourgeoisie, in so far as they
tend to be progr essive, anti-in1peri.alist and anti- ·e udal,
but to struggle against their reactionary tendencies to
compromise and collaborate vvith in1perialism and the
forces of feudalism.
On the national question the world outlook of the
proletarian party is internationalisn1, and not nationalism.
In the revolutionary struggle it supports progressive
nationalism and opposes reactionary nationalism. It must
always draw a clear line of dem.arcation between itself
and bourgeois nationalisn1, to which it must never fall
captive.
The 1960 Statem.ent says,
Communists expose attempts by the reactionary section of the bourgeoisie to represent its selfish, narrow
class interests as those of the entire nation; they expose
the demagogic use by bourgeois politicians of socialist
slogans for the same purpose. . . .
If the proletariat becomes the tail of the landlords and
bourgeoisie in the revolution, no I~eal or th~rough victory
in the national democratic revolution is possible, and even
if victory of a kind is gained, it will be i1npossible to consalida te it.

In the course of the revolutionary struggles of the
oppressed nations and peoples, the proletarian party must
put forward a programme of its own which is thoroughly
against imperialisn1 and domestic reaction and for national
independence and people's democracy, and it must work
independently a1nong the masses, constantly expand .the
progressive forces, win over the middle forces and isolate

Peking Review, No. 25

J.

the reactiotiary forces; only thus can it carry the national
democratic revolution through to the end and guide the
revolution on to the road of socialism.

(l 0)

In the in1peri.alist and the capitalist countries,
the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the
proletariat are essential for the thorough resolution of the
contradictions of capitalist society.
In striving to accon1plish this task the proletarian
party must under the present circumstances actively lead
the ·w orking class and the working people in struggles to
oppose monopoly capital, to defend democratic rights, to
oppose the menace of fascism, to improve living conditions, to oppose in1perialist arms expansion and war preparations, to defend world peace and actively to support
the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed nations.
In the capitalist countries which U.S. imperialis1n
controls or is trying to control, the _working class and the
people should direct their attacks n1ainly against U.S.
imperialism, but also against their own monopoly capitalists and other reactionary forces who are betraying the
national interests.
Large-scale mass struggies in the capitalist countries
in recent years have shown that the working class and
working people are experiencing a new awakening. Their
struggles, which are dealing blows at 1nonopoly capital and
reaction, have opened bright prospects for the revolutionary cause in their own countries and are also a powerful support for the revolutionary struggles of the Asian,
African and Latin American peoples and for the countries
of the socialist camp.
The proletarian parties in imperialist or capitalist
countries must maintain their own ideological, political
and organizational independence in leading revolutionary
struggles. At the san1e time, they must unite all the
forces that can be united and build a broad united front
against 1nonopoly capital and against the imperialist policies of aggression and war.
While actively leading immediate struggles, Cmnmi.mists in the capitalist countries should link them with
the struggle for long-range and general interests, educate
the masses in a Marxist-Leninist revolutionary spirit,
ceaselessly raise their political consciousness and undertake
the historical task of the proletarian revolution. If they fail
to do so, if they regard the imn1ediate move1nent as
everything, determine their conduct from case to case,
adapt themselves to the events of the day a~d sacrifice
the basic interests of the proletariat, that is out-and-out
social democracy.
Social den1ocracy is a bourgeois ideological trend.
Lenin pointed out long ago that the social democratic
parties are political detachments of the bourgeoisie, its
agents in the working-class movement and its principal
social prop. Com1nunists must at all times draw a clE:·ar
line of demarcation between themselves and social . democratic parties on the basic question of the proletarian
revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat and
liquidate the ideological influence of social 9-emocracy 'i n
the international working-class moven1ent and among the
working people. Beyond any shadow of doubt, Communists
June 21, 1963

must Win over the inass€s under the infiuence of the soc1ai
den1ocratic parties and must win over those Left and
middle elements in the social democratic parties who are
willing to oppose domestic monopoly capital and domination by foreign imperialism, a11d n1ust unite with them ih
extensive joint action in the day-to-day struggle of the
working-class n1ovement al).d in the struggle to defend
world peace.
In order to lead the proletariat and working people
in revolution, Marxist-Leninist parties must master all
forms of struggle and be able to substitute one form for
another quickly as the conditions of struggle change. The
vanguard of the proletariat will remain unconquerable in
all circumstances only if it masters all forms of struggle pea~eful and armed, open and secret, legal and illegal,
parliamentary struggle and mass struggle, etc. It is wrong
to refuse to use parliamentary and other legal forms of
struggle when they can and should be used. However,
if a Marxist-Leninist party falls into legalism or parliamentary cretinism, confining the struggle within the limits
permitted by the bourgeoisie, this will inevitably lead to
renouncing the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship
of the proletariat.

(II)

On the question of transition from capitalism
to socialism, the proletarian party must proceed from the
stand of class struggle and revolution and base itself on
the Marxist-Leninist teachings concerning the proletarian
revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Cmnmunists would always prefer to bring about the
transition to socialism by peaceful means. But can
peaceful transition be made into a new worldwide stratEgic principle for the international corrununist movement?
Absolutely not.
Marxisn1-Leninism consistently holds that the fundamental question in all revolutions is that of state power.
The 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement both clearly
point out, "Leninism teaches, and experience confirms, that
the ruling classes never relinquish power voluntarily." The
old government never topples ·even in a period of crisis,
unless it is pushed. This is a universal law of class
struggle.
In specific historical conditions, Marx and Lenin did
raise the possibility that revolution may develop peacefully. But, as Lenin pointed out, the peaceful development of revolution is an opportunity "very seldom to be
met with in the history of revolution."
As a matter of fact, there is no historical precedent
for peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism.
Certain persons say there was no precedent when
Marx foretold that socialism would inevitably replace
capitalism.
Then why can we not predict a peaceful
transition from capitalism to socialism despite the absence
of a precedent?
This parallel is absurd. Employing dialectical and
historical n1aterialism, Marx analysed the contradictions
of capitalism, discovered the objective laws of development of human society and arrived at a scientific conclusion, whereas the prophets who pin all their hopes on
" peaceful transition" proceed from historical · idealis1n,
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ignore the most fundan1ental contradictions of capitalism,
repudiate the Marxist-Leninist teachings on class struggle,
and arrive at a subjective and groundless conclusion. How
can people who repudiate Marxism get any help from
Marx?
It is plain to everyone that the capitalist countries are
strengthening their state machinery- and especially their
military apparatus- the primary purpose of which is to
suppress the people in their own countries.

The proletarian party must never base its thinking,
its policies for revolution and its entire work on the
assumption that the imperialists and reactionaries will accept peaceful transformation.
The proletarian party must prepare itself for two
eventualities - while preparing for a peaceful developn1ent of the revolution, it must also fully prepare for a
non-peaceful development. It should concentrate on th@
painstaking work of accumulating revolutionary strength,
so that it will be ready to seize victory when the conditions for revolution are ripe or to strike powerful blows
at the imperialists and the reactionaries when they launch
surprise attacks and armed assaults.
If it fails to make such preparations, the proletarian
party will paralyse the revolutionary will of the proletariat, disarm itself ideologically and sink into a totally
passive state of unpreparedness both politically and organizationally, and the result will be to bury the proletarian revolutionary cause.

( 12 )

All social revolutions in the various stages of
the history of n1ankind are histor ically inevitable and are
governed by objective laws independent of man's will.
Moreover, history shows that there never was a revolution which was able to achieve victory without zigzags
and sacrifices.
With Marxist-Leninist theory as the basis, the task
of the proletarian party is to analyse the concrete
historical conditions, put forward the correct strategy and
tactics, and guide the masses in bypassing hidden reefs,
avoiding unnecessary sacrifices and reaching the goal step
by step. Is it possible to avoid sacrifices altogether? Such
is not the case with the slave revolutions, the serf revolutions, the bourgeois revolutions, or the national revolutions; nor is it the case with proletarian revolutions. Even
if the guiding line of the revolution is correct, it is im.possible to have a sure guarantee against setbacks and
sacrifices in the course of the revolution. So long as a .
correct line is adhered to, the revolution is bound to
triumph in the end. To abandon revolution on the pretext of avoiding sacrifices is in reality to demand that
the people should for ever remain slaves and endure
infinite pain and sacrifice.
Elementary knowledge of Marxism-Leninism tells us
that the birth-pangs of a revolution are far less painful
than the chronic agony of the old society. Lenin rightly
said that "even with _the n1ost peaceful course of events,
the present [capitalist] system always and inevitably
exacts countless sacrifices from the working class."*
*Lenin, "Another Massacre," Collected Works, F.L.P.H.,
Moscow, 1961, Vol. V, p.25.

12

Whoever considers a tevblution can be made only if
everything is plain sailing, only if there is an advance
guarantee against sacrifices and failure, is certainly no
revolutionary.
However difficult the conditions and whatever sacrifices and defeats the revolution may suffer, proletarian
revolutionaries should educate the masses in the spirit of
revolution and hold aloft the banner of revolution and
not abandon · it.
It would be "Left" adventuris1n if the proletarian
party should rashly launch a revolution before the objective conditions are ripe. But it would be Right opportunisn1 if the proletarian party should not dare to lead
a revolution and to seize state power when the objective
conditions are ripe.

Even in ordinary times, when it is leading the masses
in the day-to-day struggle, the proletarian party should
ideologically, politically and organizationally prepare its
own ranks and the masses for revolution and promote
revolutionary struggles, so that it will not n1iss the opportunity to overthrow the reactionary r·egime and
establish a new state power when the conditions for revolution are ripe. Otherwise, when the objectiv·e conditions are ripe, the proletarian party will simply throw
away the opportunity of seizing victory.
The proletarian party n1ust be flexible as well as
highly principled, and on occasion it must make such compromises as are necessary in the interests of the revolution. But 'it must never abandon principled policies and
the goal of revolution on the pretext of flexibility and of
necessary cmnpron1ises.
The proletarian party must lead the 1nasses in waging
struggles against the ene1nies, and it must know how to
utilize the contradictions among those enemies. But the
purpose of using these contradictions is to n1ake it easier
to attain the goal of the people's revolutionary struggles
and not to liquidate these struggles.
Countless facts have proved that, wherever the dark
rule of imperialisn1 and reaction exists, the people who
form over 90 p~r cent of the population will sooner
or later rise in revolution.

If Com1nunists isolate them.selves from the revolutionary demands of the masses, they are bound to lose
the confidence of the masses and will be tossed to the
rear by the revolutionary current.
If the leading group in any Party adopt a non-revolutionary line and convert it into a reformist party, then
Marxist-Leninists inside and outside the Party will replace
them and lead the people in making revolution . .In another
kind of situation, the bourgeois revolutionaries will come
forward to lead the revolution and the party of the proletariat will forfeit its leadership of the revolution. When
the reactionary bourgeoisie betray the revolution and
suppress the people, an opportunist line will cause tragic
and unnecessary losses to the Communists and the revolutionary masses.
If Con1munists slide down the path of opportunism,
they will degenerate into bourgeois nationalists and
become appendages of the in1perialists and the reactionary
bourgeoisie.
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There are certain persons who assert that they have
ma 1 th e gr a test creativ cont1 ·ibutions to revolutionary
theory sip.ce Lenin and that they alone are correct. But
it is very dubious whether they have ever really given
consideration to the ex tensive experience of the entire
w&tld communist n1ovement, whether they have ever
really cons i lered the interests,. t he goal and tasks of the
internationa l proletarian movement as a \;vhole, ·and
·whether tbcy rea lly have a gen ral line for Lhe international conm1unist 1novement which conforms with
Marx ism -Leninism.
In t h e last f ew years t he international communist
movement and the nation al-liberation movement have had
many experiences and 111any lessons. There are experiences which p eople should praise a nd there a re exp~riences
which make p eople grieve. Com1nunists and revolutiona ries
in all countries should ponder a nd seriously study these
experiences of success and f ailure, so as to draw cor rect
conclusions and u seful lesson s frmn th em.

(13)

The socialist countries and the revolutionary
struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations support and
assist each other.
·
.
The n ational-liberation n1oven1ents of Asia , Africa and
Latin Am.erica and the revolutionary move1nents of the
people in the capitalist countries are a strong support to
the socialist countries. It is completely wrong to d eny
this.
The only attitude for the socialist cotmtries to adopt
tow.ards the r evolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations is one of warm sympathy and active
support; th ey n1ust not adopt a per functory attitude, or
one of national selfishness or of great-power chauvinism.
Lenin said, "Alliance ·with the rev olutionaries of the
advanced countries and with all the oppressed peoples
against any and all the in1perialists - such is the external
policy of the proletariat."* Whoever fails to understand
this point and considers that the support and aid given
by the socialist countries t o the oppressed peoples and
nations are a burden or charity is going counter to Marxism -Leninisln and proletarian intern ationalism.
The superiority of the socialist systen1 and th e
achieven1ents of the sociab st countries in construction play
an ex:ernplary role and are an inspiration to the oppressed·
peoples and the oppressed n ations.
But this exemplary role and inspiration can never
replace the revolutionary struggles of the oppr·e ssed peoples and nations. No oppressed people or nation can w in
liberation except through its ovvn staunch revolutionary
struggle.
I.

Certain
of p eacef ul
co~lntries in
tion for the

persons have one-sidedly exaggerated tl;te role
competition between socialist and imperialist
their attempt to substitute peaceful · competirev olutionary struggles of the oppressed peo-

ples and nations. According to their preaching, it would
::.eem tha t irnperialLn will auton1atically collapse in the
course of this peaceful competition and that the only
t hing the oppressed peoples and nations have to do is to
wait quietly for the advent of t his day. What do€s this
have in common with Marx ist-Leninist ·views?
Moreover, certain persons have concocted the strange
t ale that China and some other socialist countries want
"to unleash wars" a nd to spread socialism by "wars between states." As the Statem.ent of 1960 points out, such
tales an~ nothing but in1perialist and reactionary sl anders.
To put it bluntly, the purpose of those who repeat these
sland ers is to hide the fact that they are opposed to revolutions by the oppressed peoples and nations of the world
and opposed to others supporting such rev olutions.

(14)

In the last few years much -in fact a great
deal- has been · said on the question of war and peace.
Our vi ews and policies on this question are known to the
world, and no one can distort the1n.
It is a pity that although certain persons in the international com1nunist move1nent talk about how much
they love peace and hate war, they are unwilling to acquire
even a faint understanding of the simple truth on war
pointed out by Lenin.
Leni~

said,

It seems to me that the main thing that is usually
forgo tten on the question of war, which rec~iv es inadequate attention, the main reason why there is so much
controversy, and, I would say, futile, hopeless and aimless controversy, is that people forget the fundamental
question of the class character of the war; why the war
broke out; the classes that are waging it; the historicoeconomic conditions that gave rise to it.*

As Marxist-Leninists see it, war is. the continuation of
politics by other means, and every war is insepara ble
from the political system and the political struggles which
give rise to it. If one departs frmn this scientific lVIarxistLeninist proposition which has been confirn1ed by the
e ntire hjst ory of cla ss struggle, one .will never be able to
under stand ejth er the question of war or the question of
peace.
There are different types of peace and diffe ren.t types
of war. Marx ist-Leninists must be clear a bout w hat type
of peace or what type of war is in question. Lumping
just wars and unjust wars together and opposing all of
thmn undiscriminatingly is a bourgeois pacifist and not a
Mar xist-Leninist approach.
Certain persons say that revolutions are entirely
possi ble without war. Now which type of war are they
r efer ring to- is it a war of national liberation or a revolutionary civil war, or is it a world war?
If they are r ef erring to a war of national liberation
or a revolutionary civil war, then tbis formulation is, in
effect, opposed to revolutionary wars and to revolution.

* Lenin, "The External Policy of the Russian Revolution,"
Collected WoTks, 4.th Russian edition, State Publishing House
for Political Literature, Moscow, 1949, Vol. XXV, p.69.
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* Lenin, "War and Revolution,'' Collected Wo?'ks, 4th Russian edition, S.P.H.P.L., Moscow, 1949, Vol. XXIV, p.362.
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If they are referring to a world war, then they are
sh~oting

at a non-existent target. Although Marx.istLeninists have pointed out, on the basis of the history of
the two world wars, that world wars inevitably lead to
revolution, no Marxist-Leninist ever has held or ever will
hold that revolution must be 1nade through world war.
Marxist-Leninists take the abolition of war as their
ideal and believ'e that war can be abolished.
But how can war be abolished?
This is how Lenin viewed it:
. .. our object is to achieve the socialist system of
society, which, by abolishing the division of mankind
into classes, by abolishing all exploitation of man by
man, and of one nation by other nations, will inevitably
abolish all possibility of war.*

The Staten1ent of 1960 also puts it very clearly, "The
victory of socialism all over the world will completely
ren1ove the social and national causes of all wars ."
However, certain persons now actually hold that it is
possible to bring about "a world without weapons, without armed forces and without wars" through "general and
cmnpl,e te disarn1mnent" while the system of i1nperialism
and of the exploitation of n1an by man still exists. This
is sheer illusion.
An elen1entary knowledge of Marxism-Leninism tells
us that the armed forces are the principal part of the
state n1achine and that a so-called world without weapons and without arn1ed forces can only be a world without states. Lenin said:
Only ajte1· the proletariat has disarmed the bourgeoisie will it be able, without betraying its worldhist6rical mission, to throw all armaments on the scrap
heap; and the proletariat will undoubtedly d.o this, but
only when this condition has been fulfilled, ce1·tainly not
befo1'e.**

What are the facts in the world today? Is there a
shadow of evidence that the imperialist countries headed
by the United State5 are ready to carry out general and
cmnplete disannan1ent? Are they not each and all engaged in general and complete arms expansion?
We have always 1naintained that, in order to expose
and con1bat the i1nperialists' arms ·e xpansion and war
preparations, it is necessary to put · forward the proposal
·for g1e neral disarmament. Furthennore, it is possible to
compel imperialism to accept son1e kind of agreement on
disarn1ament through the combined struggle of the socialist countries and the people of the whol'e world.
If one regards general and complete disarmament as
the fundam·ental road to world peace, spreads the illusion
that in1perialism Will auton1atically lay down its arms and
tries to liquidate the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peopl-es and nations on the pr,e text of disarn1ament, then this is deliberately to deceive · the people of
the world and help the imperiali_s~ in their policies of
aggr~ssion and war.

* ibid., p.363.
** Lenin, "The War Program of the Proletarian Revolution ,"
Selected Wo1·ks, F.L.P.H., lVIoscow, 1952, Vol. I , Part 2, p.574.

14

In order to overcome the present ideological confusion in the international working- class 1novement on the
question of war and peace, w'e consider that Lenin's thesls
which has been discarded by the 1nodern revisionists'
1nust be Destored in the interest of con1bating the impe~
rialist policies of aggression and war and defending world
peace.
The people of the world .universally den1and the prevention of. a new world war. And it is possible to p1·event
a new world war.
The question then is, what is the way to secure -vvorld
peace? According to the Leninist viewpoint, world ·peace
can be won only by the struggl,es of the people in all
countries and not by begging the in1perialists for it.
World peace can only be effectively defended by relying
on the developn1ent of the forces of the socialist camp,
on the revoluti~nary struggles of the proletariat and working people of all countries, on the liberation struggles of
the oppressed nations and on the struggles of all peaceloving people and countries.
Such is the Leninist policy. Any policy to the contrary definitely will not lead to world peace but will only
encourage the ambitions of the imperialists and increase
the danger of · world war.
In recent years, certain persons have been spreading
the argument that a single spark from a war of national
liberation or frmn a revolutionary people's war will lead
to a world conflagration destroying the whole of n1ankind.
What are the facts? Contrary to what these p ersons say,
the wars of national liberation and the revolutionary people's wars that have occurDed since World War II have
not led to world war. The victory of these revolutionary
war5 has directly weakened the forces of i1nperia is1n an
greatly strengthened the forces which prevent the impe- .
rialists frmr1 launching a world war and which defend
world peace. Do not the facts demonstrate the absurdity
of this argument'?

(15 )

The con1plete banning and destruction of
nuclear weapons is an im.portant task in the struggle to
defend world peac-e. We must do our utmost to this end.
Nuclear weapons are unprecedentedly destructive,
which is why for more than a decade now the U.S. imperialists have been pursuing their policy of nuclear blackn1ail in order to realize their ambition of enslaving the
people of all countries and dominating the world.
But when the imperialists threaten other countries
with nudear weapons, they subject the people in their
own country to the same threat, thus arousing them
against nuclear weapons and against the imperialist policies of aggression and war. At the same time, in their
vain hope of destroying their opponents with nuclear
weapons, the imperialists are in fac t subjecting themselves
to the danger of being destroyed.
The possibility of banning nuclear w1e apons does indeESd e,x ist. However, if the imperialist.s are forced to accept an agreem·ent to ban nuclear weapons, it decidedly
will not be because of their "love for hu1nanity' but because of the pressure of the people of all countries . and
for the sake of their own vital interests.
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In contrast to the imperialists, sociaiist countr.les rely
upon the righteous strength o.f i.he people and on their
own correct policies~ and have no need whatever to gmnble
with nuclear weapons il?- the world arena. Socialist countries have nuclrear weapons solely in order to defend themselves and to prevent imperialism fron~ launching a
nuclear war.
In the view of lVIarxist-Leninists, the people are the
n1akers of history. In the present, as in the past, 1nan is
the decisive factor. Marxist-Leninists attach importance
to the role of technological chang-e, but it is wrong to belittle the role of n1an and exaggerate the role of technology.
The en1ergenc-E2 of nuclear weapons can neither arrest
the progr,e ss of hun~an history nor save the imperialist
system frorn its dGon1., any 1nore than the e1nergence of
new techniques could save the old syste1ns . fr01n their
doon1. in the past.
The emergence of nuclear weapons does not and cannot resolve the fundmnental contradictions in the contemporary world, does not and cannot alter the law of class
struggle, and does not and Gannot change the nature of
i1nperialisn1. and reaction.
It cannot, therefore, be said that with the emergence
of nuclear weapons the possibility and the necessity of
social and national revolutions have disappeared, or the
basic principles of lVlarxism-Leninis1n, and especially the
theori,e s of proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of
the proletariat and of war and peace, have becorne outmoded and changed into stale "dogn1.as."

(16)

It was Lenin who advanced the thesis that it is
possible for the socialist countries to practise peaceful coexistence with the capitalist countries. It is well known
that after the great Soviet people had repulsed foreign
arm,e d intervention the Comn1unist Party of the Soviet
Union and the Soviet Govern1nent, led first by Lenin and
then by Stalin, consistently pursued the policy of peaceful
coexistence and that they were forced to wage a war of
self-defenc-e only when attacked by the German imperialists.

Since its fonndinb, the Peopl,e's Republic of China
too has consistently pursued the policy of peaceful coexistence with countries having different social systems,
and it is China which initiated the Fiv'e Principles of
Peaceful Coexistence.
However, a few years ago c-e rtain persons suddenly
claimed Lenin's policy -of pea-c eful coexistence as their own
'great discovery." They n1.aintain that they have a monopoly on the interpretation of this polky. They tre.at
' peaceful coexistenc-e" as if it vvere an all-inclusive,
mystical book from heaven and attribute to it every success the people of the world achieve by struggle. What
is n1ore, they label all who disagree with their dist~n·tions
of Lenin's views as opponents of peaceful coexistence, as
people completely ignorant of Lenin and Leninisn1, and
as heretics des,e rving to be burnt at the sta~n!.
How can the Chinese Communists agree witb this
vi,e w and practice? They cannot, it is impossible.
June 21, 1963

Lerih1.;s pdndpie ol peaceiui coexistence is very dear
and 1·ead ily cmnpreh~nsible by ordinary people. Peaceful
coexistence designates a relationship between countries
with different social systems, and must not be interpreted
as one pleases. It should never be extended to apply to
the r lations between oppl'essed and opprE2ssor nations;
between oppressed and oppressor countries or between
oppressed and oppressor classes, and never be described
as the rr1ain content of the transition fron1 capitalism to
socialis1n, still less should it be asserted that peaceful coexistence is n1ankind's road to socialisn1. The reason is
that it is one thing to practise peaceful coexistence between countries with different social systems. It is absolutely ilnpermissible and impossible for countries practising peaceful coexistence to touch even a hair of each
other 's social systen1. The class struggle, the struggle for
national lib eration and the transition from capitalisn1. to
socialis1n in various countri1es are quite another thil1g.
They are all bitter, life-and-death revolutionary struggles
which ain1 at changing the social systen1.. Peaceful coexistence cannot replace the r1ev0lutionary struggles of the
people. The transition fr01n capitalism to socialisn1 in any
country can only be brought about through the proletarian
revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat in that
country.
In the application of the policy of peaceful coexistence,
struggles between the socialist and in1perialist countries
are unavoidable in the political, econom.ic and ideological
spheres, and it is absolutely impossibl1e to have "all-round
co-operation."
It is necessary for the socialist countries to eng•age in
· negotiations of one kind or another with the imperialist
countries. It is possibl.e to reach certain agr·ee1nents
through negotiation by 1·elying on the correct policies of
the socialist countries and on the pressure of th.e people
of all countries. But necessary compromis,es between the
socialist countries and the imperialist countries do not require the oppressed peoples and nations to follow suit and
con1.pron1ise with ilnperia1ism and its lackeys. No one
should ever demand in the na1ne of peaceful coexistence
that the oppressed peopLes and nations should give up
their revolutionary struggles.

The application of the policy of peaceful coexistence
by the socialist countries is advantageous for achi,e ving a
peaceful iaternational environment for socialist construction, for exposing the ilnperialist policies of aggression
and war and for isolating the imperialist forces of aggression and war. But if the general line of the foreign
policy of the socialist countries is confined to peaceful coexistence, then it is impossibl~ to handle correctly either
the relations betwe-e n socialist countries or those between
the socialist countries and the oppressed peoples and nations. Therefore it is wrong to make peaceful coexi~tence
the general line of the f01·eign policy of the socialist countries.
In our view, the @eneral line 9f the foreign policy of
the socialist counbnies should have the following content:
to develop relations of friendship, mutual assistance and
co-operation an1ong the countries in the socialist camp in
accordance with the pl'inciple of proletarian internationalisn1.; to strive for pea eful coexistence on the basis of the
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Five Principles with countri es hRving different social systen1S and oppose the impel'ialist poli ' ies oi aggr ssion and
. war; and to support and assist the revolutionary struggles
of all the oppressed peoples and nations. These three aspects are in·terrelated and indivisible, and not a single one
can be omitted.

( l 7)

For a very long historical period after the proletariat· takes power, class struggle continues as an objective law independent of n1an's will, differing only in form
from what it was before the taking of power.
After the Octobet· Revolution, Lenin pointed out a
number of times that:
a) The overthrown €xploiters always try in a
thousand and one ways to recover the "paradise" they
have been deprived of.
b) New elen1ents of capitalis1n aDe constantly and
spontaneously generated in the petty-bourgeois utmosphere.
c) Political degenerates and new bourgeois elements n1ay emerge in the ranks of the working class
and among government f unctiona ries as a result o:E
bourgeois influence and the pervasive, corrupting
atmosphere of the petty bourgeoisie.
d) The external conditions for the continuance
of class struggle within a socialist country are encirclement by international capitalism, the imperialists'
threat of armed intervention and their subversive activities to accomplish peaceful disintegration.
Life has confirmed these conclusions of Lenin's.
For decades or even longer periods after socialist industrialization and agricultural collectivization, it will be
i1npossible to say that any socialist country will be free
fron1 those elements which Lenin repeatedly denounced,
such as bourgre ois hangers-on, parasites, speculators,
swindlers, idlers, hooligans and embezzlers of state funds;
or to say that a socialist country will no longer need to
perform or be able to relinq4ish the task iaid down by
Lenin of conquering "this contagion, this plague, this
ulcer that socialism has inherited fron1 capita1isn1."
In a socialist country, it takes a very long historical
period gradually to settle the question of who will winsocialism or capitalism. The struggle between the road
of socialis1n and the road of capitalis1n runs through this
whole historical period. This struggle rises and falls in
a wave-like manner, at ti1ines becoming very fieroe, and
the forms of the struggle are m.any and varied.
The 1957 Declaration rightly states that "the conquest
of power by the working class is only the beginning of
the revolution, not its conclusion."
To deny the existence of class struggle in the period
of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the necessity of
thoroughly completing the socialist revolution on the economic, political and ideological fronts is wrong, does not
correspond to objective reality and violates MarxismLeninisn1.
16

( 18)

Bulb lVlal'x a nd Lenin maintain d tl at th
entire p eriod before th e advent of the highe r ·tage oi comn1unist society is the period of transition frmn capitalism
to comn1Lmism, the period of the dictatorship of the proletariat. In tllis transition period, the dictatorship of th
proletariat, that is to say, the proletarian state, goes
through the dialectical process of establishment, consolidation, strengthening and withering away.

In the C1·it-ique of the Gotha P1·ogTa1n, JVIar:x posed
the question as follows:
Between capitalist an d comn1unlst society lies the
period of the revolutionary transformation of the one into
the other. There corresponds to this also a political
transition period in which the state can be nothing but
the revolutiona1·y cl'ictatorship of the p1·oleta1·iat.*

Lenin frequently emphasized Marx 's great theory of
the dictatorship of the proletariat and analysed the development of this theory, particularly in his outstanding
work, The State and Revolution, where he wrote:
. .. the transition from capitalist society- which is
developing towards communism- to a communist society is impossible without a "political transition period,"
and the state in this period can only be the revolutionary
dictatorship of the proletariat.**
He further said:
The essence of Marx's teaching on the state has been
mastered only by those who understand that the dictatorship of a single class is necessary not only for every
class society in general, not only for the proleta?'iat which
has overthrown the bourgeoisie, but also for the entire
histo1·ical period which separates capitalism frorn "classless society," from communism.i'
As stated above, the fundamental thesis of Marx and
Lenin is that the dictatorship of the proletariat will
inevitably continue for the entire historical period of the
transition fron1 capitalism to comn1unisn1, that is, for the
entire period up to the abolition of all class differences
and· the entry into a classless society, the higher stage of
corr1munist society.
What will happen if it is announced, halfway through,
that the dictatorship of the proletariat is no longer nrec ssary?
Does this not fundamentally conflict with the teachings of Marx and Lenin on the state of the dictatorship
of the proletariat?
Does this not license the developm·e nt of " this contagion, this plague, this ulcer that socialjsm has inherited
fron1 capitalism" ?
In other words, this would lead to extremely grave
consequences and n1ake any transition to communism out
of the question.

*Marx and Engels, Selected Works, F.L.P.H. , MoscoW,
1955, Vol. II , pp.32-33.
** Lenin, Selected Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1952, Vol. II
Part 1, p.289.
i' ibid., p.234.
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Can there be a "state of _the whole people"? Is it
possible to replace the state of the dictatorship of the
proletariat by a "state of the whole people"?

difference is eliminated, it is in1possible to say that society
is classless or that there is no longer any ·need for the
dictatorship of the proletariat.

This is not a question about the internal ·affairs of
any particular country but a fundamental problen1 involving the universal truth of Marxism-Leninisn1.

In calling a socialist state the ''state of the whole people," is one trying to replace the Marxist-Leninist theory
of the state by the bourgeois theory of the state? Is one
trying to replace the state of the .dictatorship of the proletariat by a state of a different character?

In the v.iew of lVIarx ist-Leninis ts there is no such
thing as a non-class or supra-class state. So long as the
state ren1ains a state, it must bear a class character; so
long as the state exists, it cannot be a state of the "whole
people." As soon as society becom-e s classless, there will
no longer .be a state.
Then what sort of thing would a "state of the whole
people" be?
Anyone with an ele1nentary knowledge of MarxismLeninism. can understand that the so-called state of the
whole people is nothing new. Representative bourgeois
figures have always called the bourgeois state a "state
of all the people," or a "state in which power belongs to
all the people."
Certain persons may say that their society is already
one without classes. We answer: No, there are classes
and class struggles in all socialist countries without exception.
Since ren1nants of the old exploiting classes who are
trying to stage a cmneback still exist there, since new
capitalist elen"lents are constantly being generated there,
and since there are still parasites, speculators, idlers,
h<Doligans, -e n1bezzlers of state funds, etc., how can it be
said that classes or class struggles no longer exist? How
can it be said that the dictatorship of the proletariat is
no longer necessary?
Marxis1n-Leninisn1 tells us that in addition to the suppression of the hostile class·es, the historical tasks of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in the course of building
socialism necessarily include the correct handling of relations between the v.rorking class and peasantry, the consolidation of their political and economic alliance and the
creation of conditions for the gradual elimination of the
class difference between worker and peasant.
Vvhen we look at the economic base of any socialist
society, we find that the differenoe between ownership by
the whole people and collective ownership exists in all
, socialist countries without exception, and that theDe is
individual ownership too. Ownership by the whole people and collective ownership are two kinds of ownership
and two kinds of relations of production .in socialist society. The workers in enterprises owned by the whole
people and the peasants on farms owned collectively be' long to two different categories of labourers . in socialist
society. Therefore, the class difference between worker
and peasant exists in all socialist countries without exception. This difference will not disappear until the transition to the higher stage of cmnn1unism is achiev1e¢l. In their
present level of economic development all socialist countries are still far, far ren1oved from the higher stage of
communjsm in which "from each accor~ing to his ability,
to each according to his needs" is put into practice. Therefore , it w.ill take a long, long time to elilnina te the cJass
difference between worker and peasant. And until this
June 21, 1963

If that is the case, it is nothing but a great historical
retrogT1ession. The degeneration of the social system in
Yugoslavia is a grave lesson.

( 19 )

Leninism holds that the proletarian party must
ex ist together with the dictatorship of the proletariat in
socialist countries. The party of the proletariat is indispensable for the entire historical period of the dictatorship
of the proletariat. The reason is that the dictatorship of
the proletariat has to struggle against the enen1ies of the
proletariat and of the people, remould the peasants and
other small producers, constantly consolidate the proletarian ranl{is, build socialism and effect the transition te
communism.; none of these things can be done without the
leadership of the party of the proletariat.
Can there be a "party of the entire people"? Is it possible to replace the Party which is the vanguard of the
proletariat by a "party of the entire people"?
This, too, is not a question about the internal affairs
of any particular Party, but a fundamental problem involving the universal ti uth of Marxisn1-Leninism.
In the view of Marxist-Leninists, there is no such
thing as a non-class of supra-class political party. All
political parties have a class character. Party spirit is the
concentrated expression of class character.
The party of the proletariat is the only party able to
represent the interests of the whole people. It can do so
precisely because it represents the interests of the proletariat, whose ideas and will it concentrates. It can lead
the whole people because .the proletariat can finally
emancipate itself only with the emancipation of all mankind, because the very nature of the proletariat enables its
party to approach proble1ns in terms of its present and
future interests, because the party is boundlessly loyal to
the. people and has the spirit of self-sacrifice; hence its
den1ocratic centralism and iron discipline. Without such
a p~rty, it is im.possible to n1aintain the dictatorship of the
proletariat and to represent the interests of the whole
people.
What will happen if it is announced halfway before
entering the higher stage of con11nunist society that the
party of the proletariat has become a "party of the entire
people" and if its proletarian class character is repudiated?
Does this not fundamentally conflict with the teachings of Marx and Lenin on the party of the proletariat?
Does this not disann the proletariat and all the working people, organizationally and ideologically, and is it not
tanta1no:unt to helping restore capitalis1n?

to

Is it not "g oing south by driving the chariot north''
talk about any transition io comn1unist society in such ci1·cun1stances?
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( 20)

Over the past few years, certain pers ons have
violated Lenin's integral teachings about the interrelationship of leaders, party, class .and masses, and r.a ised the
issue of "combating the cult of the individual"; this is
erroneous and harmful.
The theory propounded by Lenin is as follows:
a)

The masses are divided into classes ·

b)

Classes are usually led by political parties;

c) Political parties, as a general rule, are directed by
more or less stable groups composed of the most authoritative, influential and experienced members, who are
elected to the most responsible positions and are called
leaders.
Lenin said, "All this is elementary."
The party of the proletariat is the headquarters of the
proletariat in revolution and struggle. Every proletarian
party must practise centralism based on democracy and
establish a strong Marxist-Leninist leadership before it
can becon1e an organized and battle-worthy vanguard . To
raise the question of "combating the cult of the individual"
is actually to counterpose the leaders to the masses, under....
mine the Party's .unified leadership which is based on
dem.ocratic centralism, dissipate its fighting strength and
disintegrate its ranks.
Lenin criticized the erroneous views which counterpose the leaders to the masses. He called them "ridiculously absurd and stupid."
The Communist Party of China has always di£approved of exaggerating the role of the individual, has
advocated and persistently practised democratic centr.alisn1
witbin the -Party and advocated the linking of the leadership with the masses, maintaining that corract leadership
must know how to concentrate the views of the masses.
While loudly combating the so-called cult of the individual, certain persons are in reality doing th~ir best
to defame the proletarian party and the dictatorship of
the proletariat. At the same time they are enormously
exaggerating the role of ce1~tain individuals, shifting all
errors onto others and claiming all credit for themselves.
What is m ore serious is that, under the pretext of
"combating the cult of the individual," certain persons are
crudely interfering in the internal affairs of other fraternal Parties and fraternal countries and forcing other
fraternal Parties to change their leadership in order to
impose their own wrong line on these Parties. What is
all this if not great-power chauvinism, sectarianism and
splittism? What is all this if not subversion?
It is hig:h time to propagate seriously and comprehensively Lenin's integral teachings on the interrelationship of leaders, party, class and masses.

( 21 )

Relations between socialist countries are international relations of a new type. Relations between
socialist countries, whether large or small, and whether
more developed or less developed economically, must be
based on the principles of complete equality, respect for
territorial integrity, sovereignty and independence, and
non-interference in each other's internal affairs, and must
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also be based on the principles of mutual support and
mutual assistance in accordance with proletarian internationalism .
Every socialist country n1ust rely mainly on itself for
· 'i ts construction .
In accordance with its own concrete conditions everv
socialist country must rely first of all on the dilige~t
la bour and tq.lents of its own people, utilize all its available resources fully and in a planned way, and bring all
it<:> potential into play in socialist construction. Only thus
can it build socialism effectively and develop its econotny
speedily.
This is the only way for each socialist country to
strengthen the might of the entire socialist camp and
enhance its capacity to <oLssist the revolutionary cause of
the international proletariat. Therefore, to obsetve the
principle of mainly relying on oneself in construction is
to apply proletarian internationalism concret-ely.
If, proceeding only from its own partial interests any
socialist country unilaterally demands that other fraternal
couniTies submit to its needs, and us es the pretext of
opposing what they call " going it alone" and " nationalism''
to prevent other fraternal countries fTom applying the
principle of relying mainly on their own efforts in their
construction and from developing their economies on the
basis -of independence, or even goes to the length of
putting economic pressure on other fraternal countriesthen these are pure n1.anifestations of national egoism.
It is absolutely necessary for socialist countries to
practise mutual economic assistance and co-operation and
exchange. Such economic co-operation must be based on
the principles of complete equality, n1utual benefit and
comradely mutual assistance.
It would be great-power chauvinism to deny these
basic principles and, in the name of "international divisi-on
of labour" or "specialization," to impose one's own will on
others, infringe on the independence and sovereignty of
fraternal countries or harm the interests of their people.

In relations among socialist countries it would be prep osterous to follow the pra-c tice of gaining profit for oneself at the expense of others, a practice characteristic of
relations among capitalist countries, or go so far as to take
the "economic integration" and the "common market"
which monopoly capitalist groups have instituted for the
purpose of seizing n1arkets and grabbing profits as
examples which socialist countries ought to follow ih their economic co-operation and mutual assistance.

( 22)

The 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement
lay down the principles guiding relations .among fraternal ,
Parties. These are the principle of solidarity, the principle
of mutual support .and n1utual assistance, the principle of
independence and equality and the principle of reaching
unanimity through consultation- all on the basis of
Marxis1n-Leninisn1 and proletarian in tern a tionalism.
We n ote that in its letter _ of March 30 the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U. says that there are no
"superior" and "subordinate" Parties in the communist
1novement, that all Communist Parties are independent
and equal, and t~at they should all build their relations
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on the basis of proletarian internationalism and mutual
assistance.

contradictory and in no way contributes to resolving the
problem of Soviet-Albanian relations.

It is a fine quality of Communists that their deeds are
consistent with their words. The only correct way to safeguard and LStrengthen unity am.ong the fraternal Parties
is genuinely to adhere to, and not to violate, the principle
of proletarian internationalism and genuinely to obs~rve,
and not .to undermine, the principles guiding relations
among fraternal Parties- and to do so not only in words
but, much more important, in deeds.

Wluo is it that has taken splitting actions in SovietAlbanian relations?

If the prtinciple of independence and equality is accepted in relations am.ong fraternal Parties, then it is ilnpermissible for any Party to place itself above others,
to interfere in their internal affairs, and to adopt patriarchal ways in relations vvi th them.
If it is accepted that there are no "superiors" and
"subordinates" in relations among fraternal Parties, then
it is impermissible to impose the programme, resolutions
and line of one's own Party on other fraternal Parties as
the "common progran11ne" of the internation al communist
movement.

If the ·principle of reaching unanimity through consultation is a·ccepted in relations an1ong fraternal Parties,
then one should not emphaLSize "who is in the majority" or
"who is in the minority" and hank on a so-called majority
in order to force through one's own erroneous line and
carry out sectarian and splitting policies.

If it is .agreed that differences between fraternal
Parties sho':lld be settled through inter-Party consultation,
then other fraternal Parties should not be attacked
publicly and by name at one's own congress or at other
Party congresses, in speeches by I:'arty leaders, resolutions
statements, etc.; and still less should the ideological differences among fraternal Parties be extended into the
sphere of state relations.
We hold that in the present ci.rcumstances, when there
are differences in the international communist movement,
it is particularly i1nportant to stress strict adherence to
the principles guiding relations among fraternal Parties as
laid down in the Declaration and the Statement.
In the sphere of relations am.ong fTat·e rnal Parties and
countries, the question of Soviet-Albanian relations is an
outstanding one at present. Here the question is what
is the correct way to treat a fraternal Party and country
and whether the principles guiding relatio~s among
fraternal Parties and countlies stipulated in the Declaration and the Statement are to be adhered to. The correct
solution of this question is an important matter of principle in safeguarding the unity of the socialist camp and
the international communist movement.
How to treat the Marxist-Leninist fraternal Albanian
Party of Labour is one question. How to treat the
Yugosl<;1v revisionist clique of traitors to lVIarxism-Leninism is quite another question. These two essentially different questions must on no account be placed on a par.
Your letter says that you "do not relinquish the hope
that the relations between the C.P.S.U. and the Albanian
Party of Labour may e in1proved ," but. at the same time
you continue to attack: the Albanian comrades for what
you call "splitting activities." Clearly this is selfJune 21, 1963

Who is it that has extended the ideological differences
between the Soviet and Albanian Parties to- state relations?
Who is it that has brought the divergences between
the Soviet and Albanian Parties and between the two
countries into the open before the enemy?
Who is it that has openly called for a change in the
Albanian Party and state l·eadership?
All this is plain and clear to the whole world.
Is it possible that the leading comrades of the C.P.S.U.
do not really feel their resp onsibility for the fact that
Soviet-Albanian relatio~s have so seriously deteriorated?
We once again express our sincere hope that the leading comrades of the C.P.S.U. will observe the principles
guiding relations a1nong fraternal Parties and countries
and take the initiative in seeking an effective way to improve Soviet-Albanian relations.
In short, the question of how to handle relations with
fraternal Parties and countries must be taken seriously.
Strict adherence to the principles guiding relations among
fraternal Parties and countries is the only way forcefully
to rebuff slanders such as those spread by the imperialists
and reactionaries about the "hand of Moscow."
Proletarian internationalism is demanaed of all
Parties without exception, ·w hether large m· small, and
whether in power or not. However, the larger Parties and
the Parties in power bear a particular.l y heavy responsibility in this respect. The series of distressing developments which have occurred in the socialist camp in the
past period have harmed the interests not only of the
fraternal Parties concerned but also of the masses of the
people in their countries. This convincingly demonstrates
that the larger countries and Parties need to keep in mind
Lenin's behest never to commit the error of great-power
chauvinism.
The comrades of the C.P.S.U. state in their letter that
"the Communist Party of the Soviet Union has never
taken and will never take a single step that could sow
hosti.lity among the peoples of our country towards the
fraternal Chinese people or other people·s ." Here we do
not desire to go back and enumerate the many unpleasant
events th~t have occurred in the past and ,-,.,, e only wish
that the cmnrades of the C.P.S.U. will strictly abide by
this statement in their future actions.
During the past few yeaTs, our Party members and
our people have exercised the greatest restraint in the face
o£ a series of grave incidents which were in violation of
the principles guiding relations am ng fraternal Parties
and countries and despite the many difficulties and losses
which have been ilnposed on us. The spirit of proletaTian
internationalism. o£ the Chinese Communists and the Chinese people has stood a severe test.
The Con1munist Party of China is unswervingly loyal
to proletarian internationalism, upholds and defends the
principles of the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statem.ent
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guiding relations among fraternal Parties and countries,
and safeguards and !Strengthens the unity of the socialist
camp and the international conununist movement.

.and the international cmnrnunist ranks. This is open~y to
tear up the agreement un.anin1ously reached at the 1960
rneeting of the fraternal Parties and is absolutely impermissible.

( 23)

Over the past few yea rs, the revisionist trend flooding the international woddng-class 1novement and the
n1any experiences and lessons of the international comn1unist nrovement have full y confin11ed the correctn ess of
the conclusioi1. in the Declaration and the Staten1ent that
revisionis1n is the n1ain danger in the international comn1unist n1oven1.ent at present.

In order to carry out the common progran1.n1e
of the inten1ational comn1unist moven1ent unanin1.ously
·agreed upon by the fraten1al Parties, an uncompron1ising
struggle mus t be waged aga inst all forms of opportunisn1.,
which is a deviation fron1. lVfarxisn1-Leninisn1.
The Declaration and the Staten1ent point out that
·evisionism, or, in other words, Right opportunis1n, is the
main danger in the international communist n1.oven1.ent.
Yugoslav revisionism typifies n1odern revisionism.
The Statement points out particularly:
The Communist Parties have unanimously condemned the Yugoslav variety of international opportunism, a variety of modern r evisionist "theories" in
concentrated form .
It goes on to say:
After betraying Marxism-Leninism, which they
termed obsolete, the leaders of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia opposed their anti-Leninist revisionist programme to the Declaration of 1957; they set
the League of Communists of Yugoslavia against the
international communist movement as a whole, severed
their country from the socialist camp, made it dependent
on so-called "aid" from U.S. and other imperialists .. ..
The Staten1.ent says further:
The Yugoslav revisionists carry on subversive work
against the sociallst camp and the world communist
movement. Under the pretext of an extra-bloc policy,
they engage in actlvlties which prejudice the unity of
all the peace-loving forces and countries.
Therefore, it draws the following conclusion:
Further exposure of the leaders of Yugoslav revisionists and active struggle to safeguard the communist
movement and the working-class movement from the
anti-Leninist ideas of the Yugoslav revisionists, remains
an essential task of the Marxist-Leninist parties.
The question raised here is an important ·one of principle for the international comrnunist 1novement.
Only recently the Tito clique have publicly stated
that they are persisting in their revisionist programme
and, anti-lVfarxist-Leninist stand in opposition to the
Declaration and the State1nent.
U.S. imperialism. and its NATO partners have spent
several thousand n1illions of U .S. dollars nursing the Tito
clique for a long tin1e. Cloaked as "Marxist-Leninists"
and flaunting the banner of a "socialist country," the Tito
clique has been undern1ining the international con1munist
n1ovement and the revolutionary c.au e of t he people of
th e world , serving as a special detachn1.ent of U.S. in1perialisn1..

However, certain persons are openly saying that
dogn1atism and not revisionism is the n1ain danger, or that
dogmatis1n is no less dangerous than. revisionism, etc.
What sort of principle U11.derlies all this?
Firm Marxist-Leninists
parties n1ust put principles
away principles, approving
tom.orrow, advocating one
morrow.

and genuh1.e Marx ist- Leninist
first. They n1ust not barter
one thing today and another
thing today and another to-

Together with all Marxist-Leninists, the Chinese
Communists will continue to wage an uncmnprmnising
struggle against n1odern revisionism in order to defend
the purity of Marxis1n-Leninisn1. and the principled stand
of the Declaration and the Statement.
While combating revisionism, which is the main
danger in the international communist movement, Communists must also con1bat dogmatism.
As stated in the 1957 Declaration, proletarian parties
"should firmly adhere to the principle of combining . . .
universal Marx ist- Leninist t ruth with the specific practice
of revolution and construction in their countries.''
That is to say :
On the one hand, it is necessary at all times to
adhere to the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism.
Failure to do so will lead to Right opportunist or revi:sionist errors.
On the other hand, it is always n~cessary to proceed
·from reality, maintain close contact with the n1.asses
constantly sun1. up the experience of n1ass struggles, and
independently work out and apply policies and tactics
suited to the conditions of one's own country. Errors of
dogn1atisn1 will be con1.n1itted if one fails to do so, if one
n1.echanically copies the policies and tactics of another
Con1.n1.unist Party, subn1.its blindly to the will of others
or accepts without analysis the programn1e and resolutions of another Com1nunist Party as one's own line.

It is completely groundless and out of keeping with
the facts to assert that Yugoslavia is showing "definite
positive tenden-cies," that it is a "socialist country," and
th,at the Tito clique is an "anti-imperialist f~n"ce."

Son1e people are now violating this basic pdnciple,
which was long ago affirrrfed. in the D eclaration. On the
pretext of "creatively devel_o ping lVfarxism·-Leninism/ '
they cast aside the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism.
Moreover, they describe as "universal Marx ist-Leninist
truths" their own prescriptions which are based on
nothing but subjective coD:jecture and are divorced from
reality and fr om the n1.asses, and they force others to
accept these prescriptions unconditionally.

Certain persons are now att mpting to introduce the
Y ugoslav revisionist clique into the socialist co1n1nunity

Tl at is why n1.any grave phe nomena h ave con1e to
pass in the internation al con1n1unist 1nove1nent.
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A 1nost important lesson from the experience
of the international cmnmunist move1nent is that the
development and v~ctory of a revolution depend on the
existence of a revolutionary proletarian party.
There -n1.ust be a revolutionary party.
There must be a revolutionary party built according
to the revolutionary theory and revolutionary style of
JVIarxis1n-Leninisn1.
There n1ust be a revolutionary party able t~ integrate
the universal truth of lVlarxism-Leninisn1. with the concrete practice of the revolution in its own country.
There n1ust be a revolutionary party able to link the
leadership closely with the broad masses of the people.
There 1nust be . a revolutionary party that perseveres
in the truth, corrects its errors and knows how to conduct criticisn1. and self-criticism.
Only such a revolutionary party can lead the proletariat and the broad n1asses of the people in defeating
in1.perialism and its lackeys, winning a thorough victory
in the national democratic revolution and winning tJ:e
socialist revolution.
If a party is not a proletarian revolutionary party
but a bourgeois reformist party;
If it is not a Marxist-Leninist party but a revisionist
party;
If it is not a vanguard party of the proletariat but a
party tailing after the bourgeoisie;
If it is not a party representing the interests of the
proletariat and all the working people but a party representing the interests of the labour aristocracy;
If it is not an internationalist p3:rty but a nationalist
party;

If it is not a party that can use its brains to think
for itself and acquire an accurate knowledge of the
trends of the different classes in its own country through
serious investigation and study, and knows how to apply
the universal truth of Marxis1n-Leninism and integrate it
with the concrete practice of its own country, but instead
is a party that parrots the words of others, copies foreign
experience without analysis, runs hither and thither in
response to the baton of certain persons abroad, and ha~
becmne a hodgepodge of revisionism., dogm.atism. and
everything but Marxist-Leninist principle;
Then such a party is absolutely incapable of leading
the proletariat and the n1asses in revolutionary struggle,
absolutely incapable of winning the revolution and
absolutely incapable of fulfilling the great histol'ical
1nission of the proletariat.

munist movement. In the con1mon interest of the unity for
stl~ uggle against t'!:le enemy, we have always advocated
solving problems through inter-Party consultations and
opposed bringing differences into the open before the
enemy.
As the comrades . of the C.P.S.U. -know, · the public
polemics in the international communist moven1ent have
b een provoked by certain fraternal Party l eaders and
forced on us.
Since a public debate has been provoked, it ought · to
be conducted on the basis of equality mnong fraternal
Parties and o.f den1ocracy, and by presenting the facts and
reasoning things out.
Since certain .Party leaders have publicly attack d
other fraternal Parties and provoked a public debate it
is our opinion that they have no reason or right to forbid
the fraternal Parties attacked to n1ake public replies.
Since certain Party leaders have published innumerable articles atiacking other fraternal Parties, why do
they not publish in their own press the articles those
Parties have written in reply?
Latterly, the Communist Party of China has been
subjected to preposterous attacks. The attackers have
raised a great hue and cry and, disregarding the facts,
have fabricated many charges against us.
Vve have
published these articles and speeches attacking us in our
own press.
We· have also published in full in our press the Soviet
leader's report at the meeting of the Supre1ne Soviet on
Dece1nber 12, 1962, the P1·avda editorial board's article o.f
Jan.uary 7, 1963, the speech of the head of the C.P.S.U.
delegation at the Sixth Congress of the Socialist Unity
Party of Germany on January 16 1963 and the PTavda
editorial board's article of February 10, 1963.
We have a lso published the full texts of the two
letters frmn the Central Comn1ittee of the C.P.S.U. dated
February 21 and March 30, 1963.
We have replied to some of the articles and speeches
in which fraternal Parties have attacked us, but have
not yet replied to others. For exarnple, we have not
directly replied to the many articles and speeches of the
conwades of the C.P.S.U.
Between December 15, 1962, and March 8, 1963, we
wrote seven articles in reply to our attackers. These
articles are entitled :
"Workers of All
Con1mon Enen1.y!",

Countries-,

Unite,

Oppose

Our

"The Differences Between Con1r.a de Togliatti and
U Q"

"''

"Leninism and Modern Revisionis1n,''
This is a question all Marxist-Leninists, all classconscious workers and all · progressive people everywhere
need to ponder deeply.

( 25)

It is the Q.uty of lVlarx ist-Leninists to di stinguish between truth and falsehood wHh r spe ·t to Lhe
differences that have arisen in the internaLion al comJune 21, 1963

"Let Us Unite on the Basis of the Moscow
tion and the Moscow Statement,"
"Whence the Differences? Other Comrades,"

Declara~

A Reply to Thorez and

"lVlore -on the Differences Betwe n Conwade TogJiatti
and Us - Smne In1porl:ant Problems o( Lenhni sn1 in the
Conten1porary World,"
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"A Comment on the Statement of the Communist
Par ty of the U.S.A."

questions, too, there will be . a frank exchange of opinion
in the talks.

P resumably, you are referring to these articles when
towards the end of your letter of March 30 you accuse the
Chinese press of making "groundless attacks" on the
C.P .S. U. It is turning things upside down to describ
articles replying to our attackers as " attacks ."

\~lith regard to the talks between our two Parties, in
our letter of March 9 we proposed that Comrade Khrushchev come to Peking ; if this was not convenient, we proposed that another responsible comrade of the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U. lead a delegation to Peking or
~hat we send a delegation to Moscow.

Since y ou d escribe our articles as "groundless" and as
so very bad, why do you not publish all seven of these
"groundless attacks," in the same way as we have pu~ 
lished your articles, and let all the Soviet comrades and
Soviet people think for themselves and judge who is right
and who ,wrong? You are of course entitled to make a
point-by-point refutation of these articles you consider
"groundless attacks."
Although you call our articles "groundless" and our
arguments wrong, you do not tell the Soviet people what
our arguments actually are. This practice can hardly be
described as showing a serious attitude towards the discussion of problems by fraternal Parties, towards the
truth or towards the masses .
We hope that the public debate among fraternal
Parties can b e stopped. This is a p roblem t hat has to be
dealt with in accordance with the principles of independence, of equality and of reaching una nimity through
consultation an1ong fraternal Parties. In the international
communist n1ovement, no one has the right to launch
attacks whenever he wants, or to order the "ending of
open polemics" whenever he wants to prevent the other
side frmn replying.
It is known to the comrades of the C.P.S.U. that, in
order to create a favourable atmosphere for convening
the meeting of the fraternal Parties, we h ave d ecided
temporarily to suspend, as from March 9, 1963, public re.:.
plies to the public attacks directed by na1ne against us
by comrades of fraternal Parties. We reserve the r ight of
public reply.

In our letter of March 9, we said that on the question
of suspending public debate "it is necessa r y that our two
Parties and the fraternal Parties concerned should have
some discussion and reach an agreement that is fair and
acceptable to all."
*

*

*

The foregoing are our views regarding the general line
of the international com1nunist movement and som e
related questions of principle. We hope, as we indicated
at the beginning of this letter, that the fr a nk p resen tation
of our views will be conducive to mutual understanding.
Of course, comrades may agree or disagree with these
views. Bu t in our opinion, the questions we discuss here
are the crucial questions calling for attention and solution
by the inter n ational comrnunist movement. We hope that
all these questions and also those raised in yot r letter will
be full y discussed in the talks between our two Parties
and at the m eeting of representatives of · all the fraternal
Parties.
In addition: ther e are other questions of common
concern such as the criticism of Stalin and some important 1natters of p rh1ciple r egarding the international cmnmunist 1novement vvhich were raised at the 20th and. 22nd
Congresses of the C.P.S.U. , and we hope that on these
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Since you ·have stated in your letter of March 30 that
Comrade Khrushchov cannot come to China, and since
you have not expressed a desire to send a delegation to
China, the Central Committee of the Con1n1unist Party of
China has decided to send a delegation to lVioscow.
In your letter of March 30, you invited Comrade Mao
Tse-tung to visit the Soviet Union. As early as February
23, Comrade Mao Tse-tung in his conversation with the
Soviet Ambassador to China clearly .stated the reason why
he was not prepared to visit the Soviet Union at the
present tim.e. You were well aware of this.
When a responsible comrade of the Central Comn1ittee of the Comm.unist Party of China received the
Soviet Ambassador to China on May 9, he informed you
that we would send a delegation to Moscow in the middle
of June. Later, in compliance with the request of the
Central Committee of the C.P.S .U. , we agreed to postpone
the t alks between our two Parties to July 5.
We sincerely hope that the talks between the Chinese
and Soviet Parties will yield positive results and contribute to the preparations for convening the meeting of all
Communist and Workers' Parties.
It is now more than ever necessary for all Communists to unite on the b asis of Marxism-Leninism nd
proletarian internationalism and of the Declaration and
the Statement unanimously agreed upon by the fraternal
Parties.

Together with Marxist- Leninist . parties and revolutionary people the world over, ·the Cmnmunist Party of
China will continue its u11ren1itting efforts to uphold the
interests of the socialist camp and the international communist movement, the cause of the emancipation of the
oppressed peoples and nations. and the struggle against
imperialism and for world peace.
We hope that events which grieve those near and
dear to us and only gladden the enemy will not recur in
the international comm.un ist n1.oven1ent in the future.
The Chinese Conm1.unists firmly believe that the
Marx ist-Leninists. the proletaria t and the revolutionary
people everyv\rh ere will unite more closely, overcome all
difficulties and obstacles and win still greater victories
in the struggle against im.periali.sm and for world peace
and in the fight for the revolutionary cause of the people
of the world and the cause of international communism.
Workers of all countries, . unite ! Worker s and oppressed peoples and nations of the \IVorld , unite ! Oppose
our comn1.on enemy!
With communist greetings,
The Central Committee of the
Communist Party of c·hina
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lVlarch 30 , 1963
The· Central Conuuittee of the
Com.munist Party of China
Dear CmnTades,
The Central Committee of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union notes with satisfaction that our proposals
on measures ain1ed at strengthening unity and solidarity
in the ranks of the connnunist 1novernent have 1net with a
favourable response on the part of the Central Comm.ittee
of the Communist Party of China . We welcom·e your
agreement to the holding of a n1eeting between representatives of the C.P.S.U. and C.P .C. This m.·e eting is called
upon to play an important part in creating a favourable
atmosphere in relations b etween the fraternal Parties and
in smoothing out the differences which have arisen in
recent times in the world communist movement. We
would like to hope that as a result of this meeting it will
be possible to carry out a ntunber of constructive measures to surmount existing difficulties.
In its letter the C.P.C. Central Com1nittee invites Comrade N.S. Khrushchov to visit Peking en · route to Cambodia. The C.P.S.D. Central Committee and Comrad e
N.S. Khrushchov express gratitude for this invitation.
Comrade N.S. Khrushchov would with great pleasure
visit the People's Republic of China and 1neet the leadership of the Communist Party of China to exchange views
on urgent questions of the international situation and of
the communist movement with the object of achieving a
common understanding of our tasks and strengthening
solidarity between our Parties. However, it is not in fact
planned that Comrade N.S. Khrushchov will n1ake a tour
of Cambodia as you mention in your letter . As we all
know, in conformity with a decision passed by our leading
bodies on February 12, 1963, Cmnrade L.I. Brezhnev,
President of the Presidium of the U .S.S.R. Supren1e Sovi~t, will travel to Cambodia, as the Can1bodian Government has already been notified and as has been announced
in the press. Conwade N .S. Khrushchov, who has already
visited the People's Republic of China three times, does
not lose hope of availing himself of your kind invitation
in the future to visit China and meet the Chinese, comrades.
We remember that during his stay in Moscow in 1957
Comrade Mao Tse-tung said that he had only been in the
U.S.S.R. twice and hRd. only visited Moscow and Leningrad . He expressed the desire to visit the Soviet Union
again to bec-on1e better acquainted with our country. He
June 21, 1963
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said then that he would like to travel from the Far
Eastern borders of our country to the western borders,
and from the northern to the southern borders. We welcmned this desire o~ Comrade Mao Tse-tung.
The C.P.S.U. Central Committee sent a letter to Comrade Mao Tse-tung on May 12, 1960, inviting him to come
and spend a holiday in the U.S.S.R. and familiarize himself with the life of the Soviet people. Unfortunately,
Comrade Mao Tse-tung could not at that time avail hilnself of our invitation. The C.P.S.U. Central Co1nn1ittee
would welcome a visit by Comrade Mao Tse-tung. The best
tin1e for such a visit would he the approaching spring or
summer, which are the good s·e asons of the year in our
country. We are also ready at any other time to give a
worthy reception to Comrade Mao Tse-tung as . a representative of a fraternal Party and of the fraternal Chinese
people. In this tour -of our country, Comrade Mao Tsetung would not, of course, be alone. Comrades frmn the
leadership of our Party would go with him, and it would
be a fine opportunity for an exchange -of opinion on
different questions. Comr.ctcle Mao Tse-tung would be able
to see how the Soviet people are working, and what
successes they have scored in the construction of communism and in the implen1entation of the Programme of
our Party.
If a visit by Comrade Mao Tse-tung to Moscow cannot
take place at present, we are ready to accept your ideas
about a top-level n1eeting betw-een representatives of
the C.P.S.U. and C.P.C. in Moscow. We believe that a
n1eeting of this kind could take place around May 15, 1963.
if this date is acceptable to you .

w

E are very pleased that the Chinese comrades, like ourselves, regard the forthcoming meeting of representatives of the C.P.C. and the C.P.S .U. as a "necessary step in
preparing for the n1eeting of 1·epresentatives of Cmnmunist and Workers' Parties of all countries.'
Indeed,
without violating the principle of equality and without infringing upon the interests of other fraternal Parties, this
meeting n1ust facilitate the better preparation and holding of the meeting. Without such a meeting. and without the ending of open pole1nics in the press and of
criticis1n within the Party of other fraternal Parties preparation for the 1neeting and the achievement of its main
aim- the strengthening of the unity of the international
communist n1oven1ent- would be difficult. Precisely for
this reason the Central Comn1ittee of the C.P.S.U., while
agreeing with t he proposals made by the Vietnamese, Indonesian. British, Swedish and other comrades at the
beginning of 1962 regarding the convocation of a ·meet-
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ing of fraternal Parties of all countries, at the smne time
stressed the need for taking such 1neasures as would
create a favourable abnosphere for the w ork of the world
communist forum..
IN its letter of F-e bruary 22 , 1962, the Central Con1n1itt,e e of the C.P.S.U. urged that "unnecessary. argtunents
be stopped regarding questions on which we have differ nt
opinions, that public staten1ents c.a pable of aggra vating
rather than sn1oothing out our differences be given up. "
In the letter to the Central Con1n1ittee of the C.P.C. of lVIay
31, 1962, we wrote: "As you are well aware, our P arty
has always cmne out and still con1es out for collective
discussion of vital problems of the world comlntlnist
n1oven1.ent. The Central Con1.111ittee of the C.P .S. U. was the
initiator of the Meetings of Fraternal Parties in 1957 and
1960. In both cases these meetings '"'ere connected with
serious changes in the international situation and the need
for working out corresponding tactics in the cmnn1unist
move1nent. Now too we fully support the proposal for the
convocation of a n1eeting of all the fraternal Patties."
We considered it wou]d be useful in the preparations
for such a n1eeting that the fraternal Parties could
thoroughly and profoundly analyse the new phenon1ena h1
international affairs and their own activity in carrying out
the collective decisions of our movem.ent. The Central
Com1nittee of the C.P.S.U. displayed concern, perfectly
understandable to all Communists, that the meeting should
not aggravate the differences but do as much as possible
to overcmne then1.
In their pronounce1nents n1any of the leaders of fraternal Parties have recently b een justly expressing the same
point of view on the necessity of . taking, before the meeting, a number of steps to create a nonnal situation in the
communist 1noven1ent and to place conflicts of opinions
within the permissible bounds of a comradely Party discussion. Now you also agree with this, as is seen from
your letter, and it can be said that certain progress has
been n1ade in the preparation of the forthcoming n1eeting.
It goes without saying that when our two Parties are
discussing questions concerning all fraternal Parties, the
discussion can only be of a preliminary nature. The 1957
and 1960 Meetings have shown that the elaboration of the
policy of the international con1n1U11.ist n1ove1nent can be
successful only if all fraternal Parties collectively take
part in it and if due consideration is given to the extensive experience of all its cmnponent detachments .

We have attentively studied your views concerning
the range of questions which could be discussed at
the n1eeting of representatives of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the Com1nunist Party of China.
These are -important questions, and we are ready to discuss then1.
In our turn, we would like to dwell in this letter on
some questions of principle, which, in our opinion, are
the .centre of attention of the fraternal Parties and their
struggle for our con1n1on cause. We do not n1ean, of
course, an exhaustiv statem.ent of our vie·w s on these
qu stions. We only wish to note that which is of paramount importance, by which we are guided in our policy
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in the international arena and in our relations with fraternal Parties.
We hope that this staten1ent of our views will help to
define tl:Ie range of questions requiring an exchange of
opinions at a bilateral n1eeting and will contribute to overconling the existing differences. We are doing this so as
to stress once again our detern1i.nation to uphold firn1ly
and consiste1!-tly the ideological sta-ndpoint of the entire
world con11nunist n1oven1ent, its gen eral line as expressed
in the D eclaration and the Staten1ent.
During the time that has passed since the adoption of
the Statement, experience has not only not invalidated
any of its main conclusions, but has, on the contrary, fully
confirmed the correctness of the course taken by the
world communist 1nove1nent, as worked out jointly
through generalization of present-day experience and the
creative develop1nent of Marxism-Leninisn1.
THE Com~1unist Party of the Soviet Uni.on proceeds from
the basis that our -epoch, whose n1a1n content is the
transition from capitalisn1 to socialism, initiated by th
Great October Socialist Revolution, is an epoch of struggle between t-vvo opposed social systen1s, an epoch of
socialist revolutions and national-liberation revolutions,
an epoch of the collapse of ilnperialis1n, of the abolition
of the colonial system, an epoch of transition to socialism
by ever n1ore nations, of the triumph of socialisn1. and
con1n1t.mis1n on a world scale.
The situation that has developed in the world and the
changes in the development of the class forces in the international arena which opened up new opportunities for
our n1ovement demanded that a general line be worked
out for the world communist movement, a general line in
conformity with its basic tasks at the present stage.
After the Second World War a number of countries in
Europe took the road of socialism , a socialist revolution
trium.phed in China and other Asian countries, and a
world socialist syste1n was formed. The new system grew
strong in the countries of People's Den1ocracy and was ·
able to ensure a rapid rate of economic, political and cultural develop1nent in _the countries following the road of
socialisn1. The socialist community was closely united
politically and militarily. Thanks to the achieven1ents of
the Sovie~ Union and other fraternal countries the correlation of forces in the world changed substantially in
favour of socialism, and to the detriment of imperialism.
An ilnportant part in this respect was played by the
ending of America's n1onopoly of atomic and hydrogen
weapons and by the creation of a mighty war potential
by the Soviet Union.
The formation of the world socialist syste1n is a historic achieven1ent of the international working class and
of all the working people. This achieven1ent is the incarnation of ~mankind's dreams of a new society. The growth
of production and the vast achieven1ents ·of science and
engineering in the socialist countries have helped to
provide the socialist cmn1nunity with an econ01nic and
n1Ditary might that reliably defends the gains of so ia lism.
and also s rves as a n1ighty n1ainstay of p ace and security for the peoples of the world.
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The radical change in the correlation of for ces is also
conne ted with a furth r inten sification of th genera l
crisis of capitalis1n, the intensification o£ all its contradictions. After the end of the Second World War a change
occurred in the distribution of forces within the jnl.perialist camp. Following the econon'lic centre, the political and
military centres of imperialis1n also ·shifted fron1 Europe
to the United States of America. The monopolist bourgeoi ie of the U.S.A. has b cmne the 1nain citadel of international reaction, and has assun'led the role of the saviour
of capitalisrn. The American in'lperialists are now performing the functions of an international gendarme. Using
the policy of n'lilitary blocs, the American imperialists
endeavou1· to subordinate to their rule other capitalist
states. This evokes opposition to the United States on the
part of France, West Germany, Japan and other n1ajor
capitalist states. The recovery of the econmny of the
capitalist countries which had suffered in the world war,
and their rate of developn1ent, n1.ore rapid than in the
United States, intensify the desire of a number of European countries to free the1nselves fron1 the American
diktat. All this leads to the aggravation of existing centres
of imperialist competition and conflicts, and the appearance of new ones and weakens the capitalist system on
the whole.
The anti-popular and rapacious nature of im.perialism
has not cllanged, but with the fm~m.ation of the world
socialist system and the growth of its economic and mili:tary n1.ight the ability of imperialism to influence the
course of historical development has been noticeably narrowed, while the forn1.s and methods of its struggle
against the socialist countries and the world revolutionary
and national-liberation moven'lent have changed. The
in1perialists are frightened by the tempestuous growth of
the forces of socialism and the national-liberation movenlent, they unite their forces, make feveris h efforts to
continue the struggle for their exploiting aims, and
· everywhere strive to u.ndern'line the positions of the
socialist countries and the national-liberation n1.oven1.ent,
and to weaken their influence.
It is perfectly obvious that in our age the main content and the chief trends of the historical developm·ent of
human society are no longer determined by imperialism
but by the world socialist syste1n, by all the progressive
forces struggling against in'lperialism for the r eorganization of soci1e ty along socialist lines. The contradiction between capitalism and socialism is the chief contradiction
of our epoch. On the outcon1e of the struggle of the two
world systems the destinies of peace, democracy and
socialisn'l depend to a .decisive extent. And the correlation of forces in the world arena is changing all the time
in favour of socialism.

THE struggle of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
An'lerica for their national and social liberation, and
the successes already achieved in this field, the g1·owing
struggle of the working class, of all the working people of
the capitalist countries against the monopolies and against
exploitation, in the int~rests of social progress, are of the
greatest importance· for the destinies of the historica1 development of mankind. Socialist revolutions, nationalJune 21, 1963

liber ation anti-imperialist and anti-colonial revolutions,
p eo ple ~ de n1ocr aiic 1·evolutions, exten sive peas · nt movelYlenls, t he s tntggl e o1 th e n'lasses Io1· the overthrow of
fascist and other tyrannical regimes, general de1noc1·atic
moven1ents against national oppression- in our time all
these merge into a s1ngle world revolutionary stream
unclennining :1ncl d es troying c pitalisn'l.
Working out its policy in conforn'lity with the new
conditions, the world comrr1unist n1ove1nent could not Ia1l
to take into account quite seriously also such an itnportant hictor as tile radical' qualitative change 1n the
military-technical 1neans o£ waging war resulting fron1
the emergence and stockpiling of thermonuclear wea pons
possessing unprec-edented destructive force. Until disarmanlent is effected the sociallst comn'lunl ty must always
maintain superiority over the irr1perialists in their
anned forces. We shall never allow the imperialists to
forget that should they unleash a war with the aim of
clec1ding by force of anns whether n'lankind 1nust develop
along the road of capitalisn'l or of socialisn'l, it will be
the last war, the one in which i1nperialisn1 will be finally
routed.
Under present-day conditions it is the duty of all
cha1npions ot peace and socialis1n to use to the utn1ost the
existing favourable opportunities for the victory of
socialisn1, and not · to allow imperialis1n to unleash a
world war.
analysis of the alignment of class forces in
T HEthecorrect
world arena, and the correct 1V1arxist-Leninist
policy elaborated at the Moscow lVleetings, n'lade it possible
for the fraternal Parties to gain major successes in developing the war ld socialist system, and facilitated the growth
of the class r evolutionary struggle in the capitalist countries and of the national-liberation movement.
The socialist system is exerting an ever growing influence on the course of world development. The entire
world revolutionary process is today developing under
the direct influence of the great example provided by the
n ew life in the countries of socialisrn. The more successfully the ideas of comrr1unism make their way to the
tninds and h ear ts of the general n'lasses, the greater and
more significant are our achievements in the building of
socialism and communism. It is, therefore, clear that he
who w ants to bring closer the victory of socialism
throughout the entire world should, in the first place,
show concern for strengthening the great socialist conlmunity and its econon'lic might, should seek to raise the
stanclc.rd of living of its peoples, develop science, engineering and culture, consolidate its unity and solidarity
and the gr owth of its international authority. The StateInent of the Moscow Meeting places the responsibility to
the international working-class movement for the successful building of socialism and cmnmunisn1. on the MarxistLeninist parties and the peoples of the socialist countries.
Tirelessly str engthening the world socialist system, the
fraternal Parties and peoples of our countries make their
contribution to the great cause of the struggle of the international working class, of all the working people, of
the entire libenltion mo retnent for solving the basic
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problems o£ the day tn the interests· o£ peace, democracy
and socialism.
The present correlation of forces in the world arena
gave the socialist ~ountries, together with all pea~E
loving forces, the opportunity of ~envisaging as an entir·e ly
feasible task for the first tin1e in history that of averting a new world war and of ensuring peace and security
of the peoples.
The years that have passed since the adoption of this
State1nent have fully corroborated the ~orrectness of this
thesis. The failure of the aggressive forces to push
mankind over the abyss of a destructive thern1onuclear
war is a highly important result of the strengthening of
the n1ight of the socialist countries, of the peace-loving
foreign policy which they unswervingly pursue and which
is incr·e asingly winning recognition and support ar~ong
hundr1eds of 1nillions of people and gaining the upper
hand over the imperialist policy of aggression and war.
lVIarxist doubts that imperialis1n, losing one position
NOafter
another, is trying by every means to preserve
its domination over peoples and to regain its lost positions. At present the greatest conspiracy ever of the international in1perialists is taking place against the countries of socialis1n and the world n1ov1ement of liberation.
Of course, there is no guarantee that the in1perialists will
not try to unleash a ·w orld war. The Comn1u~ists should
clearly see this danger.
But the position of the aggressor under present-day
conditions radically differs from his position before the
Second World War and, even more, before the First
World War. In the past, wars usually ended with some
capitalist co untries defeating others, but the vanquished
continued to live, reg~ined their strength after a time,
and even proved able to start renewed aggression, as is
shown, in particular, by the exmnple of Gennany. A
thern1onuclear war does not offer su~h a prospect to any
aggressor, and the in1perialists are compelled to reckon
with this. Fear of a retaliatory blow, fear of retribution,
keeps them from letting loose a world war. The socialist
com1nunity has become so strong that in1perialism can no
longer impose its conditions on the peoples and dictate
its will as before. This is a historic gain by the international working class and the peoples of all countries.
By virtue of its predatory nature i1nperialis1n cannot
get rid of the desire to solve contradictions in the international ar1ena by means of war. But on the other hand
it cannot unleash a world thermonuclear war without
realizing that it will thereby place itself in danger of
being destroyed .
A world war, such as in1perialis.m threatens n1ankind
with, is not fatally inevitable. With the balance of forces
increasingly tipping in favour of socialism and against
imperialism, and with the forces of peace increasingly
gaining weigh t over the forces of war, it will become
really possible to rule out the possibility of world war
from the life of society even before socialism fully triumphs
on earth, with capitalism still existing in a part of the
world.
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Of course, to .Pr·e\Tei1t such a war it ls necessa1·y to
continue strengthening the socialist systen1 to the ut1110 ·t
and to rally all the forces of the international workingclass and the national-liberation movement, to rally aU
de1nocratic forces. Those who prize the interests of socialism and the interests of p:eace must do everything Lo
frustrate the crin1inal designs of world reaction and to
prevent it fron1 unleashing a thennonuclear war and
dragging hundreds of 1nillions of people down into the
grave with it. A sober appraisal of the inevitable consequences that a thern1onuclear war would have for the
whole o£ n1ankind and for the cause of socialism sets
before Marxist-Leninists the need to do reverything in our
pow-er to prevent a new world conflict.
Central Con1rnittee firmly abides by the
T HEthesisC.P.S.U.
of the 1960 Staten1ent that "In .a world divided
into two systen1s, the only correct and reasonable principle of international relations is the principle of peaceful
coexistence of stat1es with different social systems advanced by V.I. Lenin and further elaborated in the Moscow Declaration and Peace Manifesto of 1957, in the decisions 'of the 20th and 21st Congresses of the C.P.S.U.,
and in the docu1nents of other Cmn1nunist and Workers'
Parties."
Our Party, which the great Lenin educated in the
spirit of relentless struggle against i1nperialism, keeps in
n1ind Lenin's warning that n1oribund capitalism is still able
tC? cause humanity untold calamities. The Soviet Union is
doing everything to boost its econon1y and to improve its
defences on this basis; it is building up its annre d n1ight
and maintaining its armed forces in a state of constant
readiness . Howev-er, ';\,' e have en1ployed and will continue
to -en1ploy our country's increasing might not to thrreaten
anyone or to fan war passions, but to consolidate peace,
prevent another world war, and defend our own country
and the other socialist countries.
The policy of peaoeful coexistence accords with the
vi tal interests of all the peoples; it serves to strengthen
the positions of socialisn1, to help the international irifluenoe of the socialist countr~es, and to increase the
authority and influence of the Communists.
Peaceful coexistence does not imply conciliation between socialist and bourgeois ideologies. That policy would
spell abandonm1ent of lVIarxisn1-Leninis1n and obstruction
of the building of socialisn1. Bourgeois ideology is a sort
of Trojan horse, which imperialism is trying to sneak into
the ranks of the communist and working-class n1ovement.
The peaceful coexistence of states with d~fferent social
systems presupposes an unren1itting ideological, political
and economic struggle between the two social systems
and the class struggle of the working people inside the
countries of the capitalist system, including armed struggl~e
when the peoples find that necessary, and the steady advance of the national-liberation n1ove1nent am.ong the peoples of the colonial and dependent countr ies.
The facts go to show that efforts to prevent a world
war in no way weaken the forces of the world co1n1nunist and national-liberation n1oven1et;1ts but on the contral'y rally the broadest masses to the Communists. It
was precisely in conditions of peaceful coexistence he-
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tween tates with different social .systems that the socialist revolution triumphed on Cuba., that the Algterian
people gained national independence, · that 1nor.e than 40
countries won national independence, that the fraternal
Parties grew in num.ber and strength, and that the influence of the world co1n1nunist movement increased.
Availing themselves of the conditions of peaceful ~oex
istence , the socialist countries ar,e scoring 1nore and more
victories in the econon1ic competition with capitalism.
Our adversaries realize that it is difficult for then1 to
count on winning the con1petition against us . They are
unable to keep up with the rapid economic advance o[
the socialist countries;. they are powerless in the face of
the appeal that the example of the socialist countries
makes to the peoples under capitalism's yoke.
As the econmny of the socialist cmnn1onwealth advances, the advantages and superiority of socialis1n, and
the greater opportunities of the working people to obtain
mat,e rial and spiritual riches, as con1pared to capitalism,
will display the1nselves 1nore and 1nore vividly. The
rising standards of living in the socialist countries are a
great magnet for the working class of all the capitalist
countries. The achieven11ents of the socialist commonwealth will constitute a kind of catalyst, a revolutionizing
factor in broadening the class struggle iri the capitalist
cwuntries and enabling the working class to triun1ph over
capi talis1n.
'J'he peopl,e s en1barking on , socialism inherit fron1 the
pas t economies and cultut·es at different levels. Regard-·
less of this, however, socialisn1 awakens mighty productive forces- as ex,emplified by the Soviet Union and.
the People's De1nocracies. The Soviet Union has already
outpaced the leading capitalist countries of Europe in
econon1ic develop1nent and has taken second place in
the world; the tin1e is not far off when it will take first
place in the world. The other socialist countties have
likewise gained great successes. The socialist syste1n is.
so progressive by nature that it enables the peoples to·
swiftly eliminate their backwardness, to catch up with
the n1ore highly developed countries, and, marching in
one rank with then1, to fight for the building of cmnmunism.
All this inspir·e s the peoples, g1v1ng then1 the conviction that they can e1nbark upon the road of socialism and
score achieven1ents, regardl,e ss of their present level of
historical develop1nent. The advance of the peoples to
a new life is facilitated by their opportunity to s·e lect the
best from the world's experience in building socialisn1,
taking into account both the m·e rits and the shortcomings
in the practices of socialist construction.
The faster the productive forces of the socialist countries develop, the higher their econon1ic potential will
rise, and the stronger the influence of the socialist conlmunity will b.econ1e on the rate and trend of the whole
of historical development in the interests of peace and
of the complete triumph of socialis1n.
Party proceeds from the thesis that there are
0 URfavourable
inteinational and internal conditions in the
present epoch for more and more countries to go over to
socialism. This is true of the developed capitalist coun June 21 , 1963

tries as well as of the countries which have recently
aehieved national independence.
The world revolutionary process is de\{eloping on an
·ever larger scale, embracing all continents. The struggle
of the working class in the developed capitalist countries
.and the national-liberation movement are closely linked,
.and help one anothe1:. The course of social developm ent
has led to a situation in which the revolutionary struggle,
in whichever country it takes place, is directed against
the main common enemy, in1perialisn1 and the n1onopoly
bourgeoisie.

HE Marxist-Leni~1ist part.i es through~~t the world ha:e
a comn1on ultimate ann, to mob1hze all foroe s 111
the struggle for the -vvinning of power by the workers
and the labouring peasantry,· and to build socialism and
,con1111unism. In drawing up the tactical policy for their
:struggle, every Communist Party must take into account
the experience of the entire world communist rnovement, 1nust take into consideration those interests, aims
:and tasks set by our movement as a whole, its general
line at the present time.

T

But at the same tin1e, the working out of forms and
n1ethods of fighting for socialism in each separate country is the internal affair of the working class of that
rcountry and of its communist vangu{lr'd. No other fraternal Party, whatever its membership, experience and
:authority, can lay down the tactics, forms and methods of
the revolutionary struggle in other countries. . Revolution
is the cause of the 1nasses themselves. An accurate
:analysis of the actual situation and a correct esti1nation
rof the correlation of forces are among the most important conditions of a revolution. The enthusiasm of the
:revolutionary masses in the struggle for the victory of
:a socialist revolution cannot be kept back w~en objective and subjective conditions are ripe. It would be
tantamount to death. But a revolution cannot be artifircially instigated if conditions for it are not yet ripe. A
jpremature uprising, as the experience of the revolutionary class struggle teaches, is doomed to failure. Communists rally the working people under the red banner
in order to win in the struggle f or a better· life -on earth,
:and not to perish, even though heroically. Heroism and
:self-sacrifice, necessary in revolutionary battles, are of
no use by themselves, but only for the victory of the
:great ideas of socialism.
The C.P.S.U. has always hailed and will continue to
hail the revolutionary working class and the working
people of any country who, headed by their comn1unist
vanguard, 1nake skilful use of the revolutionary situation
to inflict a crushing blow against the class enemy and to
establish a new social system.
The tactics and policy of the Cmnmunist Parties 1n
the capitalist countries have in cmnmon substantial features connected with the present stage of the general
crisis of capitalism and the correlation of forces that has
developed in the international arena. The development
of state-monopoly capitalism has, besides aggravating
the contradictions of the capitalist society which appeared · befor,e , also given birth to new contradictions.
S t ate-monopoly capitalism has led to a still greater nar-
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rowing of the social base of imperialis1n within a counti·y, and to th concentration o[ p w r in Lhe bnnd s of
a s1nall group of the strongest nwnopolists. This gives
rise, on the other hand, to a joint anti-n1.onopoly movement embracing the working class, the peasants, the
petty bourgeoisie, the working intellectuals and certain
other secllons o[ C'lpitalist society inter sted in ' ire in g
themselves from. the sway of the 1nonopolies and frmn
exploitation, and interested in changing over to socialisn1.

0

n1oven1ent, and the peoples' struggle against all forms
of old a nd n ew colonialism.
The national-liberation moven1ent has entered the final
s tage of the abolition of colonial regimes. The time is
not far off when all the peoples as yet living 1..mder the
yoke of the co.lonh.lists will win fre eclmn and inde~ nclence. The freed peo_p>les are now faced with the problem of consolidating political independence, overcoming
e<..:onon1ic and cultural backwardness and putti11g an end
to all forn1s of dependence upon in1perialism.

UR tin1e is characterized by a sharp growth in the significance of dem.ocratic movements- the struggle for
wol'lcl peace, for the prevention of a world the1·monuclear
catastrophe, lor the p1·eservaLion of national sovereignty;
n1.oven1ents in defence of den1.ocracy, against the onslaught of fascis1n, for the introduction of agrarian transformations, the hu1nanistic 1novement in defence of culture, and others.

The cow1.tries that have thrown off the colonial yok'=carry out the vital tasks of national resurgence successfully only in vigorous struggle against imperialism and
the remnants of f1e udalism, by uniting all the patriotic
forces of the nation in a single national front- the
working class, the peasantry, the national bourgeoisie
and the democratic intellectuals.

Our Party fully adhe1·es to Leninist principles and to
the principles expressed in the Staten1ent, in saying that
socialist revolution is not necessarily connected with war.
If wor.l d wars bring about triun1.phant revolutions, revolutions are nevertheless quite possible without wars.

The peoples who are fighting for their national liberation and have already won political independence have
ceased, or are ceasing, to serve as a reserve for imperialism; with the support of the socialist states and
of all progressive forces they are more and more frE:quently inflicting defeats upon the in1perialist powers
and coalitions.

If Con1n1unists were to start tying up the victory of
the socialist revolution with world war, this would not
evoke any sy1npatl;:I)'.i for socialisn1, but would drive the
n1asses away frmn it. With 1noclern 1neans of warfare
having such terrible destructive consequ ences, an appeal
like this would only play into the hands of our enemies.

The worl~ing class and its vanguard, the lVIarxistL.e ninist parties, endeavour to carry out socialist revolutions in a peaceful way without civil war. The realization of such a possibility is in keeping with the interests
of the "Yorking class and all the people, and with the
~ational !nterests of the country.
At the same time the
choice of · the 1nea11s· of developing the revolution depends not only on the working class. If the exploiting
classes resort to violence against the people, the working
class w ill be forced to use non-peaceful n1eans of seizing power. Everything depends on the particular conditions and on the distribution o.f class forces within
the country and in the world arena.
Naturally, no matter what means are used for the
transition· from capitalisn1 to ·s ocialism, such a transition
is possible only by means of a socialist revolution and of
the dictatorship of the proletariat in various forms. Appreciating highly the selfless struggle of the working
class headed by the Communists in the capitalist countries, the C.P.S.U. considers it its duty to rend er them
every kind of aid and support.
Our Party regards the national-liberation 1noven1ent
as an integral part of the vvorld revolutionary process,
as a mighty force destroying the front of in1perialis1n.
The peoples of the former oolonies are today rising to
full stature as independent creators of history, and an~
seeking ways to promote their nation.al economy and
culture. The growth of the fon;es of the sociq.Ust system.
active!y helps the liberation of the oppressed peoples,
their achievement of ~conomic irJ.dependence, the ·fqrther
develop1nent and expansion of the national-liberation

28

The young national states are developing at a time
when there is competition between the two world social
systems. This circumstance has the strongest influence
upon their political and economic development, upon
the choice of the roads they will follow in the future.
The states that have recently achieved their national
liberation belong neither t o the system of socialist states
nor to the system of capitalist states, but the overwheln1ing majm·ity of them have not yet b1·oken away fron1
the orbit of the world ~apitali st econmny, although they
hold a special place there. This part of the world is still
exploited by the capitalist monopolies.

Now

when political independence has been won, the
struggle of the young sov1ereign states against in!periallsm for their ultin1.ate national revival, for econmnic indep~nd ence, comes to the forefront . The achieven1.ent o£
complete independence by the developing countries
would 1nean a further serious weakening of imperialism,
for then the entire present syste1n of the predatory,
unequal international division of labour would be destroyed, and the foundation of the economic exploitation
of the Nworld countryside" by the capitalist monopolies
would be undermined. The development of independent national economies in the developing countries
relying upon the effective assistance of the socialist
syste1n ~ill deal a further heavy blow against imperialisln.
In the struggle for the attairu11ent and consolidation
of independence it is necessary to muster the whole of a
nation's forces in readiness to fight against imperialism.
In an endeavour to strengthen its dominant position after
the attainment of independence, the Right-wing national
bourgeoisie som.etirnes S\1Qceeds in est~bli~hing reactionary political regimes for q. time, and start~ per~ecut
ing CopTrnunists and other c;:lemocrats. Howeyer, such
regin1es are short-lived for the simple reason that they
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obstruct progress and the solution of vital national problems- .primarily the attainment of economic independence and the development of productive forces. That
is why, in spite of the active support of the imperialists,
these regimes will be overthrown as a result of the
struggle of the masses.
The C.P.S.U. regards fraternal alliance with the pe9ples
who have shaken off the colonial yoke and with the peoples of semi-colonial states as one of the cornerstones
of its international policy. Our Party considers it its
international dutY. to help the peoples who have taken
the road of winning and consolidating national independence, all the peoples fighting for the co1nplete abolition
of the colonial system. The Soviet Union has always
supported the sacred wars of the peoples for freedom,
and given every kind of moral, econom.ic, military and
political support to the ·national-liberation movement.
The Sovie~ people gave great support to the Algerian
people when they fought against the F1~·ench colonialists.
When the Yen1eni people rose up in revolt against slavery
in their country, we were the first to offer them a helping
. hand. We rendered various kinds of aid to the Indonesian
people in their struggle for the liberation of West Irian,
against the Dutch imperialists who got their support from
the U.S. imperialists. We hail the struggle of the Indonesian people for the liberation of Northern Kalimantan.

exchange opinions on the new aspects with which li£1e has
in recent years enriched the policy of the world con1.n1.unist movement as laid down in the Declaration and
Statement.
JN your letter, dear comrades, you justly n_o te that the
guarantee of all our achievements is the strle ngthening of the unity of the communist movement and the solidarity of the socialist countries. In recent time the C.P.S.U.
has at its congresses and at international communist
meetings time and again expressed its conception of the
principles concerning the relations between MarxistLeninist parties. We 1e mphasiz.ed, for the whole world
to see, that in the cmnmunist movement, just as in the
socialist community, all Comn1unist and Workers' Parties,
of all socialist countries have always . been completely
equal. In the communist movement there are no "higher
ranking" and "subordinate" Parties. And it could not
be so. The domination of any Party, or the manifestation of any hegemony whatsoever, does not benefit the
international ·c on1munist and workers' movement; on
the contrary, it can only do it harm. All Con1.munist
Parties are independent and equal. All bear responsibility for the destiny of the communist movement, for
its victories and setbacks, all must build their relations
on the basis of proletarian internationalis1n and mutual
assistance.

Colonialists, both old and new, are busy weaving intrigues and plots against the liberation movement of
the peoples of Southeast Asia. Our sympathies and
support are invariably with those who fight for national
freedom and independence. We are deeply convinced
that, in spite of all the efforts of the American imperialists and their puppets, the peoples of south Viet Nam and
south Korea will be victorious in their struggle and will
achieve the reunification of their native lands.

W·e also proceed frmn the basis that proletarian internationalism places equal demands on all Parties, big and
small, but makes no exceptions for any one. All fraternal
Parties must show equal conoern that their activities Jte
based on Marxist-Leninist principles, in accordance with
the interests of strengthening the unity of the socialist
countries and of the entire world communist and workers' movement.

being against the export of revolution, our Party
W. HILE
has always done everything to prevent the· export

The forn1ation and development of the world socialist systen1 give special significance to the question of correct relations between Marxist-Leninist parties. Communist and Workers' Parties in the countries of socialism are ruling parties. They bear responsibility for the
destiny of the states, ·f or the destiny of their peoples.
Under these conditions the violation of Marxist-Leninist
principles in the relations between Parties can affect not
only Party interests but th~ interests of the wide masses
of the people.

of counter-revolution. We are firm.ly convinced that the
interconnection and unity of action of the three great
revolutionary forces of our time- the peoples building
socialism and con1.n1unism., the international revolutionary working-class movement, and the national-liberation movement - are the foundation of the peoples'
struggle against imperialism, and a guarantee of their
victory.
The entire course of world development in recent years
has fully confirmed the correctness of the policy of the
communist moven1.·e nt, which ' has yielded remarkable
practical results. Thanks to the realization of this policy,
the forces fighting against imperialism, for peace, national independence and socialism, have scored new successes. The C.P.S.U. considers it its duty consistently and
steadfastly to carry out this policy.
We are firmly convinced that there are no grounds
for a revision of this policy.
Besides this, the C.P.S.U. Central Committee is of
the opinion that it w~uld be beneficial. during the preparations for the 1neeting, as well as at the meeting of
representatives of Con1.munist and Workers' Parties, to
June 21, 1963

Guided by the supreme interests of our cause, the
C.P.S.U. has eliminated the consequences of the Stalin personality cult, and done everything to restore in full the
Leninist principles of equality in the relations between
the fraternal Parties and respect for the sovereignty of
socialist countries. This has played a large and positive
role in strengthening the unity of the entire socialist
c01n1nunity. A . favourable situation has been created for
the strengthening of our friendshi]:'.> on the basis of equality, respect for the sovereignty . of each state, mutual
assistance and comradely co-operation, voluntary fulfiln1ent of international duty by each country. At the smne
time, we should like to en1phasize that socialist equality
not on)y means having equal rights to take part in working out collectively the common policy but also entails
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equal responsibilities £or the ftaternal Parties or socialist
countries for the destinies of the entire cmnmunity.
of the Moscow Meeting of the FraterT HEnalStat•e1nent
Parti1es stressed the need for the closest alliance
between countries breaking away from capitalism, for
the pooling of their efforts in the building of socialism
and communism. National interests and the interests of
the socialist system as a whole combine harmoniously.
Life has proved convincingly that every country can best
solve its national tasks only through the closest cooperation with the other socialist -cotmtries on the basis.
of genuine equality and 1nutual aid.
Our unity, our well-concerted actions, do not arise
spontaneously. They are dictated by objective necessity,
they are the result of conscious activities, of the purposeful internationalist policy of the Marxist-Leninist parties
and their tireless concern for the uniting of our ranks.
We do not close our eyes to the fact that different
interp!'letations of c-ertain questions of internal construction and the international communist 1novement, different
interpretations of the forn1s and methods of our co-operation may occur in the relations between socialist coun- ·
tries. This is possible, for the countries making up the
world socialist system are at different stages in the con- ·
struction of a new society, and their experience in de-·
veloping relations with the outside world is not the same·
in all respects. One should not exclude the possibility,.
either, that differences n1ay result from different ap-·
p~~c~es t_o t_he . s~lution of some ·que~tions of Marxism-·
Len1n1sm 111 1nd1v1dttal fraternal Parties. To exaggerate
the role of national, specific features may lead to a departure from Marxism-Leninism. To ignore national.
features may lead to a breaking away from life and front
the mass.es, and do harm to the cause of socialism.
All this necessitates constant efforts to find ways EL!Ud
means to enable us to settle the differences arising, from
positions of principle and with the least damage to our
common cause.
We Communists can argue between ourselves. But in
all circumstances our sacred duty remains the education
of the peoples of our countries in the spirit of deep solidarity with all the peoples o,f the socialist comn1unity.
Cmnn1unists must inculcate in the peoples not only love
for their own country, but also love for the whole of
the socialist community, for all peoples; they n1ust foster
in each man and wmnan living in any socialist country
an understanding of their fraternal duty towards the
·working people of the world. Failure to do this means
failure to follow the first rule of Communists, which requires the uniting of the Marxist-Leninist parties and
the peoples building socialism, the cherishing of our
unity above all else.
Ideological and tactical differences n1ust in no circum·- ·
stances be used to incite .nationalist feelings and prejudices, mistrust .and dissension between the socialist.
peoples.
We declare with full responsibility that the
Con1munist Party of the Soviet Union has never taken
and will never take a single step that could sow ho~tility
a1nong the peoples of our country towards the fraternal
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Chinese people or other peoples. On the contrary, in all
circumstances our Party has steadily and consistently
propagated the ideas of internationalism and warm
friendship with the peoples. of the socialist countries, and
with all peoples of the world. We consider it important
to stress this, and we hope that the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of China shares this view.
In the international con1n1tmist, working-class and liberation movements it is necessary to unite all efforts
mobilizing the peoples for struggle against in1perialism:
'The militant call " Workers of all countries, unite!"
·formulated by Marx and Engels n1eans that at the basis
of this unity lies anti-imperialist class solidarity, and
not any principle of nationality, colour or geographical
Joca tion.
The uniting of the masses in the struggle
against imperialism solely on the basis of their belonging
to a particular continent - whether Africa, Asia, Latin
America or Europe - can be detrimental to the fighting
peoples. This would be not uniting but in fact splitting
the forces of the united anti-imperialist front.
The strength of the world communist n1ovement lies
in its faithfulness to Marxisn1-Leninism and to proletarian internationalisn1.
The Communist Party of the
Soviet Union has fought and will continue to fight any
departure fron1 Marxism-Leninisn1 and any opportunism.
We firmly adhere to the principles of the Staten1ent of
1960 indicating the necessity for a struggle on two
fronts - against Right and "Left" opportunisn1. The
Statement rightly says that the main danger in the world
con1munist moven1ent is revisionism, and at the same
time points out the necessity for a resolute· struggle
against sectarianism and dogmatism, which can bec~m1e
the main danger at any stage in the developn1ent of
separate Parties if not consistently combated.
'MOTIVATED by the desire to consolidate the unity of
.'
the world con11nunist n1oven1ent on the basis of the
principles of Marxis1n-Leninism, our Party will continue
to fight resolutely against both Right-wing and Left-wing
opportunisn1, which are today every bit as dangerous as
rev1s10nism. But while being implacable as regards fundamental questions of principle in the theory and tactics
of the communist move1nent, while struggling against
revisionis1n and sectarianisn1, we shall spare no effort to
elucidate, by painstaking conwadely discussion, questions
on which there are different interpretations, so as to clear
away all extraneous obstacles interfering with our unity.
In so doing, we proceed from the premise that when criticizing any mistake relating to questions of the principles
of Marxis1n-Leninism., the fraternal Parties, and also
international conferences of the communist movement,
should set themselves the objective of pointing out the
danger of such mistakes and of helping to remedy them,
and not of harping 01~ ·these mistakes for all tin1e. We
. are striving to facilitate the complete uniting of revolutionary forces, and not their disintegration or the an1pU:tation of one or another section in . our movement. Nat·urally, Communists cannot allow cmi.cessions on points
tof principle in lVIarxist-Leninist theory.
As an internationalist Party, the C.P.S.U. carefully
·studies the experience accumulated in the struggles of the
Marxist-Leninist parties in all countries. We greatly
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prize the struggle being · waged by the working ·
class and its revolutionary vanguard of Conununist
Parties in France, Italy, the U.S.A., Britain, the other capitalist countries, as well as the heroic struggle which the
Comn1unist Parties of Asian, African and Latin An1erican countries are carrying on for national and social
emancipation frmn the domination of the imperialist mo nopolies, colonialisn1 and neo-colonialism.
The Communist Parties have developed into influential
national forces , into advanced detach1nents of fighters for
the happiness of their peoples. No wonder the reactionaries are striking blow after blow at the Com1nunists in.
their efforts to breal~ their will. In their fight against the·
comn1unist n1oven1ent the reactionaries bring out the
shop-soiled lie about the " hand of lVloscow," clailning
that the Communist Parties are not a national force but
a vehicle for the policy of another country, the tool of
another country. The imperialists are doing this with evil
intent, in order to counter the n1ounting influence of the
Comn1unist Parties, in order to make the n1asses suspect
them, in order to justify police persecution of the Con1munists.
How-evet, all honest-1ninded n1en and women know
that the Comn1unist Parties are the true upholders and
champions of national interests, that they are staunch
patriots who combine love for their country and proletarian internationalis1n in their struggle for the happiness of the people. The C.P.S.U. considers it its. obligation
to give every support to its brothers in the heroic struggle
they ar·e waging in the capitalist · countries, to strengthen
international solidarity with them.
These, in general outline, are smne of our ideas
on important contemporary questions of principle
on the strategy and tactics of the international cmnmunist movement, which we thought it necessary to touch
upon in this letter.

B

EING firmly convinced that the present policy of the
international cmmTlunist moven1ent, w·h ich found its
expression .in the Declaration and Statement of the fraternal Parties, is the only correct one, we believe that at the
forthco.ming meeting between the representatives of the
C.P.S.U. and C.P.C. it would be expedient to discuss the
following most urgent problen1s:
a) Questions concerning the struggle for the further
strengthening of the 1night of the world socialist syste1n
and its transformation into the decisive factor in the development of human society, which is the 1nain distinguishing feature of our era. We could jointly discuss
how faster and better to secure a victory for the socialist
countries in peaceful economic competition with capitalism;
b) Questions concerning the struggle for peace and
peaceful coexistence. The need to pool the efforts of all
peace-loving forces for the struggle to prevent ·a world
thermonuclear war. The creation and the strengthening
of the broadest united front of peace supporters. The exposure of the reactionary essence of . imperialism, the
heightening of vigilance and the mobilization of the
broad masses to fight against the preparations being made
by the imperialists for a new world war, frustrate their
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aggressive schemes and isolate the forces of reaction and
·war. Assertion in international relations of the Leninist
principle of peaceful coex istence between states with different social systen1s. The struggle for generaL and complete disarma1nent and for the elimination of the traces
of the Second World War;
c) Questions con.c erning the struggle against ilnperialisnl headed by the U.S. The use, in the interests of our
cause, of the weakening positions of capitalisn1 and the
growing instability of the entire capitalist syste1n of
world econon1y, the aggravation of contradictions of capitalisn1, and above all contradictions between labour and
capital, and the severe crisis in bourgeois ideology and
politics. Support of the revolutionary and class struggle
of the working people in capitalist countries against the
monopolies, for their social liberation, for the abolition of
the exploitation of man by 1nan, for the extension of the
democratic rights and freedon1s of the peoples;
d) Questions concerning the national-liberation Inovement. The support and utmost development of the national-liberation moven1ent of the peoples. The struggle
for the complete and final ending of colonialism and neocolonialisn1 in all its forms . The rendering of support to
peoples fighting against colonialism, and also to countries which have achieved their national liberation. The
development of economic and cultural co-operation with
these countries;
e) Questions concerning the consolidation of the unity
and cohesion of the socialist con1munity and of the ranks
of the communist movement. The need for consolidating
in every way the international communist movement, the
most influential political force of our times, particularly
in conditions where the imperialist reactionaries have
joined forces in the fight against cmnmunism. The prevention of any actions which could undermine this unity,
the firm adherence by each fraternal Party to the assessn1ents and conclusions worked out jointly. The continuation of the struggle against revisionism and dogmatism,
as an indispensable condition for the defence of Marxisn1Leninisn1 in its pure forn1, and of its creative development, and for the further successes of the communist
movement. The development of relations among the fraternal Parties on the basis of the principles of proletarian
internationalism and mutual aid and support. The working out of joint n1easures to intensify the ideological and
political struggle against imperialism and reaction.

DDRING the

talks it will be possible to discuss all the
questions mentioned in your letter, questions of comlnon interest stemming from the tasks in the struggle to
ilnplement the decisions of the Moscow Meetings. An important role could be played by the discussion of the
questions connected with the consolidation of unity between the U.S.S.R. and the People's Republic of China.
In your letter you raise the Albanian and Yugoslav
questions. We have already written to you that these
questions, though of a basic nature, cannot and should
not eclipse the n1ain problems of our times which call for
discussion at our meeting.
Our Party, having condemned the splitting activities
of the Albanian leaders, has at the same tin1e taken a
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humber of steps towards normalizing the relations between the Albanian Party of Labour and the C.P.S.U. and
other fraternal Parties. In spite of the fact that the leaders of the Albanian Party of Labour have recently been
com~ng out with slanderous attacks on our Party and
the Soviet people, we, being guided by supreme interests,
do not relinquish the hope that the relations between the
C.P.S.U. and the Albanian Party of Labour may be improved. At the end of February this year the C.P.S.U.
Central Committee once again took the initiative and
suggested to the Central Committee of the Albanian Party of Labour that a bilateral ~eeting be held between
representatives of our two Parties. However, this comradely step on our part did not me et with due r esponse
on the part of the Albanian leadership. The leaders of the
Albanian Party of Labour did not even dee1n it necessary
to acknowledge our letter containing the C.P.S.U. Central
Committee's proposal about the bilateral meetings. Having
obviously later come to their senses, the Albanian leaders
sent us a letter in which, after some reservations and
stipulations, they speak of such a meeting. If real desire
is in fact shown, we are ready to have a m eeting.
As far as Yugoslavia is concer.ned, we maintain, proceeding from an analysis and assessment of the objective
economic and political conditions in that country, that it
is a socialist country, and in our relations with it we
strive to establish closer relations between the Federative
People's Republic of Yugoslavia and the socialist commonwealth, in accordance with the policy pursued by the
fraternal Parties for the cementing together of all the antiimperialist forces of the world. We also take into consideration the definite positive tendencies shown of late in
Yugoslavia's economic and socio-political life. Meanwhile
the C.P.S.U. is awat e of the serious differences that exist
with the League of Communists of Yugoslavia on several
ideological questions and considers it necessary to tell the
Yugoslav comrades so frankly, criticizing those views of
theirs which it finds wrong.

JN its letter of March 9, 1963, the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of China agrees with us in saying
that today the world communist movement faces a crucial
time. It depends on us, on our Parties, on the correctness of our policy, whether we continue to advance
together in one rank or allow ourselves to be involved in
a struggle harmful to the working class, to our peoples
and to all working people, a struggle that can only result
in mutual estrange1nent, weaken the forces of socialism,
and undermine the unity of the world communist movement.
Naturally, being large, strong Parties, the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and the Communist Party of
China would emerge from this situation with smaller
losses; but as far as the other fraternal Parties, especially
those working in complex conditions, are concerned, they
would be faced with great and moreover unnecessary
complications, which, of cours~, is not our aim.
Everything depends on how we act in this serious and
complex situation. Are we to continue engaging in
polemics, to fall prey to our passions, and to turn arguments into recriminations and unproved accusations and
sallies against the fraternal Parties? Or are we, aware of
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the great responsibility that we bear for the destinies of
our great cause, to direct dev elopments along a different
channel, and show enough courage to rise above all that
divides us today, cease uncomradely polemics, and concentrate on a search for ways of consolidc:tting militant
Soviet-Chinese co-operat ion , of consolidating the friendship of all the fraternal Parties?
We realize that any movern ent, including the communist 1no\rement, is unthinkable without controversy.
However, no differences, no displeasure at the behaviour
of a particular Party, can justify methods of struggle
detrimental to the interests of the international communist movement. The deeper and broader our understanding of the ai1ns and tasks of the international working class, the greater the vigour with which we should
strive to analyse our differences, however serious they
may seem today, quietly and relevantly, and prevent
them from interfering with our positive work, from disorganizing the · revolutionary activities of the international working class.
Let us struggle together for consistent adherence to the
Marxist-Leninist course in the · international communist
movement, against revisionism and dogmatism, for closer
unity in the ranks of the international communist movem ent, for respect for collectively worked out policies, and
against any violations or arbitrary interpretations of
these.
Our Party does not succumb to the heat of the polemic
struggle but, aware of our common responsibility to the
world communist movement, wishes to stop the dangerous process of sliding into a new series of discussions. It
is obvious to everyone that we could have found much to
say in defence of the Leninist policy of the C.P.S.U., in
defence of the common line of the international communist movement, in reply to groundless attacks made in
articles recently carried by the Chinese press. And if we
are not doing it now it is only because we do not want to
gladden the foes of the communist n1ovement. W·e hope
that the harm caused by the sharpening polemics ·w ill be
realized, and the interests of the unity of the socialist
system and the international communist movement will
be placed above all else. Therefore we suggest a n1eeting
to you, not in order to aggravate the dispute but in order
to reach a mutual understanding on major problems that
have arisen in the international communist movement.
We know that s uch a meeting is being looked forward
to by our friends in all the countries of the world, and that
they pin great hopes on it. It depends on us, on our will
and reason, whether results gladdening to our friends and
upsetting to the enemies of communism will be achieved
at the meeting. This will be our common contribution to
the cause of the struggle for the liberation of all oppressed people, for the victory of peace and socialism
on earth, for the triumph of the great revolutionary
doctrine of Marxism-Leninism.
With communist gre etings,
The Cenh·al Committee of _the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union
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by OBSERVER
Following is a tTanslation o.f Observe1·'s com·menta-ry
in " Ren1nin Ribao" (June 15). Subheads are O'UTS.- Ed.
Yugoslav modern revisionist group has recently
T HEunleashed
another furious attack on the Communist
Party of China.
At the Fifth Plenum of the Central Committee of the
League of Communists of Yugoslavia held on May 18,
Tito took the lead in rai.sing a clamour against China.
Since then, the chiefs of this renegade group, both big
and small, have con1e out one after another to direct a
barrage of the vilest slanders against the Communist Party
of China and the Chinese people.
Em.ploying the clun1sy trick of calling black white and
descending to wild and hysterical abuse, the Tito group
attacked the Communist Party of China, using such epithets as "warlike," " cold war forces," "dog1natic,''
"Trotskyist" and "nationalist," and accused it of engaging
in "factional activities" and "interfering in the internal
affairs of other Parties and countries," and committing
at hom.e errors of 'Himalayan proportions'' and so on and
so forth.
They also resorted to shameless slander in attacking
the Labour Party of Albania and other Communist and
vVorkers' Parties which have steadfastly upheld MarxismLeninism.
The Tito group's attacks and slanders are no novelty;
they are pickings from the junk peddled by the imperialists and other revisionists. They can do no harm to the
Communist Party of China. On the contrary, they only
show that the C.P.C. is a great, glorious and correct Party,
a Party which finnly upholds the revolutionary line and
policy ®f M.a rxism-Leninism. If these renegades to
Marxism·-Leninis1n, instead of attacking and cursing us,
should sing our praises and cmnmend us for being correct,
then what would be the difference between us and this
clique of renegades? Could anything be more dishonouring
to us than this? ·

To Squeeze Into the World Communist Movement
What warrants attention is that in its latest attacks
on China, the Tito group unblushingly calls itself p. n1ember of the international comn1unist movement. Openly
claiming that it would take a most active part " in
clearing up the disagreements among the Communist Parties," it declared in no uncertain term.s that it was on
"the side of those Communist and working-class Parties
that are struggling to get rid of dogmatism. and Stalinist
methods . . . . "
J'UrM~
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In other words, the Titoites, renegades to lVIarxismLeninisln, a detachment of U.S. in1perialis1n and the
vicious enemy of the international proletariat and the
revolutionary peoples, are now openly trying to penetrate
the ranks of the international communist movement to
sabotage it in every way possible.
Such activities of the Tito group are no accident
The Chinese Cmnrnunist Party, together with {)ther
fraternal Parties which uphold Marxisln-Leninjsm, and
together with all those who stand firm for revolution, has
been waging a resolute struggle against modern revisionism- the adverse · current which runs counter to
Marxism-Leninism and to the 1957 Moscow Declaration
and the 1960 Moscow Statement and undermines the
solidarity of the international com1nunist movem.ent.
This struggle of great historic significance has fur ther exposed the vicious role of modern revisionism in serving
imperialism, defended Marxism-Leninism and upheld the
revolutionary principles of the 1957 Declaration and the
1960 Statement and raised the revolutionary morale of
the peoples.
Aware that the development of this struggle is highly
· favourable to the revolutionary struggles of the peoples
throughout the world and unfavourable to their own
sordid undertakings, the ilnperialists, the reactionaries of
all countries and the modern revisionists are panicstricken. They have ganged up together in an attempt
to check the irresistible onward sweep of 1\/IarxismLeninism. It is precisely under these circumstances that
the Tito group is trying to worm its way into the ranks
of the international communist movement and act as the
vanguard in the campaign to get rid of so-called "dogmatisn1 and Stalinist methods. "

Doing What Imperialism Can't Do
The Tito group is acting in this w ay in the first place
to 1neet the needs of U.S. imperialism.
The U.S. Secretary of State, Dean Rusk, it may be
recalled, visited Yugoslavia early last n1onth. The
newspaper of the Tito group, BoTba, wrote on May 6 that
the outcome of the talks between Rusk and the Tito group
"will becon1e concrete policies to serve the more enduring
and true interests of the United States and Yugoslavia."
It was not long after Rusk's talks with the Tito group
that the latter unleashed its furious attack on China.
What does U.S. imperialism want the Tito group to
do to serve its "true interests''?
An article in the April 1963 issue of the U.S. quartel'ly, Foreign AffaiT.s, says that the "opportunity" of th~:!
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United St&J_tes lies in "the communist schism." It points
out that the Tito group's gestures of friendship for certain
socialist countries are far less important than the disruptive character of its return to the communist con1munity.
In its editorial on April 23 the Washington Post
wrote, "in an important sense, Yugoslavia is of more
value to the West when it is closer to the Soviets."
Tito's anti- China speech delivered on May 18 was
pron1ptly applauded by U.S. imperialism_. The Washington
Evening StaT carried on May 19 and 20 an article which
said: "Yugoslavia, by any standard of n1ea.surement,
emerges as a net asset to the West.'' It added that "all
this [what the Tito g.roup stands for ] of course, is quite
inson1patible with the whole basis for the Chinese doctrine
and :r>olicy," and that the United States ~expected that "in
the historical development of comn1unism throughout the
world , Yugoslavia [meaning the Tito group's revisionism]
may well exert the greater influence."
From the cmnments of these mouthpieces of U.S. imperiali.sn1, one can clem~ly see that the Tito group is acting
as a special detachment serving the policy of imperialism
to uncleriT?-ine the international comtnunist move1nent.

Saying V\ihat Other Renegades Dare Not Say
One also sees that in doing so, the Tito group is not
meeting the needs of imperialism alone.
Lately certain people in the ranks of the international
communist nwvement have openly discarded the agreed
conclusion on Yugoslav revisionis1n put down in the 1960
Moscow Staten1ent. They display great zeal in prettifying
the Tito group and in reversing the verdict passed on it
with a view to insinuating it into the ranks of the international communist movement. This has provided an
opening for the Tito group and encouraged it to become
more and more truculent.
In his speech at the Fifth Plenum of the Central
Committee of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia,
Tito not only franticqlly assailed the 1960 Statement, but
even tried to write off altogether its condemnation of
Yugoslav revisionism. He declared: "I also had in mind
the recent past, the decisions made by the 81 Parties at
the Moscow consultations in_ 1960, in connection with
Yugoslavia which did not correspond to the fact and
therefore, naturally, could not have been principled
either. That is now a thing of the past, and we communists must look to- the present and the future . Because
of this past, one should not go on harbouring distrust, let
us say, towards the Soviet Union and other socialist countries and Parties. What the relationship towards us no-w,
and what attitude these Parties have towards the most
important international problems, is what should be kept
in view."
At the same ti1ne, the Tito group has made it clear
that their "obligation'' is to launch vile attacks on the
Cmnmunist Party of China and undermine the international cmnmunist n1ovement. " Our recent visit to the
Soviet Union," Tito said, "is closely linked up with our
obligation to take an active part in clearing up differences
and deforn1ations properly in the socialist and workingclass n1ovement.''
It is not difficult to see that the Tito group is so anxious to worm its way into the ranks of the international
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:ommunist movement becau~e it ~ar:ts- to perpetrate what
1s beyond the power of the 1n1penahsts to perpetrate and
to say what the other renegades to Ma~xism-Leninisrn and
to the 1960 Statement dare not say pla1nly. In concentrating their attacks on the Cmnmunist Party of China, Which
they describe as "the rallying point for dogmatic forces,,
the Titoites are in fact putting up an anti-Marxist-Lenin~t
banner to divide the international con'lmunist movement.
After all a renegade is a renegade. Tito's speech has
thrown additional light on his true renegade features.

Explicit Conclusions
The 1960 Statement long ago drew the following e :plicit conclusions:
The Yugoslav revisionists "betray Marxism-Leninism";
The Yugoslav revisionists "carry on subversive work
against the socialist carnp and the world communist mov 0 _
ment" ; and
The Yugoslav revisionists "engage in activities which
prejudice the unity of all the peace-loving forces and
aountries."
Now the question to be faced squarely is:
On the one side is the Tito group which persists in
its revisionist programme and which is making intensified
effoets to undermine the socialist camp and the international comn1unist movement; and on the other side are
the Marxist-Leninist parties which uphold the principled
positions of the 1960 Statement, stand firm against
Yugoslav revisionisn1 and safeguard the unity of the
socialist camp and of the international communist movement.

Which Side to Take?
Which side then should one take?
Should cine .stand on the side of the ·T ito group,
wallow in the mire with these renegades to MarxismLeninism and scrap the correct conclusions of the 1960
S ta ten1en t?
Or should o-ne stand on the side of the MarxistLeninist parties, uphold the principled positions of the 1960
Statement and wage a resolute struggle against the
renegade Tito group?
Marxism-Leninisn1 and modern revisionism are
irreconcilable. In order to defend the purity of MarxismLeninisn1, to safeguard the unity of the socialist ca1np and
of the international communist rnovement and to promote
further the cause of socialisn'l and the revolutionary
struggle of the peoples, Communists of all countries have
the sacred duty of con1pletely exposing the attenipt of ihe
Tito group to worn1 its way into the international comn'lunist movement., of resolutely opposing the attempt to
insinuate the renegade Tito group into the ranks of this
moven1ent, and of smashing the schen1es of imperialism
the reactionari-es of all countries and n'lodern revisionism.
As in the past, the Chinese Conimunists will always
stand together with the Marxist-Leninists of all countries
to hold high the invincible banner of Marxism-Leninism,
firmly uphold the revolutionary principles of the 1957
Declaration and the 1960 Statement and wage a resolute
struggle against modern revisionism.
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Following is an abTidged tTanslation of the '' Renmin
Ribao" editorial of June 16. Subheads aTe ouTs.- Ed.
in Laos has been wrecked and the country is
PEACE
faced with the grave threat of a renewal of an all-out
civtl war. It is possible that the Laotian National Union
Government will be throttled and the Geneva agreements
on the Laotian question completely scrapped by U.S. imperialisln. This grave situation calls for the close attention of all peace-loving countries and people throughout
the world.
U.S. imperialist aggression and intervention in Laos
are being caiT'ied out in the name of the Laotian National
Union Government. It is quite obvious that this is an
utterly sinister and vicious tactic of sowing dissension.
Everybody knows that the Laotian National Union Governm.ent is composed of the three political forces in Laos.
The Plain of Jars· agreement reached among the three
Laotian Princes specifically p1·ovided for the principle
of tripartite unanimity in handling important questions
of state. This principle is the ba:Sis of the existence and
operation of the Laotian National Union Government as
well as the basis of the Geneva agreem.e nts. In disregard
of the repeated protests of the Neo Lao Haksat, a party to
the Laotian National Union Government, U.S. imperialism,
in the name of that government, has supplied arms and
war materials to the reactionary elements in Kong Le's
forces and the Savannakhet group's troops which have
invaded the Plain of Jars. This is utterly illegal and contrary to the agreement reached among the three Princes
and the Geneva agreements.
The present
state of paralysis in which the Laotian National Union Governn1ent finds itself and the
division of Laos are the very outcom~ of the
gross violation by U.S. imperialism of th~
principle of tripartite unanimity.

amity which reflects the aspirations of the Laotian
people. By trying in a thousand and one ways to induce
and coerce Princ-e Phouma to renounce this political line
which correspemds to Laotian national interests and the
people's aspirations, U.S. imperialism. is attempting to
reduce the neutralists led by Prince Phouma to a s1nall
faction subordinated to the Savannakhet group, alienate
them from the broad masses of the people in Laos and
deprive them of the role which they should play in Laotian
p>ol.itical life.
Numerous historical facts have proved that no politician who depends upon U.S. arms to slaughter his own
people can maintain any independent political line. Nor
has there ever h€len any country under the control of
tT.S. imperialism which can preserve its status of peace
and neutrality and its genuine independence and
sovereignty.
Laotian history abounds in instances in
which U.S. imperialism and its lackeys subverted the
Laotian Government and usurped the fruits of the Laotian people's . struggle. Aren't they good lessons for
Laotian politicians?
The Laotian people are entirely able to settle their
internal questions by themselves. The most urgent internal question of Laos at present is to defend Lhe National
Union Government and restore and strengthen national
unity. It is our belief that so long as Premier Phouma
strictly follows the principle of tripartite unanimity, it
will be possible to get rid of foreign intervention, settle
step by step the internal disputes through tripartite con-

U.S. Plot to Reduce the Neutralists' Role
Furthermore, this scheme of the United
States is particularly pernicious because it 1s
designed to nullify step by step the role of
the Laotian neutralists headed by Prince
Phouma in the political life of the country,
to isolate and thwart the Neo Lao Haksat
and to wreck the peace, neutrality, independence and sovereignty of Laos. The peace,
neutrality and territorial integrity and
sovereignty of Laos are the result of protracted struggles of the Laotian people. The
role played by the Laotian neutralists headed
by Prince Phouma in the Laotian political
life is due to their pursuance of the
policy · of peac@, neutrality and national
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Pulling His Chestnuts Out of ihe Fire

CaTtoon by M ·i Ku

35

sultation, maintain unity and co~operation and work for
the common interes ts of the s tate and the nation.

New Delhi~ CafsQPaw· of U.S. Imperialism
In the face of the present serious Laotian situation,
one cannot but express indignation at the actions of the
Indian and Canadian repres entatives on the International
Commission in Laos. Instead of exposing the illegal activ-:ities of U.!.:>. imperialism and its lackeys in Laos, they
have) disregarding the opposition of the Polish representative and in the name of the International Conm1ission,
repeatedly submitted reports t o the co-chairmen of the
Geneva Conference, which are deliberate distortions of
the present situation in Laos and they have even groundlessly slandered and vilified the Democratic Republic of
Viet Nam and the People's Republic of China. Behind
the back of the Polish representative, they one-sidedly sent
out a permanent group to the Plain of Jars to aid and abet
the U.S. plot of using the International Commission to
expand its intervention and aggression in Laos. By serving thus as cat's-paw, the Indian and Canadian representatives have exp osed the1nselves as willing tools of U.S.
imperialism in its aggression and intervention in Laos.
U.S. government officials and propaganda agencies
have recently time and again praised the Indian representative on the Interna tional Commission in Laos, thereby
bringing fully to light their secret collaboration. The
Polish Press Agency was authorized on May 28 to m.ake
a statement on the Laotian question, which pointed out
that the present tension in Laos was the result of the
series of activities violating the Geneva agreements taken
by the Laotian Rightists and their Western masters. The
statement also denounced the illegal activities of the Ind ian a nd Canadian r e pres entatives on the International
Commission in Laos and solemnly af£inned the Polish
stand of resolutely defending the Geneva agreements.
We support Poland's correct attitude.

The Co-Chairmen's Duties
At a time when the Geneva agreements are being
brutally infringed, people have every reason to pin hopes
on the co-chairmen of the Geneva Conference. To defend the Geneva agree1nents and relax Laotian tension,
the co-chairrnen should have discharged their duties. The
United States ought to be denounced for its violations of
the Geneva agreen1en ts by shipping arms to the reactionary Laotian troops and instigating the Savannakhet clique
to invade the Plain of Jars area and to provoke military
conflicts. The flagrantly partial and irresponsible attitude of the Indian and Canadian representatives on the
International Commission in Laos ought to be corrected.
We hope that the co-chairn1en will distinguish the right
from the wrong and take effective measures to curb U.S .
in1perialist aggression and intervention in Laos.
It is a matter of course that U.S. imperialist aggression and intervention have been finnly opposed by the
Laotian people and by all countries abiding by the Geneva
agreements and cherishing; peace. H owever, U.S . imperialism has gone so far as · to app-eal to somebody "to
use his restraining influence" to soften up the Laotian
people, " bring pressur e" to bear on China, the Democratic
Republic of Viet Nam a nd Poland and curb the syrnpathy
ai1d support of the various peoples for the Laotian people's
patriotic and just struggle. These hopes of U.S . .imperial-
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ism a r e doomed to failure. Ever ybody knows that the
L-aotian question mainly consists in how to check U.S. imperialist aggression and intervention in Laos. Any scheme
to confuse this point and to bem.unb the will of the Laotian
people and the people of other countries to fight against
U.S. imperialisn1 will be of no avail.
The determination of the Laotian people to uphold
their country's independence, sovereignty, peace and
neutrality is unshakable. The Laotian people have a long
tradition of resisting foreign aggress.o rs and have fought
heroically against U .S. in1perialism. Today the patriotic
Laotian forces have grown up and are holding the destiny
of Laos firmly in their own hands. No foreign intervention can prevent Laos from following the historic path of
independence, peace and neutrality, nor can it s ubject the
Laotian nation once again to oppression and enslavement.
U.S. imperialisn1 will never be able to realize its wild
ambition of turning Laos into its colony and military base.
China is a signatory to the Geneva agreemen ts and a
close neighbour of Laos. Our position of upholding the
Geneva agreements and supporting the Laotian people's
patriotic just struggle will never change. China will never
interfere in the domestic affairs of Laos, nor w ill it look
on idly while others violate the Geneva agree1r1ents, interfere in Laotian internal affairs and threaten China's
security. We would like to advise U.S. imper ialisn1 not
to underestimate the Laotian people's will and strength in
safeguarding their national indep~ndence, peace and neutrality and not to underestimate the determination of the
signatories of the Geneva agreements to uphold this solemn
international document. U.S. imperialism and its lackeys
will have to pay dearly if they ignore this advice.
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independent courytries not to " blame
others for their ills" and declared that
"the conscience of America is clean"
on the r acial issue!

FIG!-/TJNG IN LAOS

The Laotian patriotic forces have
r emained firm in their stand for an
independent, neutr al and peaceful Laos.
The Worsen ing Situation
Th ey h ave fo u ght b ack ln self- defen ce.
U.S. intervention and aggr ession in At the same tim·e, P r ince SouphanouLaos has become still mor e brazen.
vong, Chairman of the N eo Lao HakOn Washington's orders, Savannakhet
sat, has repeatedly called for negotroops and the reactionaries in Kong
tiations with Prince Souvanna Phoum.a
Le's forces have jointly launched n1asand also representatives of the Savansive attacks in the Xieng K houang- · nakhet group. He has writt-en to the
Plain of Jars area. They seek to
co-chairmen of the Geneva Conference
destroy the forces of the N eo Lao
den1anding that the United States stop
Haksat an d the progressive neutralists.
its unilateral supply of arms to the
So far , they have occupied Fa Dong,
Savannakhet forces and n1ake them
Ban Pha, Tha Thorn, MuoJ1g Ngam and
withdraw fron1 areas controlled by the
Thavieng.
Neo Lao ·Haksat and the neutralists.
He
has also refuted Prince PhoLm1a's
The U.S. State Departm.ent has
stat,
e
m.ent of June 6 trying to cover
openly ad1nitted t hat it is supplying
up
Washington's
crime of openly inarn1s and ammunition to the Savantroducing
arms
to
the Plain of Jars.
nakhet troops and Kong Le's forces in
th e Plain of Jars. Actu ally, in addiThe Laotian patriotic forces intend
tion to this violation of the Geneva
to uphold the Geneva agreements and
agr eements, Washington has airlifted
a governn1ent of national union.
mor e than 6,000 Savannakhet troops
They will not bow to ~ither U.S. pres(12 battalions) to the Xieng Khouangsure or force of arms.
Plain of Jars area. Furthermore, U.S.
aircraft have made numerous reconINDIA
naissance flights over the liberated
areas. Air An1erica (a paramilitary
The Tarn ished Image
outfit) has airdropped arms and supWhat ilnage does India project bepli.e s to Savannakhet bandits scatter-em
fore
the wor ld? Nehru £ays and inthroughout Laos.
sists that it is a "non-aligned state
In co-ordination with these military
living on friendly ter ms w ith all counattacks, Indian and Canadian repretries." The peoples of Asia, however,
sentatives on the International Conar·e not convinced. New Delhi's words
trol Commission recently submitted to
and deeds, they feel , show that moving
the co-chairmen of the Geneva Conever closer to Washington the Indian
ference three more reports distorting
rulers have turned their b acks on the
t he true situation in Laos. Ignoring
Asian-African community.
the opposition of the Polish repreHeactions to the r eeent visit of
sentative, they have tried to slander
President
Radhakrishnan to the United
the Neo Lao Haksat and absolve WashStates
are
illuminating . As India's
ington of its crimes. They even spread
head
of
state,
he has practically comrumours of Chinese tr oops in northern
mitted
his
country
to an anti- China
Laos , using this lie as a pnetex t to
alliance
with
·the
U.S.
The Kennedydemand inspection there.
Radhakrishnan
joint
con1n1unique
Against the background of these states: "The two countries share a
mutual defensive concern to thwart
interventionist moves, Washington is
staging the biggest ever SEATO lnilithe designs of Chinese aggr-ession
t ary ex ercise in Thailand. Over 25,000
against the sub-continent" and "India
n1en , including 10,000 U.S. troops, are
could count on the warr11 syrn pathy
manoeuvring in northeast Thailand
and e ffedive assistance of the United
and n1aking it clear that Laos is their
States . in its develop1nent and de~arget. No doubt, this is both a show
fence. " Also, while in the U.S. ,
Radh akrishnan, currying favour w ith
o{ force aimed at intimidat ing the
Laotian patriotic forcf s and a full- . his new-found masters, w ent 'out of
his way to attack nations "for clinging
dress rehear sal for U.S. -interv€ntion
to nationalisn1." He advised the newly
rn Laos on a still bigger scale.
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Such a sellout could not but alarm ·
just-minded Asians. Com.1nenting on
the
K-ennedy-Radhakrishnan
joint
com.n1Lmique, n1any pape.ts stressed
that .India was no longer non-aligned.
The Depeche du Cambodge cmn1nented
that New Delhi might look upon U.S.
aid as a "gods,e nd" but in fact it had
r·eceived the handout at the price of
a political about-face and shift to the
Right; this, it said, had caused India
loss of prestige in the international
arena. Another Can1bodian paper La
Ve'rite reported that Prince Sihanouk
felt that India is no longer non-aligned.
BintarJ,g TimuT qf Indonesia declared
that "for years India had pretended it
was a neutral country without bias
and favour. Now its true face is exposed. " And th@ Pakistan Dawn
stated that India, because of its open
alignment with the United St6ltes, "has
become so friendless and suspect in the
eyes of the peoples of the region that
not all the Western arms, not all the
Kennedy men, can 1 lild up Nehru as
the leader of Asia · Even the Japanese Kyodo News Agency reported
that "the way India fawns on the U.S.
and Britain, particularly the U .S ., is
shocking."
Nehru himself recognizes India's
increasing
isolation
from
AsianAfrican countries. That was the reason fo r calling the recent New Delhi
conference of heads of Indian diplom,atic m1sswns in Southeast Asia
wher e the question of India's "r·e al
image" was brought up. Deeds speak
louder than eloquence. It is extremely difficult for Nehru to r1ecover India's lost reputation in the face of
New Delhi's abject surrender to U.S .
ilnperialism.

CLAWS AND TENTACLES
Wall Street at Work
The Congo: It's now aln1ost three
years since the Congo became independent. That independence was
short-lived because U.S. imperialism,
using the signboard of the United
Nations, stepped in to help "restore
the country's ~tability and order." As
it turned out, the new frontiersme\1
in Washington proved to be even
more cunning and cynical than the
old- time colonialists in
Brussels,
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London and Paris. Congolese national
hero Patrice Lumumba was foully
murdered; his successor Gizenga was
jailed. The rising national-independence n1ovement was nipped in the
bud. And, in a most unceren1onious
fashion, Belgiun1 and the other old
colonialists are being kicked out.
Apropos this ousting of its rivals by
Wall Street, a recent article in the
French paper La TTibune des Nations
reported that the U.S. has now replaced Belgium as the Congo's ((principal supplier." In 1962 the ((amount
of U.S. sales increased to 68 1nilliom
dollars, or three times that of 196 1."
Noting that the rush of U .S . exports
to the Congo (from 1notor cars to
works of art, from foodstuf~fs to
textiles) had damaged Belgium's traditional position, the article remarked
that Washington had relied on its
((political control" in the Congo to
udevelop a commercial offensive."
((By means of loans with conditions
attached, it [Washington] was able to
use for its own enterprises the sum
of 76 n1illion dollars which the [U.S.]
Agency for International Developn1ent
had earmarked - n· spending on the
Congo economy.

Malaysia Federation: While the
fate of this colonialist scheme is still
uncertain , Washington is already
showing an unseemly interest in the
projected federation. Big business is
busy infiltrating into the area, particularly ~al._.ya and Singapore.
Early this month, the U.S . Mobil Oil
Company signed an agreement -vvith
the Singapore authorities to construct
an oil refinery in J urong. It will also
build two oil depots along the west
coast of Malaya. The U .S .-controlled
World Bank too has been very active .
It has granted Singapore a loan of 45
million straits dollars to construct
power stations and is considering
another 50-n1illion-dollar grant for the
expansion .· ·of the island s running
water facilities.
A
Worid
Bank
economic mission has been touring
Malaya , Singapore and North Kaliniaritan and the ]Jartk is considering
a loan to Mal~ya. The Chase National
Bank earliet gave the Malaya~1 Government a short-term loan of 15 n1illinn
dollars when Vice-Pren1ier Razak
visited Washington last May .
The. U.S. press now openly tall5-s
.about' the ((new opportunit~~s open(;;d
to American investors and exporters"
by the projected Malaysia Federation.
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What has happened in the Congo
should serve as a warning to the people in the area and the old colonialists too.

BRITISH GUIANA
Imperialism and Riots

Sinister forces are manoeu vr.ing in
this South American country next
door to Brazi~ and Venezuela.
To
prevent the people from achieving full
independence and carrying out social
reforms, the U.S. and British imperialists have incited l®cal reaction
to provoke serious social disturbances
and thus provide a pretext for the
disn1issal of the popularly elected government of Dr. Chedd.i J agan (thrice
voted in as Prime Minister in 1953,
1_957 and 1961) .
A strike, called by the reactionary
Trade Union Congress, has dragged on

since April. 3 treet riots, patronized
by the san1e group have broken out
again and again in Georgetown, the
capital. More than 50 persons were
injured in a racial clash between the
eountry's two main peoples, Negroes
and East Indians.
In the face of these anti- government
activities, a big popular demonstration
was organized in _Georgetown on June
10. With more than 15,000 citizens
taking part, it lent powerful support
to the Jagan government and was a
clear protest against the in1perialistinstigated disorders.
Earlier, Dr.
Jagan had inforn1ed the legislative
assembly that certain groups supported
by imperialism were seeking to overthrow the g~vernment by force. He
disclosed that a document labelled
"Plan 13" had been seized from the
opposition showing that its members
were receiving military training.

Diplomat With His Kid Gloves Off
When U.S. Ambassador Edwin Reischauer
speaks to Japanese audiences, he is usually all
smiles and sweetness. But early this month
when he was met by angry Nagano demonstrators who shouted '(No U.S . nuclear submarin€ls
in Japanese ports" and '(Reischauer go home,"
the Ambassador forgot himself. Out came some
shocking words. His country he shouted to
the cro-vvd , v,ras at liberty to send its nuclear
submarines to Japan beca1,1se they belonged to
the U.S. 7th Fleet, and the U.S. 7th Fleet enjoyed free entry to Japan according to the San
Francisco Peace Treaty. The U.S ., he said had anyway paid clearly for the
bases it set up in Japan .. . .
The Ambassador surely already regrets having exposed himself and will
become all smiles again. But the Japanese people vvill know hmv much these
are worth.

Premier Style Setter
No one talks any more of "Super-Mac." Because of the
Profumo scandal? The Blue Streak and Skybolt fiascos?
The Common Market blackballing by de Gaulle? The defence
policy in disarray? The sagging economy? Growing W1ernNow the
ployment? ... Well, it i.s all these and more.
British tailoring industry accus~s him -of threatening their .
business by telling an interviewer: '(I always \vear the same
suit. When it '"'ears out, r' tell my tailor to send another of 'the same kind. " Me1'chant Tailor, mouthpiece of the trade
deplores the fact that the "'top people' ate some of the worstdressed members of our community." Giting Macmillan's sloppy dressing as
reflecting the deteriorating habits of the. British upper class, it notes that the
publishing tycoon Prime Minister in his role of a good House of Common's
man has even been known to wear patched pants. It is clear that the rot is
n'ow eating away at the very seat or' power.
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The U.S. and British papers have
This, of course, ·is not Lhe first time
carl'itSd ' m an y v icious attaclrs against
that the Jagan government ha s been
Dr. Jagan. They 1nalce no secret · of .· un~er direct attack from imperialism.
the fact that · both Washington and
Pressed by popular demand, the
London have a hand in the disturb"..:· British · colonial authorities were comances . The London Ti?nes reported
pelled to proclaim in 1961 a new conon June 8 that the British Trade . stitution providing for Guiana's inUnion Congress and the American . ternal self-government and promising
independence within the Comrnontrade unions are siding with the
British Guiana Trade Union Congress,"
wealth by 1963. Ever since they have
urging it to take a tough stand against
been working to bring about conthe Jagan gov1e rnm.ent. The Daily
ditions that will enable them to renege
on their promise. Meanwhile, U.S.
Telegraph remarked t hreateningly that
imperialism
seeks to turn the country
'·if grave disorders should break out,
the Governor might have no alternainto a U.S. base and colony. Because
tive but to suspend the constitution
Jagan refused to kowtow to the U.S.,
and revert to direct rule, as in 1953."
Washington has not only plotted with

serious waTnings against such provocations.
Premier Chou En-lai had a cm·dial
talk with three Bolivian guests on June
4. They are Dol:!tor of Law Lamon Oliden
Oltuno, Member of the Bolivian Chamber
of Deputies, Chairman of the Chamber's
Constitutional,
Justice
and
Judicial
A<!lministl'ati·o n Committee and member
of the
Chamber's
Foreign
Affairs
Committee; Alfredo Aquirre Bellido,
Member of the Bolivian Chamber of
Deputies; and Antonio Antezana Rodriguez, permanent secretary of the C.O.B.
Trade Union Federation.
The same
afternoon,
the China-Latin
America
Friendship Association gave a farewell
reception in their honour.
On May 30, between 12:20 hours and
12:35 hours, a U.S. military plane intruded into China's territ_orial air over
the area of Yunghsing Island and Tung
Island of the Hsisha Islands in Kwangtung Province.
On June 4, between 02:21 hours and
07:47 hours, a U.S. war-ship intrudEtd into
China's territorial waters in the area
east of the Paichuan Islands of Fulden
Province. Between 10:50 hours and 15:55
hours on the same day, another U.S.
warship intruded into China,s territorial
waters in the area of Tung Island and
Yunghsing Island of the Hsisha Island5
of Kwangtung Province.
On June 11, between 12 :29 hours and
12:16 hours , a U.S. military plane intruded
into China's territorial air over the area
of Yunghsing, Pei, Shu and Tung Island s
in the H sisha Isla nds in Kwangtung
Province.
The Chinese Foreign Ministry spokes- .
man has issued the 245t h, 246th and 247th
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Premier Chou En-lai on June 4 cabled
Pakistan President Ayub Khan expressing condolences over the cyclone disaster
along the Bay of Bengal in East Pakistan.
The Chinese Red Cross Society will
donate 30,000 Chinese yuan .for the relief
of victims.
The Danish Ambassador to China,
Anker Svart, and his wife gave a reception on June 5 to celebrate Denm<uk's
Constitution Day. Vice-Premier Chen Yi
and his wife attended the reGepti<::Jn.
Lennart Petri, Swedish Ambassador to
China, gave a reception on June 6 to
celebrate Sweden's National Flag Day.
Vice-Premier Chen Yi and other government officials attended the reception.
An Indian aircraft intruded into the
air space over the Tibet region of China
on June 6 at 12:42 hours. It reconnoitred
over Rudok, Shanho, Toma and Pangong
Lake and vicini ties and flew off north
of Pangong Lake at 13:12 ·hours. It
penetrated more than 130 kilometres into
Chinese territory.
Premier Chou En-lai on Jun@ 7 received
and had a cordial talk with Kamwithi
Munyi, secretary for foi:eign relations of
the Kenya African National Union, and
Ibrahim Suliman Khreishi of Jordan ·w ho
are visiting China after attending the
recent Asian-African Journalists' Conference i.p Djakarta.
The. 1963 executive plan for implementation o£ the cultural co-operation
agreement between the Chinese and
G.D.R. Governments was signed in Peking on June 7.

London to put off the date for R1·itish
Guiana 's independence, but actually
financed the rioters there in February
last year, equipping them. with arms
and radio coffilnunications equipment.
Back in 1961 , during a n1.uch
publicized interview with Adzhubei;
editor of Izvestia) Kennedy singled out
U.S. relations with the Jagan government as an example of his Administration's respect fm~ the right of other
peoples to choose their own governments by popular elections . It is now
clear that in the· dictionary of th e
U.S. imperialists, ccrespect" means
sabotage and subversion .

T .W .- Garvey, British Charge d 'Affaires
to China, gave a recept ion on June 8 to
celebrate the lt>irthday of Her Majes ty
~ueen Elizabeth H.
Kuo Mo-jo, ViceChairman of the Standing Committee of
the National People's Congress, and his
wife, and other government officials
attended the reception .
The 1963 executive plan for implementation of the scientific co-operation agreement between China and Korea was
signed in Pyongyang on June 10 between
the Academies of Sciences o£ the tw o
countries.
Vice-Premier Chen Yi on June 11 received
student
representatives from
Africa and Latin America and had a
cordial talk with them. They are Memadou of Black Africa; Perez of Martinique ;
Antonio Lockward Artiles of the Dominican Republic, Rakotovelo_ of Malgache
and Pedro of Guadeloupe. The day before,
more than 1,000 Peking students held a
rally in Tsinghua University to welcome
them.
The Charge d 'Affaires ad interim. of
the Nepalese Embassy in China, U.B.
Basnyat, gave a reception on June 11 in
celebration of the 44th birthday of His
Majesty King Mahendra Bir Bickram.
Shah Deva. Vice-Chairman Tung Pi-wu
and Vice-Premier Chen Yi were among
those pt esent.
A five-membe1, delegation o£ th e
Foreign Languages Press of China led
by its dil·ect or Lo Chun arrived in Tokyo
on June 14 at the invitation of the
Japan-China Friendship Association to
attend the tenth anniversary celebrations
of the Japanese edition of the monthly
People's China.
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