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Preface

For some years now even the casual reader of Ameri-
can news media has been made aware of the increasing
difficulties encountered by the members of the Socialist
camp in preserving a meaningful degree of unity. The-
oretical arguments about the definition of peaceful coex-
istence, the inevitability and consequences of war, the
nature of the transition from a capitalistic society to So-
cialism, the content and scope of proletarian internation-
alism, have produced not only acrimonious debates, polit-
ical and economic sanctions, but the exclusion—voluntary
or involuntary—of two Communist-led states from the
Socialist bloc.

This volume was prepared to shed some light, through
the use of primary documents, on this controversy for
the period from the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U. in
February, 1956, to the 22nd Congress in October, 1961.
Within this time span of nearly six years, experimentation
with formulae designed to preserve the desired degree of
bloc unity included at one extreme the encouragement
of a considerable degree of national diversity and at the
other the application of military force to prevent disunity.

The project was originally undertaken at the suggestion
of Professor H. M. Vinacke and resulted in a paper pre-
pared for a Conference on United States Foreign Policy,
sponsored jointly by the Johnson Foundation and the
Department of Political Science at the University of Cin-
cinnati in December, 1960.

I am indebted to Mrs. C. C. Thomas for typing the
manuscript and to my wife Marilyn for providing editorial
assistance and the requisite degree of domestic tranquil]ity.

DieTer DuUx
Cincinnati, Ohio
March, 1963
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INTRODUCTION

I

The basic assumption on which this introduction rests
is that the recent tensions between the Soviet Union,
Yugoslavia, and China can best be understood in terms
of the evolution of Communism from a single-country
base to a polycentered system.

Consequently, it will be argued that the emergence of
Belgrade and Peking as political centers with separate
and sometimes divisive national interests could not but
disturb the monolithic unity of the Communist world.

Nearly all the language of this dispute has suggested
that the issues between the Soviet Union and its lesser
associates concerned questions of ideological differences,
implying that non-ideological issues could safely be by-
passed. This approach finds support and encouragement
in the well known tendency of Communism to depend
upon the Marxist-Leninist system to evaluate events, ac-
tions, and attitudes.

Lenin is the source of countless familiar quotations
stressing the overwhelming importance of ideological
unity based on Marxist theory as the precondition for the
success of the Socialist movement. Stalin, Khrushchev,
Mao, Tito—indeed, all the important members of the
Communist elite—can be cited on the same point with
equal facility. Moreover, it is not only the success of the
revolutionary movement that is dependent on Marxist
revolutionary theory; the personal fortunes and careers
of the leading members of the elite are also deeply in-
fluenced by considerations of ideology.

Molotov had to apologize for having incorrectly evalu-
ated the Socialist stage achicved in the Soviet Union in
1955. “. . . I consider my formula . . . from which the
conclusion can be drawn that only the foundations of a
Socialist society have been built in the Soviet Union, as
theoretically mistaken. . . .1

Marshall Zhukov was demoted in 1957 for having
“violated the Leninist principles of guiding the armed

1
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forces. . . .”2 The anti-party group of Malenkov, Ka-
ganovich and Molotov were expelled from the party be-
cause “. . . they are sectarian and dogmatic and they

use a scholastic inert approach to Marxism-Leninism.” ?

When Mao resigned the chairmanship of the Com-
munist Chinese government in 1958, one explanation
among several given for this step was that he would “. . .
also be enabled to set aside more time for Marxist-Lenin-
ist theoretical work.” 4

Given the preferred position assigned to Marxist theory
within Communist Societies, it is somewhat surprising to
learn that Dialectical Materialism—which “reflects the
Universal Law of the development of nature, society and
human thought” and which “is valid for the past, the
present, and the future”—is said, by reliable sources, to
be subject to creative modification.b

Stalin, quoting Lenin, said that “. . . ‘revolutionary
theory is not a dogma,’ that it ‘undergoes final formula-
tion only when brought in close contact with practice in
the actual . . . revolutionary movement . . . for it
ought to be verified by the data obtained from practice.” ¢

The Yugoslavian League of Communists Program of
1958 was less obtuse in subordinating theory to practice:
“. . . Marxists cannot permit any form or means of
struggle to become a principle or dogma preventing the
application, at a given time and place, of such forms of
political action, as would answer the conditions of the
struggle, life, and concepts of the working class, and the
progressive social forces in general.”

The December 1957 issue of “News Front” attributed
the following statement to Mao Tse-tung: “We must care-
fully select and use materials on the basis of objective
facts, and, under the guidance of the general laws of
Marxism-Leninism reach a correct conclusion after an
analysis of these materials. Such a conclusion is a sci-
entific conclusion, not an empty conclusion. Such an at-
titude is meant to derive the truth from the facts. . . .”

II

During the lifetime of Stalin, “creative Marxism” did
not encounter any particular difficulties, since the evolu-
tion of d9ctrine emanated from a single source. Like all
monistic ‘systems, Marxism-Leninism’s tendency toward
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rigidity set limits to ideological reinterpretation, but so
long as circumstances scemed to require it Stalin ap-
proached the problem of modification with a good deal
of flexibility. Heretical tendencies or deviations were in-
corporated or discouraged. Sometimes the reformulation
of ideology anticipated a desired condition: peaceful
coexistence with Capitalism came to be described as the
definitive relationship of Capitalism and Socialism during
the middle 1920’s; at other times ideology was “enriched”
10 justify political realities ex post facto, as was the case
in Stalin’s “single-country Socialism™ theory.

It is, of course, not implied that Stalin’s creative inter-
pretation of Marxism-Leninism stripped the original
theory of Communism of all content. It is too obvious to
merit cxtensive comment that all modern-day Marxists
believe as firmly as their intellectual antecedents in the
ultimate victory of Socialism over competing ideologies.
The disagreements within the Socialist camp as to whether
this happy event will require a Socialist burying party or
will result from resigned Capitalist self-immolation is an
argument about means and strategy.

Among the basic elements of Marxism that have sur-
vived the Stalinist regime relatively unchanged, two are
of primary importance: the concept of Dictatorship of
the Proletariat, and the Class Struggle.

The retention of the first concept within the ideological
framework of Soviet theory was essential to maintain
and justify in theoretical terms the dominant position of
the Communist party in Soviet society after 1917. It will
be recalled that the original definition of the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat as developed by Marx had read as fol-
lows: “The Proletariat organized as the ruling class.”
Lenin in 1917, prior to the Revolution, suggested a more
suitable definition: “the organization of the advance-
guard of the oppressed as the ruling class.” The Constitu-
tion of 1936 further developed the manipulative pos-
sibilities of the Communist party by assigning it the re-
sponsibility of “the leading core of all organizations of the
working people, Public and Private.” It remained only
for the Party to add to its rules the principle of demo-
cratic centralism to insure unity of policy as well as
ideology.

Similarly, the concept of the class struggle proved a
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device useful to the operation of a totalitarian system.
Applied in a variety of ways, it gave the semblance of
reason to the maintenance of state machinery after the
revolution, sustained the revolutionary fervor of the
population, and helped identify the enemy.

Under Stalin’s rule other constituent parts of Marxism,
such as the nature of subsequent proletarian revolutions
in Capitalist countries and the timing of the transition
from Socialism to Communism in the Sovict Union were
treated with rigidity or flexibility as the exigencies of
Soviet internal or foreign relations seemed to require. The
certainty that all erosions of doctrine could be brought
short by the application of democratic centralism made
ideological flexibility something less than dangerous.

Not only did these rules serve to maintain unity within
the Russian Communist Party, but their observance by
non-Russian Communists was assured at an early date by
the adoption of a resolution at the 1920 Congress of the
Communist International.

Consequently, during the Stalinist period a single cen-
ter guided the whole Communist camp, giving primary
attention to the building of Socialism in a single country
and guiding the non-Russian Communist parties (through
the instrument of the Comintern) in the pursuit of poli-
cies devoted to the same overriding goal. The emergence
of independent centers of Communism after World War
II—such as Yugoslavia and, later, China—produced
profound changes in the relations of Moscow to the newly
established peripheral Communist states. The significance
of these changes entirely escaped Stalin. His world view,
unchanged since the victory over Trotsky, continued to
include an essentially pessimistic attitude about the
chances of Communism to expand beyond the heartland.
The overwhelming strength of the Capitalist states and
their allies would require unflinching devotion on the part
of Communists everywhere to the effort of reconstruct-
ing the central economic base destroyed by the war.
Such expansion of the Communist system as did occur
after 1945 was required to further protect the weak “So-
cialist island” surrounded by a “rough Capitalist sea.”

The integration of these dependent satellites into the
Soviet imperial system proved not particularly difficult
during Stalin’s day. The ease with which Stalin had
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managed the non-Russian Communist parties prior to
1945 made it seem reasonable to apply to the Eastern
European satellites the techniques of control that had
proved effective before. While Stalin’s judgment about
his ability to maneuver the satellites into a position of
total dependence on the Soviet Union proved entirely
correct, his attitude toward Yugoslavia and China helped
lay the ground work for their current quarrel.

The long list of mistaken policies can be reduced to
two. In the first place, it seemed inconceivable to Stalin
that indigenous Communist parties could scize power in
either Yugoslavia or China without the active interven-
tion of the Soviet army. Tito was told during the war,
when he unfolded his plan for the Communist seizure
of the Yugoslavian state machinery, that the time was not
ripe for this, since the bourgeoisie was too strong. The
best advice that Tito received from Stalin was to fight for
Communist party representation in a coalition govern-
ment under a monarchy. Stalin’s assessment of the revolu-
tionary possibilitics in China was no more correct. In
1948 he admitted to the Yugoslav Kardelj: “We have
also made mistakes. For instance, after the war we in-
vited the Chinese comrades to come to Moscow and we
discussed the situation in China. We told them bluntly
that we considered the development of the uprising in
China had no prospect, and that the Chinese comrades
should seek a modus vivendi with Chiang, that they
should join the China government and dissolve their
army.” 7

In the second place, Stalin demonstrated complete
inability to comprehend the emergence of national Com-
munism in Yugoslavia as a way of life requiring new
adjustments of the internal relations of the camp of
Socialism. The evidence is presented by Khrushchev in
his “secret” report to the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U.

“. .. I was invited to visit Stalin who, pointing to the
copy of a letter lately sent to Tito, asked me, ‘Have you
read this?

“Not waiting for my reply he answered, ‘I will shake my
little finger—and there will be no more Tito. He will fall.’

“We have paid dearly for this, shaking of the little finger.
Tito did not fall. Why? The reason was, that, in this case
of disagreement with the Yugoslav comrades, Tito had
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behind him a state and a people who bad gone through
a severe school of fighting for liberty and independence, a
people which gave support 1o its leaders.”

The roots of the Yugoslav-Soviet dispute reach back
at least to the last years of World War II. Though gen-
erally considered a trusted ally by the Soviet Union, Tito
and his associates on many occasions complained about
the lack of Soviet material assistance and at the same
time resisted any large-scale introduction of Soviet mili-
tary elements into Yugoslav home territory. This general
intransigence of Yugoslavia and its stubborn insistence
that the job of liberating Yugoslavia be done “Yugosla-
via’s way” proved irritating but manageable from the
Soviet point of view.

A speech by Marshal Tito in May 1945 destroyed
whatever confidence the Soviet Union may have had
about its ability to manipulate the Yugoslavians into a
position of dependence on the Soviet Union. Tito stated
on that occasion in Ljubljana: “It is said that this is a
just war and we have considered it as such. However,
we seek also a just end; we demand that everyone shall
be master in his own house; we do not want to pay for
others; we do not want to be used as a bribe in interna-
tional bargaining; we do not want to get involved in any
policy of spheres of interest. . . .”

The Russian ambassador promptly criticized the speech,
indicating that his country could not tolerate any further
unfriendly gestures from the Yugoslav Pecoples Front
which, it was charged, did not take instructions in the
Leninist tradition.

It is possible and convenient to divide the post-war
history of Yugoslav-Soviet relations into two distinct time
periods. Both periods ended in the severance of mutual
ties: in 1948 Yugoslavia was expelled from the Comin-
form; in 1958 the accusation of Revisionism separated it
no less completely from the Soviet camp.

Both crises were preceded by a period during which the
Soviet Union attempted to tighten the lines of control
throughout the Socialist world in response to develop-
ments vicwed as threatening the Soviet national interest.
In essence, then, the ultimate cause of conflict may be
said to have arisen from the inability of two sovereign



INTRODUCTION 7

states—sharing a common ideology—to adjust their rela-
tions within a sccurity community in a manner satisfac-
tory to both parties. For the Soviet Union the issue be-
came the preservation of “the leading role” of the
“largest Socialist state”; for Yugoslavia it always re-
mained a question of cnsuring “equality between the big
and the small, between the strong and the weak, between
the developed and the underdeveloped. Only this is So-
cialist equality of pcoples and states.” 8

During the period preceding the crisis of 1948, rela-
tions between the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia dete-
riorated progressively. The conduct of the Red Army
on Yugoslav territory was not that of an ally on friendly
soil. Mistreatment of civilians was common. Of more
serious consequence was the obvious attempt of Soviet
officers to infiltrate and dominate the Yugoslav army. The
disposition of the Trieste problem placed additional
strains on the relations between the two countries. While
Molotov had initially sponsored the Yugoslav position at
the 1946 Foreign Ministers Conference, he soon aban-
doned it and accepted the compromise formula worked
out by France. The Yugoslavian government had no prior
information of this unilateral shift in joint policy and
interpreted it as an indication of Soviet willingness to
sacrifice Yugoslav interests for the sake of improved
relations with the Italian Communists. The deliberate
frustrations by the Soviet Union of other Yugoslav ter-
ritorial aspirations in the Balkan area led to increasing
irritation. But above all, the Soviet sponsored device of
the joint stock company became symptomatic of the
Soviet attitude toward the “weak” and “underdeveloped”
associates in the Socialist Commonwealth. In August
1946, negotiations began between the two countries to
develop a series of joint stock companies which, it was
the hope of Yugoslavia, would help develop an in-
digenous industrial base. According to Dedijer, the Yugo-
slavs soon discovered that the Soviets had little interest
in promoting their country’s industrialization. “What do
you need heavy industry for,” asked the Russian repre-
sentative, “in the Urals we have everything you need.”
Under those circumstances Yugoslavia rejected the pro-
posals.
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However, in February 1947 a new start was made.
Two companies were created: “Justa” for air transport
and “Juspad” for river transportation.

The obvious Yugoslavian disillusionment with the
operation of these two joint stock companies made the
use of the device in other economic areas inadvisable.
Russian recognition of the fact that these mixed com-
panies were not the best means for the regulation of
economic relations between Socialist states came in 1947.
According to Popovic, representatives of the U.S.S.R.
during trade negotiations made the following statement:
“Mixed companies are the appropriate formula for the
cooperation with the dependent, but not with the inde-
pendent and friendly countries.” ® Stalin agreed that a
new start had to be made. He proposed to offer the Yu-
goslavs a credit of $135 million, to be used for the pur-
chase of capital goods from the Soviet Union. Ultimately
Yugoslavia received only $800,000 before the U.S.S.R.
renounced the agreement in 1948.

Stalin’s willingness to abandon the cruder forms of
economic exploitation did not result, however, in an
equally conciliatory attitude in other areas of concern to
Yugoslavia. It is the judgment of the Yugoslavians and
other less biased observers of history that by 1947 Stalin
had decided to prepare for possible military conflict with
the Western powers. With the founding of the Comin-
form in September 1947, the satellite dependencies tost
what little freedom they had to travel their own roads to
Socialism. Consolidation and integration of the camp was
fostered riot only in the economic and military areas, but
in ideological questions as well. While the absorption of
the satellites after 1945 had proceeded under the banner
of People’s Democracies—that is, coalition governments
including all the “progressive elements”—the old formula
was, after 1947, considered inadequate to the new de-
mands of ideological unity. With monotonous unity, one
after the other of the satellites now proclaimed that they
were Dictatorships of the Proletariat on the Soviet model.
By March 1948 Tito’s resistance to the institutional and
ideological recompression of the Soviet bloc seemed to
Stalin to require further Soviet intervention. In the volu-
minous correspondence that passed between Moscow and
Belgrade,during the March-June period, the two coun-
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tries discussed their difficulties with fraternal frankness.
The problems of economic relations, of military ad-
visers, and of the relations of a Socialist statc to the
“unified Socialist front” were discussed and rediscussed.

It is apparent from Yugoslavia’s generally conciliatory
attitude that she did not wish to see a rift about policy
develop into a final breakdown of the solidarity of inter-
national Socialism. But her firm insistence on the right
to develop Socialism in forms “somewhat different” from
the social system in the U.S.S.R. provoked the Soviet
Union into violent retaliatory language. To Yugoslavia’s
sugpestion that its transformation might be of benefit to
the revolutionary development in other countries and
that its principles *“are already being used,” the Soviet
Union responded with base name calling.

An unexpected feature of the dispute was the almost
total absence of the ideological clement. There were
some critical references to Yugoslavia’s use of the Peo-
ple’s Front to unite majority support behind Tito’s gov-
crnment. This merging of the Communist Party with
non-party masses and the semi-legal status of the CPY did
not appear to the Soviets to fulfill the requirements of the
Dictatorship of the Proletariat. The accusation that
Yugoslavia stubbornly refused to see significant the-
oretical differences between the U.S.S.R. and imperialist
states had ideological overtones. But at this time, Tito’s
preference for a neutral position between the two blocs
was not criticized as an abandonment of the traditional
class struggle at the international level. Yugoslavia was
warned, however, that the pursuit of “such a nationalist
line” could only lead to Yugoslavia’s degeneration into
an ordinary bourgeois republic and to its transformation
into a colony of the imperialist countries.

In June 1948 the Cominform expelled Yugoslavia and
called on her people to help consolidate the united So-
cialist front against Imperialism, if need be, by replac-
ing the current leaders of the CPY with a new leadership.

Though the resolution of June 1948 rcpresented os-
tensibly the collective response of the Cominform to
Yugoslavia’s deviation, the frequency with which the dis-
pute was discussed in terms of unresolved issues betwecn
the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia made it evident that
both parties considered it a matter of bilateral relations.
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If doubts remained, the official journal of the Cominform
cleared them up in December 1948, by suggesting: “The
attitude toward the Soviet Union is now the test of devo-
tion to the cause of proletarian internationalism.”

In sharp contrast to this view Tito, in a letter to the
Central Committee of the CPSU, had told his Russian
friends, “No matter how much each of us loves the land
of Socialism, the U.S.S.R., he can, in no case, love his
country less. . . .” The Yugoslavs, looking back on the
1948 crisis from the vantage point of a later date, showed
considerable agreement about its cause: it was essentially
the unresolved problem of the relations of Socialist
countries to the Soviet Union that had produced the con-
flict.

Tito told his colleagues on the Central Committee of
the CPY in 1948 “. . . remember that this isnot . . . a
question of errors committed by the CP of Yugoslavia.
. . . The point here, first and foremost, is the relations
between one state and another. It seems to me that they
are using ideological questions in order to justify their
pressure on us, on our state.” 1 With the passing of
Stalinism, new Soviet attempts were made to bring Yu-
goslavia back into the Socialist fold. An abject apology
for past mistakes proffered by Khrushchev at Belgrade
airport in 1955 made possible the Belgrade declaration
and initiated a new period of good feeling. The 20th
Congress of the CPUSSR, a year later, in accepting Yupo-
slavia’s path as one of the four approved roads to So-
cialism, confirmed officially the correctness of Yugosla-
via's original position.

However, the events in Hungary and Poland in the fall
of the same year required a tightening of the ideological
and political positions of the Socialist bloc. The new
strictures on independent policies imposed by the Moscow
Unity Declaration of 1957 provoked Yugoslavia’s second
defection from the Socialist Commonwealth. Tito's re-
fusal to sign the 1957 document produced an initial wave
of modcrate comradely criticism. When, however, in
the spring of 1958 the Yugoslav League of Communists
approved a party program entitled “Yugoslavia’s Way,”
their declaration of ideological independence initiated a
new period of more vigorous criticism. The theoretical
level of the second debate did not obscure the central
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fact: the issues in 1958 were the same that divided the
Soviet bloc in 1948.

Yugoslavia, without success, attempted for the second
time to avoid extensive discussion of ideological issues.
Professions of faith in the essential principles of Social-
ism, of identity of aims, if not of practice, were met by
dogmatic rejection. The joint efforts of the Soviet Union
and China uncovered a long list of ideological deviations
allegedly committed by Yugoslavia. The existence of a
lengthy program, minutely detailing Yugoslavia’s way to
Socialism, offered an easy target. It also made the eva-
sion of the discussion of ideological issues more difficult
on Yugoslavia’s part. The harrying tactics of Soviet and
Chinesc critics on ideological issues eventually induced
Tilo to asscss the contemporary relevance of Marxism
in terms which gave some semblance of truth to the
Soviet-Chinese charge that Yugoslavia had largely aban-
doned Marxism: “Should we now, because of certain
dogmatic interpretations of this science—and in the
science and theory of Marxism and Leninism one can
always find something that he may interpret in his own
way, but this need not necessarily involve any essential
points on which we may differ—give up our road to So-
cialism and our practice?” 11

Tito's attempts to shift the debate to the political “core
of this dispute,” which for Yugoslavia remained “the
question of relations between Socialist countries,” were
of no avail. Yugoslavia’s repeated assertion that any ac-
ceptance on her part of the leading role of the Soviet
Union within the Socialist world would only continue the
“oppression of the weaker by the stronger,” led Khru-
shchev to protest that only the insistence of other fraternal
parties represented at the 1957 Moscow Conference had
produced the formulation that appeared to assign a pre-
ferred position to the Soviet Union. Nevertheless, Yugo-
slavia remained unpersuaded. It was not difficult to recall
that on earlier occasions Soviet theorists had argued that
the existence of many Socialist countries would make it
impossible to build Socialism in isolation. However un-
exceptionable in itself as a principle of Socialist coopera-
tion at the international level, it led to a corollary prin-
ciple for whose rejection Yugoslavia had been fighting
since 1948: “Under certain conditions, proletarian inter-
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nationalism demands the subordination of the interest of
the proletarian struggle in one country to the interests of
the struggle on a world wide basis.” 12 To Yugoslavia,
formulas such as these represented “old forms of co-
operation, stifling to the development of creative So-
cialism,” and hence to be abandoned in favor of bilateral
relations. Indeed, the multilateral approach to the prob-
lem of relations between states of the 1957 Conference
was generally cited by Tito as the main reason for his
refusal to sign the Joint Declaration that emanated from
it. Yugoslavia’s aversion to the multilateral approach
became apparent again in the discussion of economic rela-
tions between states. Here, also, the existence of regional
groupings and blocs was said to have introduced Capi-
talist concepts of exploitation into the economic relations
between Socialist states. “Considering the existing situa-
tion and the various negative traits of the existing re-
gional groupings, Socialist Yugoslavia has not joined any
of them.” 13 From the Soviet point of view the basic error
in Yugoslavia’s analysis of relations between states could
be reduced to one proposition: it ignored the realities of
the class struggle. To stand aside, to ignore the family of
Socialist countries, to maintain neutrality under condi-
tions of acute class struggle on a world-wide basis,
Khrushchev insisted, meant to “weaken the forces of the
revolutionary movement, the forces of Socialism, .and
to aid the enemies of the working class.” 14

II1

Even the most sketchy review of Soviet-Chinese Com-
munist relations since 1949 reveals that the lessons
learned by the Soviet Union during the Yugoslav afTair
were incorporated as soon as possible into Soviet policy
toward Communist China. Within twenty months follow-
ing the death of Stalin, the Sino-Soviet accords of 1954
terminated such practices as had initially caused the Yu-
goslav-Soviet dispute. The Soviet Union agreed that her
military units were to be evacuated from Port Arthur. An
agreement was also reached to turn over to the Com-
munist Chinese, for compensation, the Soviet share of the
four mixed companies which had been sct up in 1950
and 1951. If there were any major conflicts between the
two countries in that period, they remained well con-
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cealed. Perhaps the over-stressing on the part of Peking
of the relevance of the Chinese Revolution to the social
evolution of the colonial and semicolonial countries be-
came a matter of minor annoyance to Moscow.!> On
one other question of a theoretical nature, division ap-
peared possible. The acknowledged class nature of Com-
munist China and the resultant unresolved contradictions
that were said to exist in contemporary Chinese Com-
munist society made it seem idcologically improper to
Peking to label its regime a “Dictatorship of the Prole-
tariat.” By April 1956, however, the Soviet Union’s per-
suasive insistence on ideological conformity had produced
the desired change in verbal formulae.

Some two months earlier, the 20th Congress of the
CPUSSR became the occasion for Soviet official accept-
ance of the Chincse path to Socialism.

The events in Hungary found Communist China oc-
cupying a position approximating that of Yugoslavia. The
general approval of Soviet military intervention was
tempered by a somewhat critical review of the Soviets’
prior conduct toward her eastern European satellites.
“Whatever had gone wrong in the relations between the
Soviet Union and Hungary,” the People’s Daily said on
November 21, “will be resolutely put right by the Soviet
Union.”

Toward Poland’s lesser deviations, the Chinese Com-
munists played the part of a benevolent critic. Their
leaders apparently warned the Poles against trying to
assume a role in international affairs outside the Socialist
bloc. Nevertheless, the Poles gained the impression that
their “Chinese friends fully understood,” as the Polish
Premier stated in welcoming Chou to Cracow in January
1957, that: “. . . the coexistence of nations should not
be like the coexistence of various fish . . . living in one
lake, the bigger devouring the smaller ones. We are fight-
ing against all forms of national oppression.” !* The con-
siderable frankness with which the events in Poland and
particularly in Hungary were evaluated at this time by all
members of the Communist community apparently did
not make Chou believe that such unsubtle similes ex-
ceeded the bounds of ideolagical propriety. Whatever he
may have said to his Polish friends in private, his public
responses were entirely sympathetic. On his return trip
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from Poland, the Premier of Communist China stopped
briefly in Moscow and signed on that occasion a joint
declaration in which the two countries attempted to
define, with some precision, the principles that were to
govern the future relations among Socialist countries. The
new formula, after the then-standard self-critical evalua-
tion of the past in terms of “mistakes” and ‘“shortcom-
ings” and the usual emphasis on “complete equality” and
“non-interference in internal affairs,” added one notable
principle: these relations of Socialist states—as defined
in part above—were to be “subordinated to supreme in-
terests—those of victory in the common cause of strug-
gle against imperialism, of victory in the cause of building
Socialism in different countries, of victory in the common
struggle for the triumph of Communism.”

All the available evidence would seem to indicate that
the “rectification” campaign of February-June 1957, of
“letting a hundred flowers blossom and a hundred schools
of thought contend,” should be interpreted as Communist
China’s response to the events in Poland and Hungary. It
is of little significance here whether—internally—the hun-
dred-flower episode represented a genuine cffort to “rec-
tify the working style within the party,” or whether its
true purpose was to make identification and political
“remolding” of the opposition more convenient. Chinese
Communist sources are not particularly helpful in this
matter. Lu-Ting-yi, alternate member of the Politbureau,
in July of 1960 while addressing the National Writers and
Artists Congress, supported both views. Whatever degree
of ambivalence the Communist regime had displayed
toward its internal critics during the carly months of
1957, Premier Chou on June 26 converted the rectifica-
tion campaign from an examination of party deficiencies
into a drive against rightists. The primary targets of the
initial attack were the prominent leaders of the non-
Communist captive parties represented in the coalition
government. In the main, the charges against them, par-
ticularly against the members of the so-called “Chang-Lo
Alliance” emphasized the close connection between the
eastern European crisis and the anti-rightist campaign.
Chang and Lo were accused of having contemplated the
seizure of state power, for “after the Hungarian affair
this clique considered that the Communist Party could
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not continue leading the country, and that this offered
the non-Communist parties their chance.” 17

The extent of the anti-rightist campaign can be esti-
mated from the statement of the Chinese Communist
leadership that within a month of its initiation more than
one and one-third million counter-revolutionaries had been
discovered. The official acknowledgment of the existence
of such vast numbers of unregenerate bourgeois rightists
within a Marxist society should not be considered as a
contravention of the Marxist principle of the Dictator-
ship of the Proletariat. For, Marxism-Leninism as “crea-
tively” applied in Communist China appears to permit
for practical reasons the continued existence of two
exploiting classes side by side with the two working
classes. Because the bourgeoisie is said to possess a
world outlook directly opposed to that of the Proletariat,
antagonistic contradictions are generated which can be
resolved only by a vigorous anti-rightist struggle. Since, in
a theoretical sense, according to Chinese Communist
writers “the question who wins has not been settled,”
periodic “Socialist revolutions” are neccessary to main-
tain the balance of power in favor of the Proletariat. The
anti-rightist struggles of 1957 and 1958 constituted such
a revolution. The continuation of this campaign into
1959 as “the struggle against rightist opportunism” set
a pattern not only for the internal policies of the regime
in Communist China, but also shaped the international
policics of Pcking.

It is perhaps no more than a coincidence that during
the week of June 22-29, 1957, the Central Committee of
the CPSU considered the question of the so-called anti-
party group, among whose members were Malenkov,
Kaganovich, and Molotov. The long list of transgressions
of which they were said to have been guilty included the
following: they were “shackled by old notions,” they
were “dogmatic,” they used a “scholastic inert approach,”
they were against “peaceful coexistence,” etc., that is, in
the accepted terminology of present-day Marxism, the
Sovict anti-party group was guilty of Left-wing Dog-
matism.

The adjustment of these antipodal thcoretical prob-
lems that confronted the two main centers of Marxism
was accomplished at the 1957 Moscow Mecting of Com-
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munist Parties. Leaning lightly to the Chinesc Commu-
nist side, the parties unanimously agreed that: “In con-
demning dogmatism, the Communist Parties consider the
main danger in present-day conditions to be revisionism
or, in other words, right-wing opportunism, as a manifes-
tation of bourgeois ideology that paralyzes the revolu-
tionary energy of the working class and demands the
preservation or restoration of Capitalism. However, dog-
matism and sectarianism can also be the main danger at
different stages of development of one party or another.
Each Communist Party determines what danger is the
main danger to it at a given time.” In return for this en-
dorsement of what constituted in effect Peking’s point
of view, Moscow was able to obtain recognition of its
leading position in the Socialist camp.

The verbal disposition of the theoretical ingredient of
conflict did not for long serve to climinate complications
in Soviet-Chinese Communist relations. In August 1958,
the People’s Commune program was initiated. On the
occasion of its proclamation, the Chinese Communist
Party’s Central Committee also announced that the
Commune system had brought the attainment of Com-
munism within reach. In unequivocal language the Cen-
tral Committee told the Chinese people that the goal of
Communism would be reached within the proximate
future. To the U.S.S.R. the theoretical implications of
such assertions were of the greatest importance. Mglotoy
had begun his long decline from the center of power in
1955 because of an overly pessimistic evaluation of the
then-attained phase of Socialism in the Soviet Union. If
80- and 90-ycar-old peasants had a good chance to see
the advent of Communism in China, as was suggested by
the Jen Min Jilv Pao, the Peking rulers had managed to
surpass the social accomplishments of the Sovict Unjon.
When, after Stalin’s death in 1956, a similar claim had
been advanced in the Soviet Union by some “hotheads”
(to use Khrushchev's terminology), Khrushchev had
firmly warned those people that this was not the moment
to compile a detailed time table for the transition from
Socialism to Communism. On the basis of such utopian
views, Khrushchev explained, a negligent attitude toward
the Socialist principle of material incentives had begun to

take root.
/
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The initial Soviet reaction to the Chinese claims was
of an unofficial nature. In October 1958, Voprosy phi-
losophii published an article which argued that the Euro-
pean Socialist countries, grouped into regions and united
in a “community of mutual aid,” would be the first to
cnter the final stage of Communism. The Asian Socialist
countries, united into a second regional zone, would also
achieve Communism jointly, but at a later date. The
meaning was clear: even such minor European satellites
as Albania and Bulgaria would reach Communism before
Communist China.

In December 1958, the Central Committee of the
Chincse Communist Party gave up some of the optimism
of its carlicr statement. It was now said officially, that
it would take another 15 or 20 years for China to reach
the stage of transition from Socialism to Communism, a
stage that the Soviet Union had attained in the early
1950°’s. The depth of Soviet resentment of this whole
cpisode may be gauged by the fact that, despite the
Chincse recantation, in June 1960 Pravda rcferred to it
again: “the contentions of the present-day leftists in the
international Communist movement that, having power
in one’s hands, one may forthwith institute Communism,
is erroneous and incorrect.”

New disagreements of a theoretical nature began to
arise at about the time Premier Khrushchev and President
Eisenhower engaged in a bilateral attempt to settle out-
standing international issues. Shortly after his trip to the
United States in the fall of 1959, Khrushchev traveled to
Peking, apparently to win China’s support for the co-
existence policy. Communist China had formally ap-
proved the “Spirit of Camp David,” but, as the date of
the projected Summit meeting approached, China’s op-
position to Khrushchev’s foreign policy became more
overt. In February 1960, during the meeting of the War-
saw Pact countries, the official observer of Communist
China developed the main themes of China’s dissent from
Soviet external policies that have since caught the atten-
tion of the Western world. He gave notice to the Soviet
Union and her European satellites that China’s foreign
policy would not be based upon compromises with Im-
perialism and that only its destruction by war could bring
peace to the world. Peking’s representative also suggested
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that Socialism ought not to fear an atomic war, since the
Socialist camp would survive it and, indeed, as a con-
sequence of war, Socialism would spread all over the
world. He added gratuitously that Communist China
would not be bound by any international agrecments
made without her. By common consent, or on orders,
the Soviet Union and her European associates responded
to this presentation of the divergent Chinese point of
view in a manner that was to be employed again on later
occasions: the speech was not published in the Soviet or
Satellite press.18

The 90th anniversary of Lenin’s birth in April 1960
was seized by Communist China as a suitable opportunity
to call once more for the forceful eradication of Im-
perialism. In addition to the arguments employed pre-
viously, there were now pointed references to attempts to
deceive Socialists about the nature of Imperialism. The
repeated use of Lenin’s written works to back up Com-
munist China’s views about the nature of the enemy
made it apparent that the existing theorctical dispute
could only be resolved by the acceptance of Lenin’s (that
is Communist China’s) orthodox point of view. This im-
plication of possible revisionist tendencies in Moscow
made an exposition of the Soviet theoretical position
imperative. The impressive instrument chosen to repel
the Chinese attack was Mr. Kuusinen, member of the
Politburo and one of the few surviving associate$ of
Lenin. Like other later defenders of the Soviet point of
view Mr. Kuusinen was confronted by the embarrassing
difficulty that Lenin had not endorsed peaceful coexist-
ence in a manner that would provide suitable quotations.
Nevertheless, over a period of some months during the
summer of 1960, the Soviet policy of peaceful coexistence
was resolutely defended against all attacks from Chinese
sources. It is not necessary here to trace minor theoreti-
cal divergences that emerged in this dispute between
Communist China and the Soviet Union, such as the na-
ture of the transition to Socialism. It is also superfluous
to define the areas of ideological compatibilities: they
were both hostile to Revisionism, particularly on the
Yugoslav model.

Three principal issues divided them at the theoretical
level: (1) the possibility of coexistence with Imperialism;

‘
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(2) the cllects of thermonuclear war on the two world
systems; and (3) the propriety of temporary com-
promises with the common enemy.

The revival of the coexistence policy—it had been used
briefly during the 1920's—is a relatively recent develop-
ment intimately associated with Khrushchev’s rise to
power. As rccently as 1954 he maintained essentially
Stalin’s old thesis of “Capitalist encirclement.” In 1956,
when the 20th Congress of the Russian Communist Party
was asked to cndorse formally the concept of peaceful
coexistence, Khrushchev presented the issue with a good
deal of cquivocation. Two years later, however, the old
principle of Capitalist encirclement was abandoned by
the Soviet Premier, when he said: “I would like to draw
your attention to the fact that at present the concept of
‘capitalist encirclement’ of our country itself seriously
needs a more accurate definition. With the formation of
the world system of Socialism the situation of the world
has altered radically and it has not altered . . . to the
advantage of Capitalism. At present it is not known who
encircles whom.” 19

At the 21st Congress of the CPSU in 1959 Khrushchev
declared with finality: “Capitalist encirclement of our
country no longer exists. There are two world social sys-
tems: Capitalism which is coming to the end of its days,
and Socialism in the full flood of its growing forces.
. . .7 Khrushchev appeared to argue that whatever
capabilities Capitalism might still possess, they would
within the proximate future be reduced to a minimum, .
given the appropriate policy on the part of the Socialist
forces, i.e., peaceful coexistence.

The Chinese Communists have been a good deal more
pessimistic in their evaluation of the prospects of Capi-
talistic decay. Just as from the beginning of the 1870’s
there prevailed a period of peaceful development of
Capitalism, so now there exists *a kind of domestic
peace” in many Capitalist countries. In this atmosphere
revisionist trends find it easy to grow and spread. The
Chinese were particularly disturbed by, and they warned
against, the abandonment of the class approach in funda-
mental questions of foreign policy. Repudiation of the
class approach, it was argued, would impede the develop-
ment of the class struggle in the Capitalist countries and
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the development of the national-liberation movement.
Such arguments, countered Pravda, “are the fruit of an
unwillingness to understand the essence of the principle
of peaceful coexistence. The principle is none other than
the highest form of the class struggle betwecen two oppos-
ing systems.” 20

The acrimonious tone of the debate was maintained in
the discussion of the inevitability and consecquences of
war. Peking persisted in its oft-repeated view that: *“Un-
til the Imperialist system and the exploiting classes come
to an end, wars of one kind or another will always ap-
pear. And the result will certainly not be the annihilation
of mankind. On the debris of dead Imperialism, the vic-
torious people would create with extreme rapidity a
civilization thousands of times higher than the Capitalist
system.” 2! Pravda answered as follows: “In modern con-
ditions the emergence of views similar to those of the
‘left’ Communists could only play into the hands of the
Imperialists by helping them spread false tales of ‘aggres-
sive Communism.” The emergence of such left-sectarian
views could only have a demoralizing influence on the
builders of the new society. Why . . . build and create
if you know ahead of time that all the fruits of your
labor will be destroyed by the scourge of war? These
views have nothing in common with Communism.” 22

In attacking the policy of compromise the Chinese
Communists also expressed concern about “a certain low-
ering of theoretical standards.” The history of the Chinese
Communist Party furnished a relevant example. In 1927,
Chen Tu-hsiu’s opportunism led the party into the united
front with the Kuomintang. The result was defeat for the
revolution.

On the 40th anniversary of the publication of Lenin’s
book, Left Wing Communism: An Infantile Disorder,
Pravda published an extensive review of the work, whose
title by itself stood for a rejection of the Chinese ideologi-
cal position. “Naive and completely inexperienced peo-
ple,” Lenin was quoted as having written, “imagine that
it is only necessary to concede the admissibility of com-
promises at all and any dividing line will be erased be-
tween opportunism, with which we are conducting and
must conduct an implacable struggle, and revolutionary

Marxism or Communism.” 23
/
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The deepening division between the Soviet Union and
Communist China demanded remedial measures. In No-
vember 1960, the mediatory cfforts of the 81-Nation
Moscow Conference succeeded in preserving the fagade
of Socialist unity. From the Soviet point of view, the
price of unity was not inconsiderable. The Chinese theory
prevailed that wars of national liberation deserved the
active support of Socialist states. Furthermore, the will-
ingness of the Soviet Union to have differences of a
theoretical nature arbitrated before an international fo-
rum implied, in effect, the acceptance of a polycentered
Socialist camp. Khrushchev’s attempt to dispose of the
“Albanian Issue” unilaterally, at the 22nd national Con-
gress of the CPSU, consequently, not only met the deter-
mined resistance of the Albanians, but also reopened the
controversy between Communist China and the Soviet
Union.

v

The given frame of reference of this introduction has
made it possible to evaluate the stresses and strains within
the Communist bloc as if bloc affairs followed patterns of
their own, totally unaffected by outside influences.

Such obviously is not the case. The image of the non-
Communist world is of crucial importance to the fashion-
ing of Socialist bloc policies. Identification of enemies or
the members of the neutral camp presents no particular
difficulty. A common goal is shared by all. Consequently,
the search for the significance of such disagreements as
reach the level of public argument inevitably leads to a
discussion of means to attain the shared goal. But more
is involved here than an academic discussion about
revolutionary tactics and techniques.

To use Marxist terminology: the Mode of Production
shapes the superstructure, that is, the uneven develop-
ment of the three independent centers of the Communist
blac produces scparate national interests and policies.
The Soviet Union’s path to Socialism centers on the con-
cept of peaceful competition with Capitalism. Khru-
shchev’s way would seem to require a prolonged period of
international relaxation in order »%vo&;’zﬂk ayailable
capital resources to the enihg Uof Sopiet-.co-
nomic base that would, B{@_,—ﬁrst‘m the ecpno\%z?qnzﬂd
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then in the political area—the victory of Socialism over
Capitalism.

The ultimate victory, even if postponed beyond the
present decade, would seem to depend upon the perfect
interaction of all the constituent parts of the Master Plan
as developed at the 22nd Congress.

In the People’s Republic of China, Mao Tse-tung leads
a political society still structured on a class basis. But the
overcoming of internal resistance represents only a part
of the effort to live up to the design of the future. The
internal generation of capital resources adequate to fulfill
the promise of plenty requires, as Tito put it, the applica-
tion of “inhuman” measures for a prolonged period of
time. The inability to meet interim economic targets is
compounded by the frustrations of political plans and
goals. While fraternal assistance has been available in
terms of credits, it has not been sufficiently large and it
has meant dependency not compatible with great-power
status. The creation of the image of a hostile world con-
fronting China furnishes a means of spurring the in-
digenous population to greater effort, explains the sharp
repression of internal opposition, and—as a corollary—
encourages extreme ideological orthodoxy. But orthodoxy
has a tendency to degenerate into dogmatism. And in a
Socialist Commonwealth where the truth emerges from
more than one source, dogmatism leads to conflict. Thus,
the sharpened picture of the class struggle at the irterna-
tional level drawn by Chinese sources cannot possibly be
accommodated to the principles of peaceful coexistence
advocated by Khrushchev.

Little need be said about Tito. The violence of the Rus-
sian and Chinese attacks against Yugoslav revisionism
attests to the latter’s success. The Yugoslavs, as good
Marxists, also employ ideology as the medium through
which one views the world. The central theme that
emerges is that of the gradual evolution of the world
toward Socialism. Since its victory is certain, there is
much less preoccupation with the evaluation of means
to assure the inevitable.

This perusal of the genesis of strained imperial rela-
tions in the Socialist commonwealth represents a measure
of the task that confronts Khrushchev and his associates.

Persistent strains are not merely as annoying as is a poor
/
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harvest in Kazakhstan, but may prove fatal to Khru-
shchev’s path to Communism both in a national and per-
sonal sense.

The attempt in 1955 to wipe clean the slate in Yugo-
slav-Soviet relations with an abject apology for the past
mistakes of others did not produce lasting improvements.
Conciliatory gestures produce new demands, based upon
imagined or real national interests. Eventually they have
to be resisted. The cyclical pattern is repecated until the
point is reached where the conflicting national interests
can only be adjusted, for the sake of preserving the
unity of the Socialist bloc, by the subordination—albeit
temporary—of all national interests to the cause of unity.

The 1957 Unity Declaration of Communist Parties
represented such an attempt. But it remained unsigned by
Yugoslavia and produced a counter-declaration in *“Yu-
goslavia’s Way” a year later, and China’s interpretation
of it after 1959 deviated considerably from that of the
Soviet Union. Attempts to paper over renewed disagree-
ments in 1960 and 1961 were no more successful.

Fraternal criticism soon degenerates into ideological
name-calling. Ideological disunity produces disunity in
policies that may re-enforce existing centrifugal tend-
encies to the point where the notion of a viable Moscow-
centered Socialist camp can safely be laid aside.
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The 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U.:
The Redefinition of Doctrine

The year 1955 saw a good many efforts on the part of
the Soviet Union to divest itself of the Stalinist heritage:
the Cold War with the West was temporarily replaced by
the Spirit of Geneva, relations with Tito were put aright
with suitable apologies for the mistakes of the Stalinist
period, and a determined attempt was made to increase
the area of friendly contacts with important Asian states.

In internal affairs the demotion of Malenkov and Molo-
tov also served to emphasize that advocates of old theories
had lost the right to participate prominently in the for-
mulation of Soviet policies. The success of these en-
deavors to make a clean break with the past encouraged
Khrushchev to use the forum of the 20th Congress of the
C.P.S.U. to present a basic exposition of the principles
that would guide future Soviet international policy. To
the West Khrushchev offered peaceful competition and
the thesis that war might not be inevitable. National libera-
tion movements were promised both the end of colonial-
ism and Soviet economic aid without strings, and the as-
sociates in the Socialist camp received official approval
of separate roads to Socialism.
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EXCERPT FROM KHRUSHCHEV'S
REPORT TO THE 20TH PARTY
CONGRESS

February, 1956*

SOME FUNDAMENTAL QUESTIONS OF
PRESENT-DAY INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

Comrades! I should like to dwell on some fundamen-
tal questions concerning present-day international devel-
opment which determine not only the present course of
events but also future prospects.

These are the questions of peaceful coexistence of the
two systems, the possibility of preventing wass in the
present era, and the forms of transition to socialism in
different countries.

Let us examine these questions briefly.

The peaceful coexistence of the two systems. The
Leninist principle of peaceful coexistence of states with
different social systems has always been and remains the
general line of our country’s foreign policy.

It has been alleged that the Soviet Union advances the
principle of peaceful coexistence merely out of tactical
considerations, considerations of expediency. Yet it is
common knowledge that we have always, from the very

* The Current Digest of the Soviet Press, Vol. VIII, No. 4,
1956, published weekly at Columbia University by the
Joint Committee on Slavic Studies appointed by the
American Council of Learned Socicties and the Social
Science Research Council. Reprinted by permission.
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first years of Soviet power, stood with equal firmness for
peacelul cocxistence. Hence it is not a tactical move, but
a fundamental principle of Soviet foreign policy.

This means that, if there is indeed a threat to the
peaceful coexistence of countries with differing social-
political systems, it by no means comes from the Soviet
Union or the socialist camp. . . .

To this day, the cnemics of peace allege that the Soviet
Union is out to overthrow capitalism in other countrics
by “exporting” revolution. It goes without saying that
among us Communists there are no supporters of capital-
ism. But this does not at all mean that we have interfered
or plan to interfere in the internal affairs of countrics
where the capitalists order exists. . . . It is ridiculous to
think that revolutions are made to order. One often hears
representatives of bourgeois countries reasoning thus:
“The Soviet leaders claim that they are for peaceful co-
existence between the two systems. At the same time, they
declare that they are fighting for Communism and say
that communism is bound to win in all countries. How
can there be any peaceful coexistence with the Soviet
Union if it is fighting for communism?” This interpreta-
tion is formed under the influence of bourgeois propa-
ganda. The idcologists of the bourgeoisic, distorting the
facts, deliberately confuse questions of idecological strug-
gle with questions of relations between states in order
to make the Communists of the Soviet Union seem ag-
gressive people.

When we say that the socialist system will win in the
competition between the two systems—the capitalist and
the socialist—this by no means signifies that its victory
will be achieved through armed interfercnce by the social-
ist countries in the internal affairs of capitalist countries.
Our certainty of the victory of communism is based on
the fact that the socialist mode of production possesses
dcecisive superiority over the capitalist mode of produc-
tion. Precisely because of this, the ideas of Marxism-
Leninism are more and more capturing the minds of the
broad masses of the working people in the capitalist
countrics, just as they have captured the minds of mil-
lions of men and women in our country and the people’s
democracies.

We believe that all the working people on earth, once
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they have become convinced of the advantages'cczlomg
munism brings, will sooner or later t_ake tt!e roa .13
struggle for the construction of a socialist society. Bui ;
ing communism in our country, we are resolutely agains
war. We have always held and continue to hold that the
establishment of a new social system in one or another
country is the internal affair of the peoples of the coun-
tries concerned. This is our position, based on the great
Marxist-Leninist teaching. The principle of pcacefu_l
coexistence is gaining ever wider international recogni-
tion. This principle has become one of the cornerstones
of the foreign policy of the Chinese People’s Repgbllc
and the other people’s democracies. It is being actively
implemented by the Republic of India, the Union of
Burma, and a number of other countries. And this is nat-
ural, for there is no other way in present-day conditions.
Indeed, there are only two ways: either peaceful coex-
istence or the most destructive war in history. There is
no third way.

We believe that countries with differing social systems
can do more than exist side by side. It is necessary to
proceed further, to improve relations, strengthen con-
fidence among countries and cooperate. The historic sig-
mﬁ.cance of the famous five principles, advanced by the
Chinese People’s Republic and the Republic of India
and supported by the Bandung Conference and the broad
world public, is that in today’s circumstances they provide
the best form for relations among countries with different

social systems. Why not make these principles the founda-
tion: of peaceful r

elations among all countries in all parts
of the world? It would meet the vital interests and de-
mands of the peoples if all countries subscribed to the five
principles.

The possibility of preventing war in the present era.
Millions of People all over the world are asking whether
another war is really inevitable, whether mankind, which
has already experienced two devastating world wars,
gl];st 50 tt_hroutgfll('still a third one. Marxists must answer
estion, taking i i i i
chanqgcs of the last c%e::r:ltd(:asc.om]dcmnon the cpoch-meiing

As we know, there is a Marxist
wars are inevitable gas long as j

-Leninist precept that
thesis was evolved at 3 time wh

mperialism exists. This
en (1) imperialism was
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an all-embracing world system and (2) the social and
political forces which did not want war were weak, in-
sufficiently organized, and hence unable to compel the
imperialists to renounce war,

People usually take only one aspect of the question;
they consider only the economic basis of wars under im-
perialism. This is not enough. War is not only an eco-
nomic phenomenon. Whether there is to be a war or not
depends in large measure on the correlation of class,
political forces, the degree of organization and the aware-
ness and resolve of the people. In certain conditions,
moreover, the struggle waged by progressive social and
political forces can play a decisive role. Hitherto the
state of affairs was such that the forces that did not want
war and came out against it were poorly organized and
lacked the means to oppose their will to the schemes of
the warmakers. Thus it was before World War 1, when
the main force fighting the threat of war—the world
proletariat—was disorganized by the betrayal by the
leaders of the Second International. Thus it was on the
eve of World War II, too, when the Soviet Union was
the only country pursuing an active peace policy; when
the other great powers to all intents and purposes cno-
couraged the aggressors, and the right-wing Social-Demo-
cratic leaders had split the workers’ movement in the
capitalist countries.

For that period, the above-mentioned thesis was ab-
solutely correct. At the present time, however, the situa-
tion has changed radically. Now there is a world camp
of socialism which has become a mighty force. In this
camp the peace forces have not only the moral but also
the material means to prevent aggression. There is a large
group of other countries, morcover, with a population
Tunning into many hundreds of millions, which is ac-
tively working to avert war. The workers’ movement in
the capitalist countries has become a tremendous force
today. The movement of peace supporters has sprung up
and developed into a powerful factor. )

In these circumstances, of course, the Leninist thesis re-
Mains valid: As long as imperialism exists, the economic
ase giving rise to wars will also remain. That is w_hy.we
must display the greatest vigilance. As long as capitalism
survives in the world, reactionary forces, representing the
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interests of the capitalist monopolies, will continue their
drive toward military gambles and aggression and may
try to unleash war. But war is not a fatalistic incvi-
tability. Today there are mighty social and political forces
possessing formidable means to prevent the imperialist
from unleashing war and, if they try to start it, to give a
smashing rebufT to the aggressors and frustrate their ad-
venturist plans. For this it is necessary for all anti-war
forces to be vigilant and mobilized; they must act as a
united front and not relax their efforts in the struggie for
peace. The more actively the pcoples defend peace, the
greater the guarantec that there will be no new war.

Forms of transition to socialism in diflerent countries.
In connection with the radical changes in the world
arena, new prospects are also opening up in regard to the
transition of countries and nations to socialism.

As far back as on the eve of the great October social-
ist revolution, V. 1. Lenin wrote: “All nations will ar-
rive at socialism—this is inevitable—but not all will do
so in exactly the same way. Each will contribute some-
thing of its own in one or another form of democracy,
one or another variety of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, one or another rate at which socialist transforma-
tions will be effected in the various aspects of social
life. . . .”

Historical experience has fully confirmed this bril-
liant precept of Lenin’s. Now, alongside the Soviet form
of reorganizing society on socialist foundations, we have
the form of people’s democracy.

This form sprang up in Poland, Bulgaria, Czechoslova-
kia, Albania, and the other European people’s democra-
cies and is being employed in conformity with the specific
historical, social and economic conditions and peculiari-
ties of each of these countries. It has been thoroughly
tried and tested for ten years and has fully proved its
worth.

Much that is unique in socialist construction is being
contributed by the Chinese People’s Republic, possessing
an economy which was exceedingly backward and borc a
semi-feudal and semicolonial character until the triumph
of the revolution. Having taken over the decisive com-
manding positions, the people’s democratic state is pur-
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suing a policy of peaceful reorganization for private in-
dustry and trade and their gradual transformation into
components of the socialist economy in the course of
the socialist revolution.

Leadership of the great cause of socialist reconstruc-
tion by the Communist Party of China and the Commu-
nist and Workers’ Parties of the other people’s democ-
racies in keeping with the peculiarities and specific fea-
tures of each country is creative Marxism in action. In
the Federal People’s Republic of Yugoslavia, where power
belongs to the working people and society is founded
on public ownership of the means of production, unique
specific forms of economic management and organiza-
tion of the state apparatus are arising in the process of
socialist construction,

It is quite probable that the forms of transition to so-
cialism will become more and more varied; moreover,
achicving these forms nced not be associated with civil
war under all circumstances. Our enemies like to depict
us Leninists as advocates of violence always and every-
where. True, we recognize the need for the revolutionary
transformation of capitalist society into socialist society.
It is this that distinguishes the revolutionary Marxists
from the reformists, the opportunists. There is no doubt
that in a number of capitalist countries violent over-
throw of the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and the sharp
aggravation of class struggle connected with this are in-
evitable. But the forms of social revolution vary. And it
is not true that we regard violence and civil war as the
only way to remake society.

Leninism teaches that the rulmo classes do not sur-
render power voluntarily. However, the greater or lesser
intensity which the struggle may assume, the use or non-
use of violence in the transition to socialism depend on
the resistance of the exploiters, on whether the exploiting
class itself resorts to violence, rather than on the prole-
tariat.

In this connection the question arises of whether it is
possible to go over to socialism by using parliamentary
means. No such course was open to the Russian Bol-
sheviks, who were the first to effect this transition. Lenin
showed us another road—that of the establishment of a



32 COMMUNIST POLITICAL THEORY

republic of Soviets, the only correct road in those his-
torical conditions. Following that course, we achicved a
world-historic victory.

Since then, however, the historical situation has un-
dergone radical changes which make possible a new ap-
proach to the question. The forces of socialism and democ-
racy have grown immeasurably throughout the world,
and capitalism has become much weaker. The mighty
camp of socialism, with its population of over 900,000,-
000 is growing and gaining in strength. Its huge internal
forces, its decisive advantages over capitalism are being
increasingly revealed from day to day. Socialism has a
great power of attraction for the workers, peasants and
intellectuals of all countries. The ideas of socialism are,
indeed, coming to dominate the minds of all toiling hu-
manity.

At the same time, in present-day conditions the work-
ing class in many capitalist countries has a genuine op-
portunity to unite the overwhelming majority of the pco-
ple under its leadership and to ensure that the basic
means of production are placed in the hands of the pco-
ple. Right bourgeois parties and the governments which
they form are suffering failure more and more often. In
these conditions, the working class, uniting around itself
the working peasantry, the intellectuals and all patriotic
forces, and firmly rebuffing opportunist elements incap-
able of renouncing a policy of collaboration with the capi-
talists and landlords, has an opportunity to defeat the re-
actionary, antipopular forces, to win a firm majority in
parliament and to turn the parliament from an agency of
bourgeois democracy into an instrument of genuinely
popular will. In such a case this institution, traditional in
many highly developed capitalist countries, may become
an agency of genuine democracy, of democracy for the
working people.

The winning of a firm parliamentary majority based
on the mass revolutionary movement of the proletariat
and of the working people would create conditions for
the working class of many capitalist and formerly colonial
countries to make fundamental social changes.

Of course, in those countries where capitalism is still
strong, where it possesses a tremendous military and po-
lice machine, serious resistance by reactionary forces is
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inevitable. The transition to socialism in these countries
will take place amid sharp revolutionary class struggle.

In all the forms of transition to socialism, an absolute
and decisive requirement is political leadership of the
working class, headed by its vanguard. The transition to
socialism is impossible without this.

It is necessary to emphasize strongly that the more
favorable conditions for the triumph of socialism in other
countries have arisen because socialism triumphed in the
Soviet Union and is winning in the pcople’s democracies.
And our victory would have been impossible if Lenin and
the party of the Bolsheviks had not championed revolu-
tionary Marxism against the reformists who broke with
Marxism and took the road of opportunism.

Such are the considerations which the Party Central
Committee considers necessary to present on the question
of the forms of transition to socialism in present-day
conditions.



Part |l

Experiments in Separate Roads to
Socialism: National Communism

and Revolution

The Yugoslav-Soviet Declaration of June 1956 reiter-
ated the Soviet attitude of tolerance toward separate roads
to Socialism. Within a week the Poznan riots had oc-
curred. In the Fall of 1956 further proof was offered that
the new definition of permissible limits of deviation had
encouraged in Poland and Hungary a version of national
Communism and finally separatism, requiring Soviet in-
tervention to prevent defection of the two states from the
Socialist camp. The explanation of Soviet military inter-
vention in Hungary, though stressing primarily Moscow's
responsibility to end the counterrevolution in that coun-
try, also conceded that Soviet conduct had contributed
to the deterioriation of relations between Moscow and
the satellites. But again, a sharp distinction was made
between admittedly incorrect Soviet conduct prior to
1956, and the entire correctness of the new policies ap-
proved by the 20th Congress.

Chinese and Yugoslav comment on the Polish and par-
ticularly the Hungarian affair combined a reluctant ap-
proval of Soviet intervention with a frank condemnation
of the Soviets’ share in the difficulties within and with
the East Europeun satellites.

The initial Chinese and Yugoslav criticism of Soviet
past policies toward the other members of the Socialist
camp showed much agreement. Tito’s subsequent state-
ment that remnants of the Stalinist system had survived
their explicit condemnation at the 20th Congress per-
suaded the Chinese to adopt a more active supporting
role of the Soviets. But the joint attack on the improprie-
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ties of the Yugoslav position, specifically on the Hungar-
ian debacle, and more generally as regards her attitude
toward the Socialist camp, revealed significant differences
in the Soviet and Chinese analysis of the Yugoslav devia-
tion. For the Soviets, the denigration of Stalin at the 20th
Congress made it difficult to attack Yugoslav anti-Stalin-
ism. Hence, Yugoslavia is accused of national commu-
nism, of an overbearing assessment of her own contribu-
tion to the evolution of Socialism, of an improper attack
on the fraternal Albanian Party. For the Chinese, un-
burdened by a commitment to Khrushchev's “secret”
speech, total condemnation of Stalinism now became
equated with Revisionism, with giving aid and comfort
to the common enemy, Capitalism.
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DECLARATION ON RELATIONS
BETWEEN THE COMMUNIST
PARTIES OF THE USSR
AND YUGOSLAVIA

June 20, 1956%*

The Belgrade Declaration of June 2, 1955, placed
the relations between the two Socialist countrics on sound
foundations, and the principles made public in it are
finding ever broader application in their mutual coopera-
tion. . . .

Abiding by the view that the roads and conditions of
Socialist development are different in different countries,
that the wealth of the forms of Socialist development
contributes to their strengthening, and starting with the
fact that any tendency of imposing one’s own views in
determining the roads and forms of Socialist development
are alien to both sides, the two sides have agreed that the
foregoing cooperation should be based on complete free-
dom of will and equality, on friendly criticism and on the
comradely character of the exchange of views on disputes
between our parties.

Placed on the mentioned foundations, cooperation be-
tween the League of Communists of Yugoslavia and the
Communist Party.of the Soviet Union will evolve prima-
rily along the way of a comprehensive mutual study of
the forms and methods of Socialist development in the
two countries, the free and comradely exchange of ex-

* New York Times, June 21, 1956. Reprinted by permission.
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periences and views on questions of general interest for
the development of Socialist practice and the promo-
tion of Socialist thought, and also on questions relating
to peace, rapprochement and linking up between nations
and the progress of mankind in general.

— 3 —

SOVIET STATEMENT ON TIES
TO THE SATELLITES

October 30, 1956*

The principles of peaceful coexistence, friendship and
cooperation among all states have always been and still
form the unshakable foundation of the external relations
of the U.S.S.R. This policy finds its most profound and
consistent cxpression in the relationship with Socialist
countries.

United by the common ideal of building a Socialist
socicty and the principles of proletarian internationalism,
countries of the great commonwealth of Socialist nations
can build their relations only on the principle of full
equality, respect of territorial integrity, state independ-
ence and sovereignty and non-interference in the domes-
tic affairs of one another.

This not only does not exclude, but on the contrary
presupposes close fraternal cooperation and mutual aid
between the countries of the Socialist commonwealth in
the economic, political and cultural spheres. It was on
this basis that, after the' second World War and the rout
of fascism there, the regimes of the Peoples Democracy
came into being in a number of countries of Europe and
Asia, strengthened and displaying great vitality.

In the process of the establishment of the new regime

* New York Times, October 31, 1956. Reprinted by permis-
sion.
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and the deep revolutionary transformation in social rela-
tions there were not a few difficulties, unsolved problems
and downright mistakes, including those in the relations
between the Socialist states, violations and mistakes which
infringed the principles of equality in relations between
Socialist states.

The Twentieth Congress of the Communist party of
the Soviet Union resolutely condemned these mistakes
and violations and demanded that the Soviet Union
should apply (Lenin’s) principles of equality of nations
in her relations with other Socialist states. This state-
ment fully took into account the historical past and the
peculiarities of each country which has taken the road
of building a new life.

The Soviet Government is consislently putting into
practice these historic decisions of the Twentieth Con-
gress, which create conditions for the further strength-
ening of friendship and cooperation between Socialist
countries and the inviolable basis of maintaining the com-
plete sovereignty of every Socialist state. . . .

The Soviet Government regards it as indispensable to
make a statement in connection with the events in Hun-
gary.

The course of events has shown that the working
people of Hungary, who achieved great progress on the
basis of the people’s democratic order, are rightly rais-
ing the question of the necessity of eliminating serious
shortcomings in the field of economic building, of the
further raising of the material well-being of the popula-
tion and of the struggle against bureaucratic distortions
in the state apparatus.

However, this just and progressive movement of the
working people was soon joined by forces of the black
reaction and counter-revolution, which are trying to take
advantage of the discontent on the part of the working
people in order to undermine the foundations of the
people’s democratic order in Hungary and to restore there
the old landlords’ and capitalists’ orders.

The Sovict Government, like thc whole of the Soviet
people, deeply regret that the development of events in
Hungary has led to bloodshed. At the request of the
Hungarian People’s Government, the Soviet Government
consented to the entry into Budapest of Soviet Army
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units for the purpose of assisting the Hungarian Pcople’s
Army and the Hungarian organs of authority to establish
order in the town.

Since it considers that the further presence of Soviet
Army units in Hungary can serve as a cause for an even
greater deterioration of the situation, the Soviet Gov-
crnment has given an instruction to its military command
to withdraw the Soviet Army units from Budapest as soon
as this is recognized by the Hungarian Government to be
neccssary.

At the same time, the Soviet Government is ready to
enter into corresponding negotiations with the Govern-
ment of the Hungarian People’s Republic and other par-
ticipants of the Warsaw Treaty on the question of the
presence of Soviet troops on the territory of Hungary.

The dcfense of Socialist achicvements by Pcople’s
Democratic Hungary is at the present moment the chief
and sacred duty of workers, pcasants and intelligentsia,
and of the whole toiling Hungarian people.

The Soviet Government expresses the confidence that
the peoples of the Socialist countries will not permit for-
cign and internal reactionary forces to undermine the
basis of the People’s Democratic regime, won and con-
solidated by the heroic struggle and toil of the workers,
peasants and intelligentsia of each country.

They will make all efforts to remove all obstacles that
lie in the path of further strengthening the democratic
basis of the independence and sovereignty of their coun-
tries, to develop further the Socialist basis of each coun-
try, their economy and culture for the sake of the con-
stant growth of the material welfare and the cultural
level of all the workers. They will consolidate the frater-
nal unity and mutual assistance of the Socialist coun-
tries for the strengthening of the great cause of peace
and socialism.
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CHINESE GOVERNMENT
STATEMENT ON THE SOVIET
DECLARATION

November 1, 1956*

The Government of the Soviet Union on October 30,
1956, issucd a declaration on the foundations of the de-
velopment and further strengthening of friendship and
cooperation between the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries. The Government of the People’s Republic of
China considers this declaration of the Government of
the Soviet Union to be correct. This declaration is of
great importance in correcting errors in mutual relations
between the socialist countrics and in strengthening unity
among them.

The People’s Republic maintains that the five princi-
ples of mutual respect for sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity, non-aggression, non-intervention in each other’s
internal affairs, equality and mutual benefit, and peace-
ful coexistence should be the principles govcrnihg the
establishment and development of mutual rclations among
the nations of the world. The socialist countries are all
independent, sovereign states. At the same time they are
united by the common ideal of socialism and the spirit
of proletarian internationalism. Conscquently, mutual re-
lations between socialist countries all the more so should
be established on the basis of these five principles. Only
in this way are the socialist countries able to achieve
genuine fraternal friendship and solidarity and through
mutual assistance and cooperation, their desire for a mu-
tual economic upsurge. As the declaration of the Soviet
Government pointed out, the mutual relations between
the socialist countrics are not without mistakes. These

* Survey of China Mainland Press, Bulletin No. 1405, No-
vember 6, 1956.
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mistakes resulted in estrangement and misunderstandings
between certain socialist countries. Some of these coun-
trics have been unable to build socialism better in ac-
cordance with their historical circumstances and special
features because of these mistakes. As a result of these
estrangements and misunderstandings, a tense situation
has sometimes occurred which otherwise would not have
occurrcd. The handling of the 1948-1949 Yugoslav situa-
tion and the recent happenings in Poland are enough to
illustrate this. Following the Soviet-Yugoslav joint dec-
laration issucd in June 1955, the Soviet Government has
again taken note of this problem and in its declaration
of October 30, 1956, indicated its willingness to solve
various problems in mutual relations on the basis of the
principles of full equality, respect for territorial integrity,
national indcpendence and sovereignty, and non-inter-
vention in each other’s internal affairs and by friendly
ncgotiations with other socialist countries. This important
step is clearly of value in eliminating estrangement and
misunderstandings among the socialist countries. It will
help increase their friendship and cooperation.

The Government of the People’s Republic of China
notes that the people of Poland and Hungary in the re-
cent happenings have raised demands that democracy, in-
dependence, and equality be strengthened and the ma-
terial well-being of the people be raised on the basis of
developing production. These demands are completely
proper. Correct satisfaction of these demands is not only
helpful to consolidation of the people’s democratic sys-
tem in these countries but also favorable to the unity
among the socialist countries. We consider it absolutely
nccessary to take note of this and to dilferentiate be-
tween the just demands of the broadest mass of the peo-
ple and the conspiratorial activities of an extremely small
number of reactionary elements. The question of uniting
the broadest mass of the people in the struggle against
an cxtremely small number of reactionary elements is not
only a question for an individual socialist country, but
one deserving attention by many socialist countries, in-
cluding our country.

Because of the unanimity of ideology and aim of strug-
gle, it often happens that certain personnel of socialist
countries neglect the principle of equality among nations
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in their mutual relations. Such a mistake, by nature, is the
error of bourgeois chauvinism. Such a mistake, particu-
larly the mistake of chauvinism by a big country, incv-
itably results in serious damage to the solidarity and com-
mon cause of the socialist countrics. For this reason,
leading members and personnel of our government and
the people of the entire country, must at all times be
vigilant to prevent the error of big nation chauvinism in
relations with socialist countries and others. We should
at all times carry out education resolutely to oppose big
nation chauvinism among our personnel and the pecoplec
of the entire country. If such an error is committed it
should be corrected promptly. This is the duty to which
we should pay the utmost attention in order to strive
for peaceful coexistence with all nations and to promote
the cause of world peace.

— 5 —

ADDRESS BY TITO BEFORE A
MEETING OF THE YUGOSLAV
LEAGUE OF COMMUNISTS*

Pula—November 11, 1956

... You know, in the main, what causes brought
about the events in Poland and Hungary. We must go
back to 1948 when Yugoslavia was the first to give an
energetic answer to Stalin and declared that it wanted to
be independent, that it wanted to build its life and so-
cialism in accordance with the specific conditions of the
country, and that it allowed no one to interfere in its
internal affairs.

Materially, no armed intervention took place then be-
cause Yugoslavia was united. Because we liquidated their
main force during the national liberation war, various re-
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actionary elements were unable to carry out various
provocations.

Sccondly, we had a very strong, united and monolithic
Communist Party, hardened during the prewar period
and during the national liberation struggle. We had also
a strong and stceled Army, and, what is most important,
we had a unity of the people which characterized all
that.

When the truth about our country prevailed, and the
period of normalization of relations with the countries
which broke their relations with us following the ill-re-
nowned resolution began, the leaders of the Eastern coun-
trics expressed their desire that we should no longer men-
tion what had been done against us, that we should
forget what had been done. We accepted that, only to
improve our relations with these countries as soon as
possible.

But you will see later that it is most necessary to re-
mind certain people, who are today again beginning to
slander our country and who are at the head of the Com-
munist parties in the Eastern countries and also in cer-
tain Western countries, of what they did against Yugo-
slavia during those four, five and more years when Yugo-
slavia stood quite alone face to face against an enormous
propaganda apparatus, when we had to fight on all sides
to preserve the achievements of our national revolution,
to preserve what we had already started building, that is,
the foundations of socialism—briefly, to wipe away the
infamy which they wanted to put on us by various slan-
ders, and to show where the truth was.

We must remind them and say that then those same
people accused our country in every possible way that
it was a fascist country, that we were bloodsuckers, that
we were annihilating our people, that our people were
not with us, and so forth.

We must remind them, so that they may remember and
have this in mind today when again they want to throw
the blame for the events in Poland and Hungary on our
shoulders. This perfidious tendency originates from thosc
Stalinist elements which have succeeded in various par-
ties in still maintaining their positions, and which would
like again to strengthen their rule and to impose these
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Stalinist tendencies upon their peoples and other peoples
too. 1 will return to this later.

Now, I would like only to say to you that today we
must consider the events in Hungary in the light of this
entire development. At its own desire and initiative, we
normalized our relations with the Soviet Union. When
Stalin died, the new Soviet leaders saw that, thanks to
Stalin’s madness, the Soviet Union was brought into a
very difficult situation. It found itself in a deadlock both
in its foreign and domestic policies and, by its attitude of
a dogmatic priest in forcing its own methods, in its rela-
tions with other people’s democratic countries.

They realized where the main cause of all these difficul-
ties lay, and at the Twentieth Congress they condemned
Stalin’s actions and his policies followed up to then, but
they wrongly considered the whole thing as the question
of the “cult of personality” and not as a question of the
system. And the cult of personality is, in fact, the product
of a system. They have not launched a struggle against
that system, or, if they have, they have done it more in
silence, saying that on the whole everything was good but
that, in his late life, since he was old, Stalin began going
a little mad and to make various mistakes.

From the very beginning, we said that here it was not
merely the question of the cult of personality but, rather,
the question of a system which made the creation.of the
cult of personality possible, that it was necessary to strike
at the roots unceasingly and persistently—and this is most
difficult.

Where are these roots? In the bureaucratic apparatus,
in the methods of leadership and the so-called one-man
rule, in the disregard for the role and tendencies of the
working masses, in various Enver Hoxhas, Shehus and
other leaders of certain Western and Eastern parties who
are resisting the democratization and the decisions of the
Twentieth Congress and who contributed a great dcal
toward strengthening Stalin’s system and who are working
today to bring it back to life and to power—here are
the roots which must be corrected.

As far as we are concerned, we have considerably ad-
vanced in our relations with the Soviet Union. We have
improved these relations and have concluded a whole
series of economic arrangements which are very useful
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for us, which have been concluded under very favorable
conditions, and so forth.

Furthermore, two declarations were also adopted, one
in Belgrade and the other in Moscow. Both these dec-
larations should, in fact, be significant not only in our
mutual relations but also in relations between all socialist
countries, but unfortunately they have not been under-
stood in this way.

It was thought: “Well, since the Yugoslavs are so stub-
born, we will respect and implement these declarations,
but they do not affect the others because the situation
there is, nevertheless, a little different from that in Yugo-
slavia. Yugoslavia is an organized and disciplined state.
The Yugoslavs have proved their worth because they have
succeeded in maintaining themselves even in the most
difficult times and in not allowing a restoration of the
capitalist system, and so forth. This means: They are
something different from you in the Eastern countries
where we brought you to power.”

But this is wrong, because those same elements which
provoked such a resistance of Yugoslavia in 1948 also
live in these Eastern countries, in Poland, Hungary and
in others, in some more and in some less.

When we were preparing the declaration on our party
relations in Moscow, mainly on relations between the
League of Yugoslav Communists and the C.P.S.U. the
going was a little more difficult. We could not agree com-
pletely but, nevertheless, the declaration was issued
which, in our opinion, is intended for a wider circle than
Yupgoslavia and the Soviet Union.

We warned that those tendencies which once provoked
such strong resistance in Yugoslavia existed in all coun-
tries, and that one day they might find expression in other
countries, too. Then it would be far more difficult to
rectify this.

You know that Khrushchev was here for a rest. On
that occasion, we had talks here and many more in Bel-
grade. As I and Comrades Rankovic and Pucar were in-
vited to the Crimea, we went there and continued the
talks. We saw that it would be rather difficult going for
other countries. The Soviet leaders had a different at-
titude toward other countries. They had certain wrong
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and defective views on relations with these countries—
with Poland, Hungary and others.

However, we did not take this too tragically, becausc
we saw that this was not the attitude of the entire Soviet
leadership, but only of a section which imposed this at-
titude upon the other to a certain extent. We saw that
this attitude was imposed rather by those pcople who
stood, and are still standing, on Stalinist positions, but
that there were still possibilities that, within the Soviet
leadership, those elements would win through internal
evolution which stand for stronger and more rapid de-
velopment in the direction of democratization, abandon-
ment of all Stalinist methods, the creation of new rela-
tions among socialist states, and development in this same
direction in foreign policy as well.

By certain indications, and also in conversations, we
saw that these elements were not weak, that they were
strong, but that this internal process of development in a
progressive direction—in the direction of abandoning
Stalinist methods—was also hindered by certain Western
countries which, by their propaganda and ceaseless rep-
etition of the need for the liberation of these countries,
are interfering in their internal affairs and hindering a
rapid development and improvement in these countries.

The Soviet Union believes that, in view of the fact that
this interference in internal affairs has assumed rather
extensive proportions through propaganda disseminated
by radio broadcasts, the dispatch of materials by balloons,
and so forth, unpleasant consequences could result if it
left these countries completely and pave them, say, a
status such as that enjoyed by Yugoslavia. They are afraid
that reactionary forces might then be victorious in these
countries.

In other words, this means that they lack sufficient con-
fidence in the internal revolutionary forces of these coun-
tries.

In my opinion, this is wrong. The origin of all later
mistakes lies in insufficient confidence in the socialist
forces of these people. When the Poznan affair [Polish
riots that began June 28, 1956] happened—you know
about it—the Soviet people suddenly changed their at-
titude toward us. They began getting colder. They thought
that we Yugoslavs were responsible.
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Yes, we arc responsible, because we live in this world,
because we are what we are, because we created Yugo-
slavia as such, and because this Yugoslavia also acts out-
side its borders. Even if we did not want it so, our coun-
try acts, and very positively and uscfully, at that.

Thanks to the fact that in Poland, despite all the per-
secutions and Stalinist methods of destroying cadres, a
nucleus headed by Gomulka has nevertheless remained—
the nucleus which at the Eighth Plenum knew how effec-
tively to take things into its own hands, bravely to stamp
a seal to the new course, that is, the course toward democ-
ratization and complete independence, but also for good
relations with the Soviet Union, and to offer a deter-
mined resistance to interference in their internal affairs.

Thanks to this, reactionary forces in Poland could not
find expression, although these forces certainly did exist
and had hoped that they would be able to rise to the sur-
face as a result of a clash between Communists. Thanks
to a mature thinking and attitude by Soviet leaders, who
stopped interfering in time, things have stabilized con-
siderably in Poland at present, and are developing quite
well.

I cannot say that this positive development in Poland,
which is very similar to ours, has met with any joy in
other countries of the alleged—so-called socialist camp.
No, they criticize it secretly and among themselves, but
also publicly to a certain extent. In these countries, Po-
land has not even found such a measure of support as
it found among the Soviet leaders, who agreed to such
an attitude.

Among these various leading men in certain countries
of the so-called socialist camp, and also in certain West-
ern Communist parties, Poland did not find understanding
because Stalinist elements are still there.

For instance, when . . . Enver Hoxha, who knows
only how to say ‘“Marxism-Leninism” and not a word
more, writes an article about Yugoslavia and Poland,
. . . he resolutely condemns the tendencies of [a coun-
try’s] own road and development according to specific
conditions, and even goes against what Khrushchev and
other Soviet leaders have recognized, that is, that there
are specific roads to socialism.

Such a type not only dares slander and to stand up
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against Yugoslavia and another great socialist country,
but also hits the Soviet leaders themselves. Such Stalinist
elements believe that people of the Stalinist cast will be
found in the Soviet Union who will assist them maintain
themselves on the backs of their people. This, comrades,
is fatal. . . .

65 —

PRAVDA ASSAILS TITO FOR
ATTACKING “STALINIST”
FORCES*

November 23, 1956

. . . Among foreign reactions to the events in Hun-
gary, Comrade Tito’s recent speech in Pula attracts at-
tention. It devotes a great deal of attention to the events
in Hungary and correctly notes that the counterrevolution-
ary elements played a provocational role in them. , .

The events in Hungary were the first large-scale sally
of fascism in the entire postwar period, a sally which
showed that the threat of fascism has not yet passed.
Under these conditions, ideological solidarity, intense vig-
ilance and deep adherence to principle in raising ques-
tions relating to the Hungarian events are required of all
the supporters of socialism.

All the more astonishing, therefore, are certain prop-
ositions in Tito’s speech which by no means contribute
either to consolidation of all the supporters of socialism
or to a correct understanding of a number of important
problems of the international situation and of the cur-
rent tasks of the world Communist movement.

To begin with, Tito’s speech contains, along with cor-
rect evaluations of the Hungarian events, evaluations

* Current Digest of the Soviet Press, Vol. VIII, 1956. Re-
printed by permission.
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which cannot but cvoke legitimate objections. “See,”
said Tito to his audience, *how strongly a pcople can
resist, barchanded and badly armed, if they have before
them one goal—to frce themselves and to be independent.
They are no longer interested in what sort of independ-
cnce this would be or whether the bourgeoisie and the
reactionary system would be restored in the country.
Their only concern is to be independent as a nation. This
is what was chiefly in their minds.” In the first place,
Comrade Tito obviously exaggerates when he speaks in
this case of “the people.” Secondly, Marxism-Leninism
teaches us to examine such phenomena in a different
way. If it is a matter of indifference to a section of the
working pcople whether or not the yoke of exploitation is
put on their necks (under the guise of false slogans of
“frcedom and independence™), whether or not their
country is made a plaything in the hands of the big im-
perialist powers, whether or not they arc plunged into
a new war, as the fascist-Hitlerite clique of Horthy
plunged the Hungarian people into a war in 1941-1944,
this means that this section of thc working people has
fallen into the trap set by reaction. This would mean,
consequently, that the masses are not moving toward
liberation and independence but in a diametrically op-
posite dircction, toward enslavement and loss of in-
dependence. Marxism-Leninism requires that in approach-
ing social phenomena an answer always be given to the
following direct question: which classes have an interest
in the events in question; the interests of which class
arc served by a given form of public activity? It is truc
that considerable strata of the working people were drawn
into the whirlpool of events in Hungary. History knows
many instances in which the national feelings of the
masses have been incited, inflamed and utilized by re-
actionary forces against the fundamental interests of the
people. . . .

Speaking of the Hungarian events, Comrade Tito also
makes a number of critical comments about the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union. Special note should
be made of these comments. We, of course, are not
against criticism. The Moscow decclaration states as the
common opinion of the C.P.S.U. and the Yugoslav
League of Communists that our cooperation will be based
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on friendly criticism and on a comradely exchange of
opinions on contentious issues between our parties. We
have no reason to retract this decision. But Comrade
Tito’s critical remarks arrest our attention because they
were made in a tone that had almost disappeared in the
recent period.

Let us take the main proposition advanced by Tito with
regard to the Soviet system. He persistently emphasizes
that the “cult of the individual leader was essentially the
product of a specific system.” He states that one must
speak of the “system that gave rise to the creation of the
cult of the individual.” In reality, however, the cult of
the individual was a flagrant contradiction of our entire
Soviet socialist system. It was by proceeding from our
political and economic system that we were able to wage
a struggle against the cult of the individual and to achieve
in a short period of time great successcs in climinating
its consequences. . . .

How, then, can we interpret Tito’s comments about
our system other than as an attempt to cast a shadow
on the Soviet people’s system of social life? How can we
fail to ask if this is not a repetition of previous attacks
on the Soviet Union, which were fashionable in the past,
when relations between the U.S.S.R. and Yugoslavia were
deteriorating? It is for the Yugoslav people themselves
and the Yugoslav League of Communists to decide what
forms and methods they want to use in building so-
cialism, but is it right to disparage the socialist system
of other countries, to extol one’s own experience, pub-
licizing it as universal and the best? One cannot but see
that the idea is appearing more and more often in the
Yugoslav press that the “Yugoslav road to socialism” is
the most correct or even the only possible road for al-
most all countries of the world. Furthermore, no men-
tion is made of the favorable aspects and achievements
of socialist construction in other countries. Such a posi-
tion reminds one of the old proverb: “Without us even
the sun cannot risel”

* * *
The creative diversity on the single path of socialist

development is determined in different countries by con-
crete, objective conditions.
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The great Chinese People’s Republic has gained out-
standing experience in building socialism. Working in
complex historical conditions, the Communist Party of
China is making a tremendous contribution to the theory
and practice of building a socialist socicty. The world
communist movement can rightly be proud of the ability
of the Chinese comrades to discover and successfully ap-
ply new methods of solving very complex problems in
the life of hundreds of millions of pcople. However, the
Chinese comrades constantly point out that they in no
way claim that their methods have fully justified them-
selves in their country. The wisdom of the leadership of
the Communist Party of China is also seen in the fact
that it does not counterpose the experience of building
socialism in its country to the experience of other coun-
tries, but skilfully uses the experience of all the socialist
countrics for the successful solution of problems in build-
ing a new society in China.

There is much that is unique in the solution of various
problems of building socialism in the European people’s
democracies also. The experience of economic and cul-
tural development in Poland, Rumania and Albania, the
experience of forming agricultural cooperatives in Bul-
garia and the substantial achievements in the development
of industry and agriculture in Czechoslovakia—all this
and much more enrich the treasury of experience in
creating a new social system.

In Yugoslavia there are also unique forms of socialist
construction. New methods and techniques of administra-
tion and cconomic management are being tested in prac-
tice. The workers’ councils in Yugoslavia appeared com-
paratively recently. Every year of their existence brings
correctives in their functions, but certain favorable as-
pects of this form are apparent even now. This cannot
be said about another innovation, one which has had
an adverse cffect, namely, certain measures in the sphere
of planning that have weakened the planned basis of the
Yugoslav cconomy and increased the influence of mar-
ket relations, a fact about which the Yugoslav press has
also written.

There can be no doubt that good experience will al-
ways find adherents and followers if it has withstood the
test of time and yielded positive results. Conversely, it is
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ridiculous to take offense at other countries if one method
or another applied in one country is considered unsuitable
for another. . . .

In his speech Comrade Tito advances the slogan of
“independence” of the socialist countries and Communist
Parties from the Soviet Union and the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union. However, everyone knows that the
Soviet Union does not demand any dependence or sub-
ordination of anyone. This is stated with the utmost force
in the decisions of the 20th Party Congress. These prin-
ciples are affirmed once again in the U.S.S.R. Govern-
ment’s Declaration of October 30, 1956, on the Principles
of Development and Further Strengthening of Friendship
and Cooperation between the Soviet Union and Other
Socialist States. Our party and our government are rec-
tifying past mistakes on this score with the utmost deter-
mination. This is borne out by the expericnce of our
relations with Yugoslavia in recent years. We acted
boldly to eradicate all past mistakes in our relations with
Yugoslavia, disregarding all considerations of prestige,
and we were the first to offer our hand to the Yugoslav
government and'to the League of Communists, No one
can deny that for its part the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union has done and is doing everything necessary
to improve relations on the ideological basis of Marxism-
Leninism in the interests of strengthening friendshfp and
cooperation with the fraternal people of Yugoslavia and
in the interests of the struggle for peace and socialism.

While making a generally favorable evaluation of the
development of Soviet-Yugoslav relations and of the
agreements concluded between the U.S.S.R. and Yugo-
slavia, Tito rebukes the Soviet leaders for allcgcdly not
wishing to extend the principles set forth in these agree-
ments to the other socialist countries. Tito needed this
strange and completely far-fetched assertion in order to
ascribe to the Soviect Union “insufficient trust” in the
socialist forces of the people’s democracies,

These assertions are refuted by the facts. . . .

As is well known, the 20th Party Congress devoted
much attention to questions of the correct relations, based
on the fundamental positions of Marxism-Leninism, be-
tween our party and all the other fraternal Communist
and Workers' Parties. To speak now, after the 20th
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Congress, about certain “Stalinists” in the C.P.S.U. who
arc supposedly trying to subordinate the fraternal parties
means simply to close one’s eyes to the policy which the
C.PS.U. is actually carrying out vis-i-vis the socialist
countrics. This policy is based on the principles of full
equality, respect for territorial integrity, state independ-
cnce and sovereignty and noninterference in onc an-
other’s internal affairs and is imbued with the spirit of
strengthening fricndship among peoples and the spirit of
proletarian socialist internationalism. This policy is im-
bued with concern for strengthening the friendship,
fraternal cooperation and unity of all the countries in the
socialist camp and concern for strengthening world
peace.

What does Comrade Tito call for in his speech? To go
it alone? But it may be asked: What does this path
promise, what advantages does it hold for the socialist
countries? There are no such advantages. The appeal to
break with the other socialist states, with the entire
fraternal family of socialist countries, cannot be of any
benefit to the cause of building a socialist society. Loyalty
to the great banner of socialist internationalism, solidarity
and unity of all fighters for socialism—this is a major
condition for the success of our great cause.

% * *>

In the light of the requirements of socialist interna-
tionalism, one cannot but be surprised at the tone in
which Comrade Tito found it possiblc to speak of the
Communist Parties and their leaders. Without any
grounds, he lists as “Stalinists” all the leading figures of
the fraternal parties of the West and East who do not
agree with his point of view, and he attributes the worst
characteristics to them. He does not speak of them in any
other way than as “invetcrate Stalinist elements,” “ir-
responsible elements in various Communist Parties,’

]

etc.
The whole speech at Pula abounds in such attacks on
Communist figures. Having chosen the question of mutual
rclations among the Communist Parties as the subject of
his speech, Tito did not, in essence, hold a comradely
discussion, did not debate, but tried to teach or, rather,
abused various lcaders of the Communist and Workers’
Parties. The speech was not at all delivered in the tone
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of a conversation or debate on an equal basis, with proper
respect for different opinions. Yet there are no grounds
for speaking of “Stalinists” and “Stalinism,” since our
party, as well as the other Communist Parties, has de-
fended and will defend the revolutionary principles of
Marxism-Leninism.

Particularly inadmissible is the disdainful attitude in
his speech toward such a country as Albania and toward
its lcaders. Speaking of the Albanian comrades, Tito used
rude and insulting expressions. At the same time, it is
well known that the Yugoslay leaders have frequently
come out in defense of the thesis of the equality of large
and small nations and of the right of each nation to have
its own opinion and to defend it. Usually they insist that
no one can claim a monopoly in defining truth. Yet
hardly had Comrade Enver Hoxha written an article
that displeased the Yugoslav comrades, then they hurled
abuse at him. It is possible that the article could have
been written differently. But why should Comrade Hoxha
not have his opinion and that right to criticize which the
Yugoslav comrades claim?

. . After all that has been said, it is not surprising
that Comrade Tito’s speech has been met with rejoicing in
bourgeois circles abroad. One cannot but recall here the
words of the veteran of the workers’ movement August
Bebel, who recommended that one ponder one’s behayior
if one is praiscd by the enemy. Our enemies are now
jumping to the conclusion that this speech will cause
serious differences between the Soviet and Yugoslav
Communists and will lead to a deterioration in Soviet-
Yugoslav rclations.

Who does not sce that for the common cause of the
Communist Parties it is inadmissible to inflame disputes,
to indulge in mutual recriminations and to return to the
atmosphere of differences which, through mutual efforts,
have disappeared into the past? The highest intcrests of
the cause of the working class and the interests of social-
ism persistently require the attainment of mutual under-
standing and the elimination of everything that is fraught
with negative consequences for the further solidarity of
the forces of socialism on the basis of Marxist-Leninist
principles.

The Declaration on Relations Between the Yugoslav
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League of Communists and the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union points out that cooperation between the
C.P.5.U. and the Yugoslav League of Communists must
be based upon completely voluntary participation and
cquality, friendly criticism and comradely exchange of
views on issucs between our parties. It is well known that
in the past incorrect views on certain important questions
of socialist construction, views which do not accord
with Marxist-Leninist theory, have been widespread
among some figures in the Yugoslav Lcague of Com-
munists, and there have been deviations from the prin-
ciples of prolctarian internationalism. In moving toward
a rapprochement with the Yugoslav League of Com-
munists, our party bore in mind that the attainment of a
unity of views on important ideological questions would
require considerable time, since there were and still are
differences on a number of problems of an idcological
nature between the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and the Yugoslav League of Communists.

For its part, the C.P.S.U. will continue to conduct a
policy of cooperation between our parties on a principled
Marxist-Leninist basis in the interests of the fraternal
peoples of the U.S.S.R. and Yugoslavia and in the inter-
ests of defending peace, democracy and socialism. We are
convinced that today too disputed questions must be dis-
cussed and clarified in a calm, friendly atmosphere by
means of a comradely exchange of views.
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MORE ON HISTORICAL
EXPERIENCE OF PROLETARIAN
DICTATORSHIP

December 29, 1956*

. . . The publication in Chinese newspapers of Com-
rade Tito’s speech of November 11, and the comments
on that speech by various Communist Parties, has led
people again to raise many questions which call for an
answer.

. . . The attitude taken by Comrade Tito and other
leading comrades of the Yugoslav League of Communists
towards Stalin’s mistakes and other related questions, as
their recent views indicate, cannot be regarded by us as
well-balanced or objective. It is understandable that the
Yugoslav comrades bear a particular resentment against
Stalin’s mistakes. In the past, they made worthy efforts
to stick to socialism under difficult conditions. Their
experiments in the democratic management of economic
enterprises and other socialist organizations have also
attracted attention. The Chinese peoplc welcome the
reconciliation between the Soviet Union and other so-
cialist countries on the one hand, and Yugoslavia on the
other, as well as the establishment and development of
friendly relations between China and Yugoslavia. Like
the Yugoslav people, the Chinese people hope that Yu-
goslavia will become ever more prosperous and power-
ful as it advances to socialism. We also agree with some
of the points in Comrade Tito’s speech, for instance, his
condemnation of the Hungarian counter-revolutionaries,

* Article prepared by the Editorial Department of the Jen
Min Jih Pao (December 29, 1956) on the basis of a
discussion at an enlarged meeting of the Political Bureau
of the Central Committec of the Communist Party of
China.
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his support for the Worker-Peasant Revolutionary Gov-
crnment of Hungary, his condemnation of Britain, France
and Isracl for their aggression against Egypt, and his con-
demnation of the French Socialist Party for adopting a
policy of aggression. But we are amazed that, in his
speech, he attacked almost all the socialist countries and
many of the Communist parties. Comrade Tito made
assertions about “those hard-bitten Stalinist elements
who in various partiecs have managed still to maintain
themselves in their posts and who would again wish to
consolidate their rule and impose those Stalinist tend-
encics upon their people, and even others.” Therefore,
he declared, “Together with the Polish comrades we
shall have to fight such tcndencies which crop up in
various other parties, whether in the Eastern countries
or in the West.” We have not come across any statement
put forward by leading comrades of the Polish United
Workers Party, saying that it was nccessary to adopt
such a hostile attitude towards brother parties. We feel
it necessary to say in connection with these views of
Comrade Tito’s that he took up a wrong attitude when he
set up so-called “Stalinism,” *“Stalinist elements,” etc.
as objects of attack and maintained that the question now
was whether the course “begun in Yugoslavia” or the
so-called “Stalinist course” would win out. This can
only lead to a split in the Communist movement.
Comrade Tito correctly pointed out that “viewing the
current development in Hungary from the perspective—
socialism or counter-revolution—we must defend Kadar’s
present government, we must help it.” But help to and
defense of the Hungarian Government can hardly be said
to be the sensc of the long speech on the Hungarian
question made before the National Assembly of the Fed-
eral People’s Republic of Yugoslavia by Comrade Kar-
delj, Vice-President of the Federation Executive Council
of Yugoslavia. In the interpretation of the Hungarian in-
cident he gave in his speech, Comrade Kardelj not only
made no distinction whatsoever between ourselves and
the enemy, but he told the Hungarian comrades that “a
thorough change is necessary in the [Hungarian] political
system.” He also called on them to turn over state power
wholly to the Budapest and other regional workers’
councils, “no matter what the workers’ councils have
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become,” and declared that they “need not waste their
efforts on trying to restore the Communist Party.” “The
reason,” he said, “was because to the masses the Party
was the personification of bureaucratic despotism.” Such
is the blue-print of the “anti-Stalinist Course” which
Comrade Kardelj designed for other countries. The com-
rades in Hungary rejected this proposal of Comrade
Kardelj. They dissolved the Budapest and other regional
workers’ councils which were being controlled by coun-
ter-revolutionaries and persisted in building up the so-
cialist workers’ party. We consider that the Hungarian
comrades are entirely right to act in this way, because
otherwise Hungary’s future would belong not to socialism
but to counter-revolution.

Clearly, the Yugoslav comrades are going too far. Even
if some part of their criticism of brother partics is rea-
sonable, the basic stand and method they adopt infringe
the principles of comradely discussion. We have no wish
to interfere in the internal affairs of Yugoslavia, but
the matters mentioned above are by no means internal.
In order to consolidate unity of the international Com-
munist ranks and avoid creating conditions which the
enemy can use to cause confusion and division in our own
ranks, we cannot but offer our brotherly advice to the
Yugoslav comrades.

* » * v

One of the grave consequences of Stalin’s mistakes was
the growth of doctrinairism. While criticizing Stalin’s
mistakes, the Communist parties of various countries
have waged a struggle against doctrinairism. This strug-
gle is entirely necessary. But by adopting a negative at-
titude towards everything connected with Stalin, and by
putting up the erroneous slogan of ‘“de-Stalinization,”
some Communists have helped to foster a revisionist
trend against Marxism-Leninism. This revisionist trend
is undoubtedly of help to the imperialist attacks against
the Communist movement, and the imperialists are in
fact making active use of it. While resolutely opposing
doctrinairism, we must at the same time resolutely oppose
revisionlsm.

Marxism-Leninism holds that there are common, basic
laws in the development of human society, but each state
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and nation has features different from those of others.
Thus all nations pass through the class struggle, and
will eventually arrive at Communism, by roads that are
the same in essence but different in their specific forms.
The causc of the proletariat in a given country will tri-
umph only if the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism is
properly applied in the light of its special national fea-
turcs. And so long as this is done, the proletariat will ac-
cumulate new experience, thus making its contribution
to the cause of other nations and to the general treasury
of Marxism-Leninism. Doctrinaires do not understand
that the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism manifests
itself concretely and becomes operative in real life only
through the medium of specific national characteristics.
They arc not willing to make a carcful study of the social
and historical features of their own countries and na-
tions or to apply in a practical way the universal truth
of Marxism-Leninism in the light of these features. Con-
sequently they cannot lead thc prolctarian cause to vic-
tory.

Since Marxism-Leninism is the scientific summing up
of the expericnce of the working class movement of
various countries, it follows that it must attach impor-
tance to the question of applying the experience of ad-
vanced countries.

. . . But there must be a proper method of learning.
All the cxperience of the Soviet Union, including its
fundamental expericnce, is bound up with definite na-
tional characteristics, and no other country should copy
it mechanically. Morcover, as has been pointed out above,
part of Soviet experience is that derived from mistakes
and failures. For those who know how best to learn from
others this whole body of experience, both of success and
failure, is an invaluable assct, because it can help them
avoid roundabout ways in their progress and reduce their
losses. On the other hand, indiscriminate and mechanical
copying of experience that has been successful in the
Soviet Union—Ilet alone that which was unsuccessful
there—may lead to failures in another country. . . .

Errors of doctrinairism, whenever and wherever they
occur, must be set right. We shall continue our efforts to
correct and prevent such errors in our work. But op-
position to doctrinairism has nothing in common with
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tolerance of revisionism. Marxism-Leninism recognizes
that the Communist movements of various countries
necessarily have their own national characteristics. But
this does not mean that they do not share certain basic
features in common, or that they can depart from the
universal truth of Marxism-Leninism. In the present anti-
doctrinaire tide, there are people in our country and
abroad who, on the pretext of opposing the mechanical
copying of Soviet experience, try to deny the international
significance of the fundamental experience of the Soviet
Union and, on the plea of creatively developing Marxism-
Leninism, try to deny the significance of the universal
truth of Marxism-Leninism.

Because Stalin and the former leaders in some socialist
countrics committed the serious mistake of violating so-
cialist democracy, some waverers in Communist ranks, on
the pretext of developing socialist democracy, attempt to
weaken or renounce the dictatorship of the proletariat,
thc democratic centralism of the socialist state, and the
leading role of the Party. . . .

Among those who are trying to revise Marxism-
Leninism on the pretext of combating doctrinairism,
there are some who simply deny that there is a demarca-
tion line between the proletarian and the bourgeois dic-
tatorships, between the socialist and the capitalist systems
and between the socialist and the imperialist camps. Ac-
cording to them, it is possible for certain bourgeois coun-
tries to build socialism without going through a prole-
tarian revolution led by the Party of the proletariat and
without setting up a state led by the same, that state
capitalism in those countries is socialism itself, and
even human society as a whole has already been “growing
into” socialism. But while these people are publicizing
such ideas, the imperialists are mobilizing all available
military, economic, diplomatic, espionage and “moral”
forces, actively preparing to “undermine” and “disrupt”
socialist countries which have been established for many
years. . . .

In the interests of the common cause of the proletariat
of different countries, of joint resistance to the attack on
the socialist cause by the imperialist camp headed by the
United States, and of the economic and cultural upsurge
common to all socialist countries, we must continue to
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strengthen international prolctarian solidarity with the
Sovict Union as its center.

International solidarity of the Communist parties is an
cntirely new type of relationship in human history. It is
natural that its development cannot be free from difficul-
ties. The Communist parties must seek unity with each
other as well as maintain their respective independence.
Historical experience proves that mistakes are bound to
occur if there is no proper integration of these two
aspects; if one or the other is neglected. Should the Com-
munist parties maintain relations of equality among them-
selves and rcach common understanding and take con-
certed action through genuine, and not nominal, exchange
of views, their unity will be strengthened. Conversely, if,
in their mutual relations, one party imposes its views
upon others, or if the parties use the method of inter-
ference in each other’s internal affairs instead of com-
radely suggestions and criticism, their unity will be im-
paired. . . .

To strengthen the international solidarity of the so-
cialist countries, each Communist Party must respect the
national interests and sentiments of other countries. This
is of special importance for the Communist Party of a
larger country in its relations with that of a small coun-
try. To avoid any resentment on the part of the small
country, the Party of a larger country must constantly
take care to maintain an attitude of equality. . . .

As we have already said, Stalin displayed certain great-
nation chauvinist tendencies in relations with brother
parties and countries. The essence of such tendencies lies
in being unmindful of the independent and equal status of
the Communist parties of various lands and that of the so-
cialist countries within the framework of international
bonds of union. There are definite historical reasons for
such tendencies. The time-worn habits of big countries in
their relations with small countries continue to make their
influence felt in certain ways, while a series of victories
achieved by a Party or a country in its revolutionary
cause is apt to give rise to a certain sense of superiority.

For these reasons, systematic efforts are needed to
overcome great-nation chauvinist tendencies. Great-Na-
tion chauvinism is not peculiar to any one country.

But it is not only great-nation chauvinism that hinders
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international proletarian unity. In the course of history,
big countries have shown disrespect for small countrics
and even oppressed them; and small countries have dis-
trusted big ones and even become hostile to them. Both
tendencies still exist to a greater or lesser extent among
the pcoples and even in the ranks of the working class
of various countries. That is why, in order to strengthen
the international solidarity of the proletariat, apart from
the primary task of overcoming great-nation chauvinist
tendencies in bigger countries, it is also nccessary to
overcome nationalist tendencies in smaller countrices. . .

Stalin’s mistakes aroused grave dissatisfaction among
people in certain Easi European countries. But then
neither is the attitude of some people in these countries
toward the Soviet Union justified. Bourgeois nationalists
try their best to exaggerate the shortcomings of the Soviet
Union and overlook the contributions it has made. They
attempt to prevent the people from thinking how would
the imperialists treat their country and their people if the
Soviet Union did not exist. We Chinese Communists are
very glad to see that the Communist parties of Poland
and Hungary are already putting a firm check on the
activities of evil elements that fabricate anti-Soviet rumors
and stir up national antagonisms in relations with
brother countries, and also that these parties have set to
work to dispel nationalist prejudices existing among some
sections of the masses and even among some of the Party
members. This is clearly one of the steps urgently needed
to consolidate friendly relations among the socialist
countries. . .

The Soviet Government’s efforts to improve relations
with Yugoslavia, its declaration of October 30, 1956,
and its talks with Poland in November, 1956, all manifest
the determination of the Communist Party of the Sovict
Union and the Soviet Government to thoroughly elimi-
nate past mistakes in foreign relations. These steps by the
Soviet Union are an important contribution to the
strengthening of the international solidarity of the prole-
tariat. Obviously, at the present moment, when the im-
perialists are launching frenzied attacks on the Com-
munist ranks in the various countrices, it is necessary for
the proletariat of all nations to strive to strengthen its
solidarity. As we are faced with powerful enemies, no
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word or deed, no matter what name it goes by, which
harms the solidarity of the international communist ranks,
can hope to receive any sympathy from the Communists
and working people of the various countries.

— 8 —

JOINT DECLARATION BY THE
SOVIET UNION AND
COMMUNIST CHINA

January, 1957 *

. . . Both Government delegations note that in sup-
pressing the national liberation movement and perpetrat-
ing aggression against the nations that have won their
national independence, -the aggressive imperialist align-
ments do not give up their attempts to conduct subversive
activity against the Socialist states.

The armed uprising in Hungary was provoked by the
imperialist aggressive quarters and the Hungarian coun-
ter-revolutionary elements, which made use of the dis-
satisfaction that the mistakes of the former leadership had
caused among the Hungarian working people and youth.

They attempted to destroy the Socialist system in Hun-
gary, to restore Fascist dictatorship and thereby create
a hotbed of war in Europe.

By their conspiracy in Hungary, they tried to make a
breach for the realization of their schemes of disuniting
the Socialist states and smiting them one by one.

The swift defeat of the counter-revolutionary forces by
the Hungarian people, led by the Hungarian Socialist
Workers Party with the workers’ and peasants’ revolu-
tionary government assisted by the Soviet Union, is a
major victory of the cause of peace and socialism.

* New York Times, January 19, 1957. Reprinted by permis-
sion.



64 COMMUNIST POLITICAL TIIEORY

By helping the Hungarian people to put down the
counter-revolutionary rebellion, the Soviet Union has
fulfilled its duty to the working people of Hungary and
the other Socialist states, which is completely in line
with the interests of safeguarding world peace. . . .

The close unity and friendly cooperation of the So-
cialist countries is a reliable guarantee for the safeguard-
ing of the cause of socialism and the strengthening of
world peace.

In the present conditions, when imperialist aggressive
circles step up their subversive and provocative activities
against the Socialist countries, the further consolidation
of the unity and cooperation between the Socialist coun-
tries becomes especially important.

The Socialist countries are united by the idea and cause
of communism. Therefore, their mutual relations are
based on the teaching of Marxism-Leninism, on the
principles of proletarian internationalism. At the same
time, the Socialist countries are independent and sover-
eign states, and relations between them are based also on
the Leninist principles of national equality.

Such relations between Socialist countries represent a
new type of international relations. These relations are
subordinated to supreme interests—those of victory in
the common cause of struggle against imperialism, of
victory in the cause of building socialism in different
countries, of victory in the common struggle for the
triumph of communism.

Both parties believe that to strengthen and consolidate
the unity of Socialist countries on the basis of the above
principles is the supreme international duty of the Soviet
Union and China.

The insidious plans of the imperialists to speculate on
chauvinism, narrow nationalistic feelings and some sur-
vivals of national enmity in order to undermine and split
the unity of the Socialist countries should in the final
count be regarded as futile.

There are no essential contradictions and conflicting
interests in the relations between the Socialist states. Even
if in the past there were some mistakes and shortcom-
ings in these relations, at the present time they are being
overcome and eliminated. Moreover, these mistakes and
shortcomings can by no means eclipse the fundamental
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and principal aspect in the relations between Socialist
states—that of mutual assistance and coopcration.

Facts show that any questions of relations between the
Socialist states can be fully solved on the basis of unity,
through frank consultations and comradely discussion. It
is fully possible to combine the unity of Socialist coun-
tries and the independence of each individual country in
their relations.



Part Il

The Readjustment of Policy: Unity,
Diversity and the 1957 Congress
of Communist Parties

The reverberations of the Hungarian and Polish revolts
continued throughout 1957. Poland, and particularly Yu-
goslavia, resisted the gravitational pull of the center while
professing to maintain correct fraternal relations with the
other members of the Communist Bloc. Events in Com-
munist China and in the Soviet Union—Mao's unhappy
experience with internal decompression during the Hun-
dred Flowers episode and Khrushchev's marginal victory
over a hostile majority of the Polithuro—exerted pres-
sures to redefine and modify the policies of the Commu-
nist movement in line with the experiences gained in the
period since the “turning point” of February 1956.-

For a number of reasons a conference of Communist
Parties in power appeared best suited to accomplish the
purpose of the codification of doctrine. Old habits of
conformity among most of the member states of the So-
cialist camp insured that the Soviet view would have ma-
jority support. Though Communist China could be ex-
pected to urge more doctrinaire views on the conference
than would be palatable to the Soviet Party, her isola-
tion in ideological questions and her dedication to the
cause of communist unity could be counted on to prevail
over particular ideological preferences, at the cost of
minor theoretical concessions.

Also, the fact that 11 of the 13 governing Communist
Parties were backing a Moscow-centered definition of
Proletarian Internationalism was expected to force ide-
ological compliance from the two intransigents, Poland
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and Yugoslavia. Poland, indeed, submitted to the collec-
tive weight of the international assembly.

Tito, after studying a preliminary draft of the proposed
Unity Declaration, did not personally attend the Mos-
cow Conference. As a gesture of appeasement he post-
poned the 7th Congress of the CPY until 1958 and sent
Kardelj and Rankovic to represent the Yugoslav Com-
munist Party at the Moscow Meeting. Unable to modify
the Unity Declaration, they did not sign it.



— Q9 —

TEXT OF A JOINT COMMUNIQUE
ON TALKS AMONG
DELEGATES OF COMMUNIST
AND WORKERS" PARTIES

Moscow, November 14-16, 1957 *

DECLARATION
MEETING OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE COM-
MUNIST AND WORKERS' PARTIES OF THE SO-
CIALIST COUNTRIES, HELD IN MOSCOW, NOV.
14 TO 16, 1957

Representatives of the Albanian Party of Labor, the
Bulgarian Communist Party, the Hungarian Socialist
Workers' Party, the Vietnamese Working People’s Party,
the Socialist Unity Party of Germany, the Communist
Party of China, the Korean Party of Labor, the Mon-
golian People’s Revolutionary Party, the Polish United
Workers’ Party, the Rumanian Workers’ Party, the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union and the Communist
Party of Czechoslovakia discussed their relations, current
problems of the international situation and the struggle for
peace and socialism.

The exchange of opinions revealed identity of views of
the parties on all the questions examined at the meeting
and unanimity in their assessment of the international
situation.

. . . The question of war or peaceful coexistence is

* New York Times, November 22, 1957. Reprinted by per-
mission.
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now the crucial question of world policy. All the nations
must display the utmost vigilance in regard to the war
danger created by imperialism.

At present the forces of peace have so grown that
there is a real possibility of averting wars as was demon-
strated by the collapse of the imperialist designs in Egypt.
The imperialist plan to use the counter-revolutionary
forces for the overthrow of the people’s democratic sys-
tem in Hungary has failed as well.

The cause of peace is upheld by the powerful forces of
our era: the invincible camp of Socialist countries headed
by the Soviet Union; the peace-loving countries of Asia
and Africa taking an anti-imperialist stand and forming,
together with the Socialist countries, a broad peace zone;
the international working class and above all its vanguard,
the Communist parties; the liberation movement of the
peoples of the colonies and semi-colonies; the mass peace
movement of the peoples; the peoples of the European
countries who have proclaimed neutrality, the peoples of
Latin America and the masses in the imperialist coun-
tries are putting up increasing resistance to the plans for
a new war.

An alliance of these mighty forces could prevent war,
but should the bellicose imperialist maniacs venture, re-

ardless of anything, to unleash a war, imperialism will
doom itself to destruction, for the peoples will not toler-
ate a system that brings them so much suffering and
exacts so many sacrifices.

The Communist and workers’ parties taking part in the
meeting declare that the Leninist principle of peaceful
coexistence of the two systems, which has been further
developed and brought up to date in the decisions of the
Twenticth Congress of the Soviet Communist party, is the
sound basis of the foreign policy of the Socialist countries
and the dependable pillar of peace and friendship among
the peoples. The idea of peaceful coexistence coincides
with the five principles advanced jointly by the Chinese
People’s Republic and the Republic of India and with the
program adopted by the Bandung Conference of African-
Asian countries. Peace and peaceful coexistence have
now become the demands of the broad masses in all
countries.

The Communist Parties regard the struggle for peace as
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their foremost task. They will do all in their power to
prevent war. ) o

The meeting considers that in the present situation the
strengthening of the unity and frat_ernal cooperation of
the Socialist countries, the Communist and Workers’ par-
ties and the solidarity of the international working class,
national liberation and democratic movements acquirc
special significance.

* * *

In the bedrock of the relations between the countries
of the world Socialist system and all the Communist and
workers’ partics lie the principles of Marxism-Leninism,
the principles of proletarian internationalism which have
been tested by life. Today the vital interests of the work-
ing people of all countries call for their support of the
Soviet Union and all the Socialist countries who, pursu-
ing a policy of preserving peace throughout the world,
are the mainstay of peace and social progress. The work-
ing class, the democratic forces and the working people
everywhere are interested in tirelessly strengthening fra-
ternal contacts for the sake of the common cause, in
safeguarding from encmy encroachments the historic
political and social gains effected in the Soviet Union—
the first and mightiest Socialist power—in the Chinese
People’s Republic and in all the Socialist countrigs, in
seeing these gains extended and consolidated.

The Socialist countries base their relations on principles
of complete equality, respect for territorial integrity,
state independence and sovereignty and non-interference
in one another’s affairs. These are vital principles. How-
ever, they do not exhaust the essence of relations between
them. Fraternal mutual aid is part and parcel of these
relations. This aid is a striking expression of Socialist
internationalism. . . .

The Socialist countries are united in a single com-
munity by the fact that they are taking the common
Socialist road, by the common class essence of the social
and economic system and state authority, by the require-
ments of mutual aid and support, identity of interests and
aims in the struggle against imperialism, for the victory
of socialism and communism, by the ideology of Marx-
ism-Leninism, which is common to all.
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The solidarity and close unity of the Socialist countries
constitute a recliable guarantce of the sovereignty and in-
dependence of cach. Stronger fraternal relations and
friendship between the Socialist countries call for a Marx-
ist-Leninist internationalist policy on the part of the
Communist and workers’ parties, for educating all the
working pcople in the spirit of combining international-
ism with patriotism and for a determincd effort to over-
come the survivals of bourgeois nationalism and chau-
vinism. All issues pertaining to relations between the
Socialist countries can be fully scttled through comradely
discussion, with strict observance of the principles of
Socialist internationalism.

. . . The meeting confirmed the identity of views of
the Communist and workers’ parties on the cardinal
problems of the Socialist revolution and Socialist con-
struction. The experience of the Soviet Union and the
other Socialist countries has fully borne out the correct-
ness of the Marxist-Leninist proposition that the processes
of the Socialist revolution and the building of socialism
are governed by a number of basic laws applicable in all
countries embarking on a socialist course. These laws
manifest themselves everywhere, alongside a great variety
of historic national peculiarities and traditions which
must by all means be taken into account.

These laws are: Guidance of the working masses by
the working class, the core of which is the Marxist-
Leninist party, in effecting a proletarian revolution in
one form or another and establishing one form or other
of the dictatorship of the proletariat; the alliance of the
working class and the bulk of the peasantry and other
sections of the working people; the abolition of capitalist
ownership and the establishment of public ownership of
the basic means of production; gradual Socialist recon-
struction of agriculture; planned development of the na-
tional economy aimed at building socialism and commun-
ism, at raising the standard of living of the working peo-
ple; the carrying out of the Socialist revolution in the
sphere of ideology and culture and the creation of a
numerous intelligentsia devoted to the working class, the
working people and the cause of socialism; the abolition of
national oppression and the establishment of equality and
fraternal friendship between the peoples; defense of the
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achievements of socialism against attacks by external
and internal enemies; solidarity of the working class of
the country in question with the working class of other
countries, that is, proletarian internationalism.

Marxism-Leninism calls for a creative application of
the general principles of the Socialist revolution and So-
cialist construction depending on the concrete conditions
of each country, and rejects mechanical imitation of the
policies and tactics of the Communist parties of other
countries.

Lenin repeatedly called attention to the neces§ity gf
correctly applying the basic principles of communism, in
keeping with the specific features of the nation, of the
national state concerned. Disregard of national peculiari-
ties by the proletarian party inevitably leads to its divorce
from reality, from the masses and is bound to prejudice
the cause of socialism. And, conversely, exaggeration of
the role of these peculiarities or departure, under the
pretext of national peculiarities, from the universal Marx-
ist-Leninist truth on the Socialist revolution and Socialist
construction is just as harmful to the Socialist cause.

The participants in the meeting consider that both these
tendencies should be combated simultaneously. . . .

The theory of Marxism-Leninism derives from dialecti-
cal materialism. This world outlook reflects the universal
law of development of nature, society and human think-
ing. It is valid for the past, the present and the future.

. . . Of vital importance in the present stage is intensi-
fied struggle against opportunist trends in the working
class and Communist movement. The meeting underlines
the necessity of resolutely overcoming revisionism and
dogmatism in the ranks of the Communist and workers’
parties. Revisionism and dogmatism in the working class
and Communist movement are today, as they have been
in the past, international phenomena. Dogmatism and
sectarianism hinder the development of Marxist-Leninist
theory and its creative application in the changing con-
ditions, replace the study of the concrete situation with
merely quoting classics and sticking to books and lead
to the .lsolation of the party from the masses. A party that
has withdrawn into the shell of sectarianism and that
has lost contact with the masses cannot bring victory to
the cause of the working class.
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In condemning dogmatism, the Communist parties be-
lieve that the main danger at present is revisionism or,
in other words, right-wing opportunism, which as a mani-
festation of bourgeois idcology paralyzes the revolu-
tionary energy of the working class and demands the
preservation or restoration of capitalism. However, dog-
matism and scctarianism can also be the main dangers at
different phases of development in one party or another.
It is for cach Communist party to decide what danger
threatens it more at a given time.

It should be pointed out that the conquest of power by
the proletariat is only the beginning of the revolution,
not its conclusion. After the conquest of power, the work-
ing class is faced with the serious tasks of cffecting the
Socialist reconstruction of the national economy and
laying the economic and technical foundation of social-
ism. At the same time the overthrown bourgeoisie al-
ways endeavors to make a comeback, the influence ex-
erted on socicty by the bourgeoisie, the petty bourgeoisie
and their intelligentsia, is still great. That is why a fairly
long time is nceded to resolve the issue of who will
win—capitalism or socialism. The existence of bourgeois
influence is an internal source of revisionism, while sur-
render to imperialist pressure is its external source.

Modern revisionism seeks to smear the great teachings
of Marxism-Leninism, declares that it is “outmoded” and
alleges that it has lost its significance for social progress.
The revisionists try to exorcise the revolutionary spirit
of Marxism, to undermine faith in socialism among the
working class and the working people in general. They
deny the historical necessity for a proletarian revolution
and the dictatorship of the proletariat during the period
of transition from capitalism to socialism, deny the
leading role of the Marxist-Leninist party, reject the
principles of proletarian internationalism and call for
rejection of the Leninist principles of party organization
and, above all, of democratic centralism, for transform-
ing the Communist party from a militant revolutionary
organization into some kind of debating society.

The experience of the international Communist move-
ment shows that resolute defense by the Communist and
workers’ partics of the Marxist-Leninist unity of their
ranks and the banning of factions and groups sapping
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unity guarantee the successful solution of the tasks of the
socialist revolution, the establishment of socialism and
communism. . . . .

The forms of the transition of socialism may vary for
different countries. The working class and its vangua!'d.——
the Marxist-Leninist party—seek to achieve the Socmllxst
revolution by peaceful means. This would accord with
the interests of the working class and the people as
a whole as well as with the national interests of the
country. . . .

Today in a number of capitalist countries the working
class headed by its vanguard has the opportunity, given a
united working-class and popular front or other workable
forms of agreement and political cooperation between the
different parties and public organizations to unite a major-
ity of the people, to win state power without civil war
and insure the transfer of the basic means of production
to the hands of the people, relying on the majority of the
people and decisively rebuffing the opportunist elements
incapable of relinquishing the policy of compromise with
the capitalists and landlords. The working class can de-
feat the reactionary, anti-popular forces, secure a firm
majority in parliament, transform parliament from an in-
strument serving the class interests of the bourgeoisie into
an instrument serving the working people, launch a non-
parliamentary mass struggle, smash the resistance of the
reactionary forces and create the necessary conditions for
peaceful realization of the Socialist revolution.

All this will be possible only by broad and ceaseless
development of the class struggle of the workers, peasant
masses and the urban middle strata against big monopoly
capital, against reaction, for profound social reforms, for
peace and socialism.

In the event of the ruling classes’ resorting to violence
against people, the possibility of non-peaceful transition
to socialism should be borne in mind. Leninism teaches,
and experience confirms, that the ruling classes never
relinquish power voluntarily. In this case the degree of
bitterness and the forms of the class struggle will depend
not so much on the proletariat as on the resistance put
up by the reactionary circles to the will of the overwhelm-
ing majority of the people, on these circles using force
at one or another stage of the struggle for socialism.
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The possibility of one or another way to socialism de-
pends on the concrcte conditions in each country. . . .

After cxchanging views, the participants in the meet-
ing arrived at the conclusion that in present conditions
it is cxpedicnt, besides bilateral meetings of leading
personncl and cxchange of information, to hold, as the
nced arises, more representative conferences of Com-
munist and workers’ parties to discuss current problems,
share expcrience, study each other’s views and attitudes
and concerl action in the joint struggle for the common
goals—pcace, democracy and socialism.



Part IV

The Struggle with
Right-Wing Revisionism

Failure of the Yugoslavs to subscribe to the Unity Dec-
laration worked out by the Communist World Movement
in November, 1957, exposed the lone dissenter to the
critical attack of the other Communist Parties. Initially,
some hope remained for compromise. In March 1958,
Yugoslavia circulated a preliminary draft of its Party
Program among the members of the Communist bloc.
Though it is only possible to speculate on the nature of
the changes that Chinese and Soviet critics suggested, a
comparison between early drafts and the final version of
the Yugoslav Program would indicate that fraternal com-

-ments were largely ignored by the Yugoslav party leader-
ship.

After the adoption of the program in April 1958, the
nature of the debate between the three independent cen-
ters of Communism followed a set pattern. In the Soviet
catalogue of Yugoslav sins, Yugoslavia's obdurate refusal
to remain within the Socialist camp became the issue of
primary concern. The obvious revisionist deviations of
those sections of the program dealing with the domestic
features of Yugoslavian socialism were of much less sig-
nificance to the Soviets than to the Chinese. Peking, in
a bitterly critical review of Belgrade’s program and con-
duct, maintained consistently that the deficiencies of Y u-
goslavia’s conduct toward the Socialist camp were caused
directly by Tito's deliberate rejection of Marxism-Lenin-
ism and his espousal of Neo-Bernsteinist doctrines.

Ultimately, Peking and Moscow revived as ‘“basically
correct” the anti-Y ugoslav Cominform resolution of 1948,
which both had repudiated during 1955-1956.

In response to this bi-lateral effort to discredit the Yu-
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goslav heresy, Tito’s defensive arguments emphasized in
essence the following two themes: (1) For Yugoslavia
to join the Communist camp would aggravate the world
situation by furthering the undesirable tendency of Capi-
talism and Socialism to divide the world into hostile
blocs; (2) Furthermore, the bloc policies of Moscow and
Peking would delay the extension of the Socialist system
to other areas of the world, an effort for which the Yugo-
slavs apparently thought themselves and their program
uniquely suited.



YUGOSLAVIA'S WAY—
THE PROGRAM OF THE
YUGOSLAV LEAGUE
OF COMMUNISTS, 1958*

ON BILATERAL AND MULTILATERAL
COOPERATION

The Yugoslav Communists do not make an issue of the
form of coopcration among the Communist parties or
between these parties and the Socialist or other progres-
sive movements. They make a point of its content. They
favor both bilateral and multilateral cooperation,. pro-
vided it is always based on full equality, with no imposi-
tion of attitudes and no interference in the internal rela-
tions of the parties, and provided it serves the concrcte
interests of peace, socialism and social progress in gen-
eral. The League of the Communists of Yugoslavia be-
lieves that both forms of cooperation are indispensable
elements in uniting the actions of the socialist forces and
the progressive efforts of humanity. If, however, the Yu-
goslav Communists under present conditions assign pri-
mary importance to the various forms of bilateral
cooperation, they do so first because of the altered objec-
tive conditions of the contemporary development of so-
cialism; and, second, because the earlier forms of mul-
tilateral cooperation of the workers’ parties—aside from

* Translated by Stoyan Pribechevich. Copyright 1958, by All
Nations Press, New York. Reprinted by permission.
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their positive aspécts whenever they corresponded to the
given historic period—produced negative phenomena
which caused considerable harm to the struggle for so-
cialism and peace and which the labor movement must
live down so that they may not again sully the demo-
cratic principles of socialist internationalism.

IDEOLOGICAL MONOPOLISM

Among these phenomena one must first mention tend-
cncies toward ideological monopoly.

Tendencies toward ideological monopoly have always
been a barrier to the development of socialist thinking
and a source of dogmatism and opportunist-revisionist
reaction. These tendencies gave rise to aspirations toward
unconditional leadership in the labor movement, which
led to many negative consequences at a time when not
one single working class party was in power. Tendencies
toward idcological monopoly can cause even greater
damage after the parties of the working class have as-
sumed power. It is the task of the labor movement—
espccially of the Communists of the larger, stronger, so-
cialist countries, with greater responsibilitics—to fight
both in theory and in practice for an equality of rela-
tions, on the principle that the correctness and progres-
sive character of an ideology or of certain forms of so-
cialist construction depend exclusively on their vitality
and verification by practice, not on the approval by some
international forum.

Every aspect of ideological monopoly that hampers
free socialist development in socialist countries is a
brake on international socialism in general. For this rea-
son, the League of the Communists of Yugoslavia re-
gards as particularly useful today the creation of such .
forms of international cooperation as would on the
broadest possible basis unite cfforts toward solution of the
common practical problems of peace and of the struggle
for, and the building of, socialism.

The interest of further socialist development demands
free, socialist, democratic relations among the parties of
the socialist countries. In the struggle for the victory of
.socialism, the working class of one country or another
may for a certain period of time be the standard-bearer,
may stand in the front ranks or have a superior material
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force at its disposal. But this does not mean that it thus
acquires a monopoly position in the labor movement,
least of all in ideology. Past experience has shown—and
it is even clearer today—that cooperation in the labor
movement is possible only among equals.

Also characteristic of contemporary development is
the fact that in several countries Communist partics have
come to power. Thus, the question of relations among the
Communist parties assumes yet another, historically new,
aspect.

The leadership of Communist parties in power is re-
sponsible for the work of these parties not only to its
membership but to the entire people. This fact must be
reflected in the character of their mutual relations.

In their mutual relations, the Communist parties in
power cannot make decisions belonging to the jurisdic-
tion of representative organs elected by all citizens. The
Communist parties in the practice of their international
relations have so far often failed to keep this in mind,
thus restricting the importance and role of the above-
mentioned representative organs.

To proclaim the path and form of the socialist devel-
opment of any country as the only correct ones is nothing
but dogma, obstructing the process of the socialist trans-
formation of the world. The general aims of socialism are
common, but the tempo and forms of the movement of
society toward these aims are and must be different,
depending on the concrete conditions in individual coun-
tries or parts of the world. Consequently, freedom of
internal socialist devclopment and absence of any im-
position of various forms, non-interference in the inter-
nal life and progress of various movements, and a free
and equal exchange of experience and socialist theoreti-
cal thought should be the basic principle of mutual rela-
tions among socialist countries and socialist movements.

Attempts at designating the admission of the diversity
in forms of development of socialist processes as a “new”
ideological phenomenon, as “national communism,” have
nothing in common with a scientific explanation of con-
temporary socialist development. Such theories can arise
only in the minds of dogmatists, or are deliberately in-
jected by the spokesmen of the bourgeoisic in order to
introduce disorientation and ideological confusion into
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the labor movement. Such designs must not prevent the
comprehension and working out of specific devclopments
and the orientation of the working class primarily ac-
cording to the problems and conditions of its own coun-

try. . ..

THE HISTORIC MEANING OF THE STRUGGLE
FOR NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE

. . . In fighting for the independence of our country,
the League of the Communists of Yugoslavia does not
think of independence as seclusion or isolation.

The conflict which broke out in 1948 because of the
resistance of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia to
Stalin’s policies did not express any desire on the part of
the Yugoslav Communists to isolate themselves. It repre-
sented their resistance to improper hegemonist policies
and practices which, once established, would have donc
enormous damage to the development of socialism. The
resolutions of the Information Burcau of the Communist
Parties (Cominform) attempted to legalize inequality
among socialist countries. They were a negation of the
independence of peoples and their freedom in develop-
ing socialist relations as a basis for rapprochement
among peoples on their path to socialism.

All that happened in 1948 was a gross violation of
socialist and democratic principles which ought to be ob-
served in relations between two socialist countries. The
lessons of the past years have shown that the develop-
ment of relations among socialist countries should serve
as an example and point to the need of creating better,
more lasting and more comprehensive relations among
nations. These relations must be based on the principles
of independence, full equality and respect for the individ-
uality of each separate country.

Resistance to improper practices in relations among
socialist countries—resistance which in various ways has
taken place more than once—has revealed the progressive
aspirations of the peoples of the socialist countries: to
build socialism in accordance with their specific condi-
tions, having in mind the interests of socialism as a whole.
To label this policy ‘“national communism™ can only
be the result of dogmatic or great-power conceptions or
of bourgeois ideological influence and intrigue.
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The League of the Communists of Yugoslavia belicves
that relations among socialist countries must be clcansed
of the negative traits which capitalism has introduced into
the relations between the big and the small, the strong
and the weak, the advanced and the backward, the white
and the colored, the culturally developed and the cul-
turally underdeveloped countries and peoples. . .

THE PROBLEMS OF THE STRUGGLE FOR PEACE

. . . Peace in contemporary conditions primarily
means peaceful coexistence of peoples and states with
different social systems. This coexistence must not be
passive, entrenched in bloc positions. It must be active,
aiming at a constant widening of cooperation among
peoples.

Active coexistence must, above all, mean creation of
conditions necessary for a gradual resolution of con-
troversial international issues: for disarmament; for re-
Iease of enormous resources spent on armaments to raise,
instead, the economic and cultural standards of the
world; for aid to underdeveloped countries; for construc-
tive, peaceful competition in economy, culture, science
and other fields among countries with different social
systems; and for developing the productive forces of
socicty to a still higher degree through the utilization of
all the latest achievements of science and technology.

In accordance with all this, the League of the Com-
munists of Yugoslavia believes that an all-out effort is
needed to overcome the existing division into blocs which
renders cooperation among peoples difficult in every
field of social life.

The realism of the policy of peace aiming at the elimi-
nation of the division of the world into blocs is based on
the knowledge that differences in social and economic
systems need not necessarily result in the formation of
blocs, despite the fact that forces interested in such a
division do exist in the world today. A large part of the
world’s population and territory stands outside the bloc
alignments. Socialist Yugoslavia sees in the independent,
non-bloc policies of these countries a contribution to the
broadest international cooperation and to the consolida-
tion of peace in the world. Although the policies of the
uncommitted countries are not identical, although there
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are differences in their relations with the power blocs,
they arc all interested in finding a way out of the present
situation by a comprehensive development of coopera-
tion among all countries regardless of their social systems.

The social-cconomic and political meaning and roles of
the existing blocs are different. The League of the Com-
munists of Yugoslavia believes that the Warsaw Pact
and similar measures of the socialist countries are a nat-
ural defense reaction to the creation of the Atlantic Pact
and espccially to the arming of Germany and the creation
of military bloc organizations in Western Europe. Be-
sides, in the last few years the Socialist countries have
made a number of steps and proposals toward relaxation
of international tensions and thus toward elimination of
bloc barricrs among nations. However, an effort in this
direction is nceded on the part of all peoples and all
political factors having the interests of peace at heart.
The League of the Communists of Yugoslavia will strive
to have socialist Yugoslavia, which stands outsidc the
military and political blocs, continue her contribution
toward this end.

ACTIVE COEXISTENCE

The policy of active coexistence should rest on respect
of independence, sovereignty, equality, territorial in-
tegrity, and non-interference in the internal affairs of
other countries. Active coexistence can be established
only in relations among individual states and peoples and
not in relations between blocs of countries. There can
be no coexistence between blocks. This would not be
coexistence but a temporary truce concealing the danger
of new conllicts.

The policy of active coexistence is both the expression
and the nced of the powerful development of productive
forces. This development has brought about a factual in-
terconnection of the whole world and a close inter-
dependence of the economies of various countries. And it
has made war senscless as a means of solving whatever
problems and antagonisms exist among countries, in view
of the inevitable catastrophe for mankind through the
use of nuclear weapons. . . .

The policy of active coexistence inevitably leads in
every capitalist country to the checking and weakening
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of the forces which act as brakes on progress and which,
at the same time, harbor the potential danger of provok-
ing a new world war. This policy broadens the basis of
the struggle against imperialism and colonialism; reduces
the possibilities of hegemonist policics; breaks up the
foundation of bureaucratism, and facilitates a more rapid
and less painful development of socialist countries. Con-
sequently, far from perpetuating the existing social forms,
this policy helps hasten their change. . . .

TASKS OF THE FOREIGN POLICY OF
SOCIALIST YUGOSLAVIA

. . . In its foreign policy, by advocating active co-
existence and removal of the rift caused by blocs, our
country will continue to develop all possible activities
through the United Nations and to struggle for its uni-
versality, thus contributing to the accomplishment of the
purpose for which this organization was founded. With-
out underestimating the negative effects of the interna-
tional situation on this organization or its frequently one-
sided attitudes resulting from this situation, the League
of the Communists of Yugoslavia believes that, through
persistent efforts on the part of the democratic and anti-
imperialist forces of peace, this organization could be-
come, more than it has been, the common instrument of
the strivings of the peoples for peace and for theirrap-
prochement, cooperation and peaceful mutual assistance
and aid.



EDITORIAL FROM THE JEN MIN JIH
PAO (PEOPLE'S DAILY), PEIPING

May, 1958*

. . . The recently closed seventh congress of the
Lcague of Communists of Yugoslavia adopted a “Draft
Program of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia”
which is an anti-Marxist-Leninist, out-and-out revisionist
program. . . .

The draft program openly forsakes the fundamental
principles of Marxism-Leninism, sets itsclf against the
dcclaration of the meeting of represcntatives of the Com-
munist and workers’ parties of Socialist countries held in
Moscow last November, and at the same time repudiates
the “Peace Manifesto” adopted by the mecting of repre-
sentatives of sixty-four Communist and workers’ parties,
cndorsed by the representatives of the League of Com-
munists of Yugoslavia itself. The draft program brands
all the basic principles of revolutionary theory established
by Marx and Engels and developed by Lenin and other
great Marxists as “dogmatism,” and the leaders of the
League of Communists of Yugoslavia style themselves
“irreconcilable enemies of any dogmatism.”

What are the most basic things in the “dogmatism”
which the Ieaders of the League of Communists of Yugo-
slavia have chosen to attack? They are proletarian revolu-
tion and proletarian dictatorship. But it is common
knowledge that without proletarian revolution and prole-
tarian dictatorship there can be no socialism. The draft
program of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia con-
centrates its opposition on proletarian revolution and its
attack on proletarian dictatorship, smears the Socialist
state and the Socialist camp and beatifies capitalism, the
imperialist state and the imperialist camp. This cannot
but give rise to doubt about the “socialism” avowed by

* New York Times, May 11, 1958. Reprinted by permission.
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the leaders of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia.

Speaking like the reactionaries of all countrics and the
Chincse bourgeois Rightists, the leading group of the
League of Communists of Yugoslavia has viciously slan-
dered proletarian dictatorship, alleging that it “leads to
bureaucratism, the ideology of statism, separation of the
leading political forces from the working masscs, stagna-
tion, the deformation of Socialist development, and the
sharpening of internal differences and contradictions.”
They maliciously slander the Socialist camp, alleging that
it also has a policy of “positions of strength and struggle
for hegemony.” They describe the two radically differcnt
world politic-economic systems, the Socialist camp and
the impcrialist camp, as *“division of thc world into two
antagonistic military-political blocs.” They represent them-
selves as standing outside the “two blocs” of socialism
and imperialism, or in a position beyond the blocs.

They hold that the U.S.-dominated United Nations
can “bring about greater and greater unification of the
world,” that economic cooperation of all countries of the
world, including the imperialist countries, is “an integral
part of the Socialist road to the development of world
economy.” They maintain that “the swelling flow of state-
capitalist tendencies in the capitalist world is the most
tangible proof that mankind is irrepressibly and by the
most diverse roads deeply entering into the cpoch of
socialism.”

These propositions cannot but call to mind the revi-
sionist preaching about *“evolutionary socialism,” “ultra-
imperialism,” “organized capitalism” and “the pcaceful
growing of capitalism into socialism” made by right-wing
Socialists in the late nineteenth century and early twen-
tieth century, such as Bernstein, Kautsky, Hilferding and
their ilk, which were intended to induce the working class
in the various capitalist countries to give up revolutionary
struggle for socialism and uphold bourgeois rule. . . .

It is quite obvious that open and uncompromising
criticism must be waged against the series of anti-Marx-
ist-Leninist and out-and-out revisionist views assembled
in the draft program of the League of Communists of
Yugoslavia.

If theoretical criticism of the revisionism of Bernstein
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and Kautsky and their ilk by the Marxists of the late
ninctcenth and early twentieth centuries was inevitable,
then it is even more necessary now for us to criticize neo-
Bersteinism.

This is because modern revisionism is propounded as a
comprchensive and systematic program by the leading
group of a party that wiclds state power. It is also be-
cause modern revisionism is aimed at splitting the inter-
national Communist movement and undermining the
solidarity of the Socialist countries, and is directly detri-
mental to the fundamental interests of the Yugoslav peo-
ple.

We consider as basically correct the criticism made in
June, 1948, by the Information Bureau of Communist
Parties in its resolution “Concerning the Situation in the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia” in regard to the mistake
of the Yugoslav Communist party in departing from the
principles of Marxism-Leninism and sinking into bour-
geois nationalism; but there were defects and mistakes in
the method adopted at that time by the Information Bu-
reau in dealing with this question. The resolution con-
cerning Yugoslavia adopted by the Information Bureau
in November, 1949, was incorrect and it was later with-
drawn by the Communist and Workers’ Parties which
took part in the Information Bureau meeting.

Since 1954, the Soviet Union and other countries of
the Socialist camp have done their utmost and taken
various ‘measures to improve their relations with Yugo-
slavia. This has been fully correct and necessary. The
Communist parties of various countries have adopted an
attitude of waiting patiently, hoping that the leaders of
the League of Communists of Yugoslavia would return to
the Marxist-Leninist standpoint in the interest of ad-
herence by the Yugoslav people to the road of socialism.

However, the leading group of the League of Com-
munists of Yugoslavia has spurned the well-intentioned
efforts made by the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union and the Communists
of other countries. Around the time of the Hungarian
event, they tried to disrupt the unity of countries in the
Socialist camp on the pretext of so-called “‘opposition to
Stalinism”; during the Hungarian event, they supported



88 COMMUNIST POLITICAL THEORY

the renegade Nagy clique; and, in their recent congress,
they have gone further and put forward a systematic and
comprehensive revisionist program.

The leaders of the League of Communists of Yugo-
slavia should think soberly: Will the Leaguc of Com-
munists of Yugoslavia be able to maintain its solidarity
with the Communist parties of other countries by aban-
doning the fundamental viewpoints of Marxism-Leninism
and persisting in revisionist viewpoints? Can there be a
basis for solidarity without a common Marxist-Leninist
viewpoint? Will it be in the interests of the Yugoslav
people to reject friendship with the countries in the So-
cialist camp and with the Communist parties of other
countries?

ON "“REVISIONISM":
EXCERPTS FROM ARTICLES IN
KOMMUNIST, OFFHCIAL
PUBLICATION OF THE
YUGOSLAV COMMUNIST
PARTY, May, 1958*

The authors of the (Chinese) article, in the name of
Socialist Internationalism, proclaim the policy of a
Socialist country as the Enemy No. 1.

They simply took the Cominform resolution of 1948
out of the archives, thrusting themselves on the League
of Communists of Yugoslavia with all kinds of labels of
various revisionist directions which appeared in definite
historical conditions in different countries, and even
with insinuations on serving the imperialists.

* New York Times, May 11, 1958. Reprinted by permission.
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Taking over the logics and methods of the Cominform,
the Chinese Communists set as their main task inter-
ference in Yugoslavia's internal affairs, struggle against
Socialist Yugoslavia, the great struggle on which the suc-
cess or failure of the cause of the working class in the
world and the cause of socialism depend.

Ten years ago the authors of the first Cominform
resolution also set themselves this same task. Perhaps
it is uscful to mention that, while setting as their chief
task the struggle against Socialist Yugoslavia, and not the
concern for their own people, for socialism in their own
country and its proper development, the authors of the
first resolution experienced an inglorious end, while So-
cialist Yugoslavia remained Socialist, firmer, stronger,
more unitcd than ever before.

What happened to most of those who signed the first
Cominform resolution, which the Chinese comrades are
now rehabilitating so lightly?

Out of seventeen signatories of the resolution from
Socialist countries, twelve of them have finished in-
gloriously or tragically. Trajko Kostov was sentenced to
death. Vulko Chervenkov was removed from the post of
Prime Minister and sharply criticized. Ana Pauker was
expelled from the party. Vasili Kuka was sentenced to
life imprisonment. Matyas Rakosi led Hungary to the
brink of ruin and now lives as an emigre away from his
country. Mihaly Farkas is in prison for crimes against
his fellow Communists. Erno Gero is also living as an
emigre. Jakub Berman has been stigmatized in Poland
for a breach of the law, for arresting and persecuting
honest Communists. Georgi Maksimilianovich Malenkov
has been condemned by the party for belonging to the
well-known anti-party group. Gustav Bares has been re-
moved from party functions. Rudolf Slansky was hanged.
Bedzih Geminder was also hanged.

This tragic chapter from the past of the Socialist
countries we are not mentioning because we consider it
necessary to accuse anybody today, but in order to point
to the paradoxical situation in which the authors of the
article in Jenmin Jihpao have landed by fishing out of
the archives the documents which the events have so
tragically and mercilessly disproved.

Therefore, those who try to resuscitate the methods
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which history has branded with condemnation take upon
themselves a great responsibility.

Yugoslavia’s attitude in individual questions has al-
ways been clearly and publicly expressed and in good
time, so that its visualization did not call for any special
patience. However, if some people think that friendly
cooperation between Yugoslavia and other Socialist coun-
tries can develop only if the League of Communists
changes its attitudes of principle, then the question arises:
What ensures any equality of cooperation and where then
do the methods and actions introduced by the article in
Jenmin Jihpao differ from actions and methods declared
in the first and second resolutions of the Cominform?

If this is the price and condition for cooperation, then
what is involved is a problem exactly ten years old, and
for Yugoslav Communists this price is unacceptable to-
day just as it was ten years ago. And precisely in this
lies, it seems, the meaning of the call to the leaders of
the League of Communists of Yugoslavia to *“‘ponder
soberly” as to “whether it will be in the intcrests of the
Yugoslav people to reject the friendship with the coun-
tries of the Socialist camp and with the Communist par-
ties of other countries.”

Striving always and resolutely—despite the campaign
conducted against our country—for friendly relations
and cooperation with all Socialist countries and Com-
munist parties, and accepting on that line their initiative
for normalization of relations, the Yugoslav Communists
considered that the restoration of those relations means a
break with the old harmful methods, which found their
expression in the Cominform resolution, and the establish-
ment of the only possible and normal practice in the rela-
tions between Socialist countries and Communist parties,
which consists in that they develop their relations in the
spirit of solidarity and friendship even when they differ
in certain concrete aspects of the internal and interna-
tional policy.

Nobody has the right to prescribe how the relations
between Socialist countries should be, but every Social-
ist country is obliged to strive for the greatest possible
cooperation within the framework of the common and
equal interests of the Socialist countries. We have al-
ways endcavored to do this, even when we did not agree
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with certain attitudes of other Socialist countries and
Communist parties. We also said that we did not agree
with and refused to take part in actions with which we
did not agree, but apart from this, we endeavored to co-
operate in those fields where common attitudes and
views existed and exist.

Those were precisely the essential questions of social-
ism, that is, the questions of the struggle for peace, the
questions of the struggle for the defense of socialism and
Socialist system from every attempt of imperialist inter-
ference from outside, the questions of cooperation in the
struggle for strengthening all forces of social progress
and socialism, as well as in the support to anti-imperialist
forces in the struggle for national independcnce.

Of course, in the realization of these aims also, every
country or Communist party should approach in keeping
with the specific conditions in which it operates.

However, Jenmin Jihpao’s article now sets matters dif-
ferent. It does not only represent a reinforcement of the
Cominform resolution against Yugoslavia, but also the
establishment of the methods and actions which accom-
panied the work of the Cominform and which marked a
period which even its most conservative defenders today
mark as a period in which a number of major “mistakes”
were made.

If this is really the intention of the author of the arti-
cle in Jenmin Jihpao, then not only cooperation between
Yugoslavia and other Socialist countries and Communist
parties will suffer from this, but the international social-
ism generally as well.



EXCERPTS FROM KHRUSHCHEV'S
SPEECH TO THE 215T
PARTY CONGRESS

January, 1959*

The conferences of representatives of Communist and
Workers' Parties in November, 1957, demonstrated the
complcte unity of views of the fraternal parties. The con-
ference declaration was unanimously approved by all the
Communist and Workers’ Parties and became a charter
of international unity of the world Communist movement.
The declaration condemned revisionism as the principal
danger and also dogmatism and sectarianism. Life fully
proved the declaration’s conclusions to have becn correct.
And we are guided by them now. . . .

The international Communist movement has con-
demned the outlook and policies of the Yugoslav revi-
sionists. The leaders of the League of Communists of Yu-
goslavia try to present matters as though the Marxist-
Leninist parties had begun an ideological struggle against
them because they refused to sign the declaration.~This
claim is utterly false. It was the Yugoslav leaders who
countered the declaration by coming forth with their
revisionist program, in which they attacked the Marxist-
Leninist stand of the international Communist movement.
One asks: Could Marxists have ignored thesc facts? Of
course not. Therefore all parties that take Marxist-Lenin-
ist positions came forth with principled criticism of the
program of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia.

Our position on the views of the Yugoslav leaders is
clear. We have set it forth repeatedly in all frankness. But
the Yugoslav leaders twist and turn, falsify, and dodge
the truth.

* Current Digest of the Soviet Press, Vol. XI, Nos. 4 and
5. Reprinted by permission.
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The Yugoslav leaders try to conceal the essence of
their differcnces with the Marxist-Leninists. This is that
the Yugoslav revisionists deny the necessity of interna-
tional class solidarity and abandon working-class posi-
tions. They try to convince all and sundry that there are
two blocs, two military camps, in the world. Yet every-
one knows that the socialist camp, embracing the social-
ist countries of Europe and Asia, is not a military camp,
but a community of equal peoples in the struggle for
peace and for a better life for the working people, for
socialism and communism. The other camp is the camp
of the imperialists, seeking at any price to preserve the
system of oppression and violence, and confronting man-
kind with the mecnace of war. We did not imagine these
camps; they took shape in the course of social develop-
ment.

The Yugoslav leaders claim that they stand aside from
blocs and above the camps, although in actuality they
belong to the Balkan bloc, consisting of Yugoslavia, Tur-
key and Greece. The latter two countries, as is known,
are members of the aggressive NATO bloc, while Tur-
key belongs, moreover, to the Baghdad Pact. The lead-
ers of the Leaguc of Communists of Yugoslavia greatly
resent our telling them that they are sitting on two stools.
They claim that they are seated on their own, the Yugo-
slav stool. But for some reason this Yugoslav stool is
greatly supported by the American monopolies! And this
position “outside of blocs,” this neutrality that the leaders
of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia advertise so
much, carries a distinct odor of the American monopolies,
which nourish “Yugoslav socialism.” The history of class
struggle contains no instance of the bourgeoisie materi-
ally or morally encouraging its class enemy and helping
to build socialism. . . .

If Yugoslavia lags in her development, if she does not
walk but staggers along the socialist path, the responsi-
bility lies entirely on the revisionist, anti-Marxist line of
the Yugoslav League of Communist leadership, which
has its own particular view of the role of the party in
building socialism. The Yugoslav revisionists minimize
the Party’s role and in effect reject the Leninist doctrine
that the Party is the guiding force in the struggle for so-
cialism. .



94 COMMUNIST POLITICAL THEORY

We have the very friendliest feelings for the fraternal
peoples of Yugoslavia, for the Yugoslav Communists,
heroes of underground and partisan struggle. On many
questions of foreign policy we speak a common language.
We shall continue to develop trade with Yugoslavia on
a reciprocal basis. We shall scek to cooperate with Yugo-
slavia on all the questions of the anti-imperialist and
peace struggle on which our attitudes shall coincide.

How will matters stand in the Party sphere? Every-
thing will depend on the League of Communists of Yugo-
slavia. Its leaders have themselves isolated themselves
from the international Communist movement. Therefore,
it is up to the Yugoslav League of Communists to make
a turn towards rapprochement with the Communist Par-
ties on the basis of Marxism-Leninism; this would be also
in the interests of the Yugoslav people themselves.

The Communist movement has decalt revisionism
crushing blows. But revisionism is not dead yet. It must
be borne in mind that imperialism will seek in every
way to support and activize the revisionists.

There is also the need to combat dogmatism and sec-
tarianism, which impede the development of Marxist-
Leninist theory and its creative application and cause the
Communist Parties to lose contact with the masses.
Lenin’s behest to strengthen the ties with the masses, to
give the utmost heed to the voice of the masses and to
march at the head of the masses is sacred to all us Com-
munists.

As regards relations among the fraternal parties within
the international Communist movement, we have always
followed Lenin’s presentation of the matter. Lenin taught
us that these rclations are erected upon the basis of
equality and independence of the national detachments
of the international working class, upon the principles of
proletarian internationalism. It is precisely because all
the Parties have equal rights that they have established
relations of trust and voluntary cooperation, that as com-
ponent units of the single great army of labor, they volun-
tarily and consciously seek united action.

All the Communist Parties are independent and work
out their own policy, proceeding from the particular con-
ditions in their respective countries; they have scored
successes in their activity, are steadily extending their in-
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fluence, increasing the number of their followers and win-
ning prestige among all strata of the pcople.

The ideologists of imperialism and the revisionists
who take their cue from them strive by every method
to undermine the growing influence of the Communist
Partics and spread the false assertion that the Communist
movement is “the work of Moscow™ and that the Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties are dependent upon the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The Yugoslav
revisionists, who allege that our party seeks “hegemon-
ism” over other parties, show particular zeal. They have
even included in their program the thesis of “hegemon-
ism.” The revisionists assert that our party interferes in
the internal affairs of other countries and seeks to con-
trol the other Communist Parties. The reactionaries ex-
press particular gratefulness to the Yugoslav revisionists
for this slander.

All who are familiar with the Communist movement
will have no difficulty in smashing the falsehoods con-
cocted by the international reactionaries and revisionists.

It is ridiculous to think that a political party of the
working class, often numbering hundreds of thousands
and sometimes millions of members, could be organized
in any country from somewhere abroad. . . .

The Communist Parties arose not because some single
center “planted” them in all countries. Such miracles do
not happen. The history of the development of society
shows that Marxist parties come into being with the ap-
pearance and growth of the working class. This means
that the Communist movement arose as an objective ne-
cessity, that it was born of the very conditions of life of
the working class in each country. Therc are classes in
all the capitalist countries and consequently there are
political parties of the working class and they will exist
as long as the working class exists. In the same way, it
is naive to think that the millions of people in the Com-
munist Parties can be told from abroad what to think
today and what to do tomorrow.

It is said that the “dependence” of the Communist and
Workers’ Parties on Moscow is corroborated by state-
ments to the cffect that the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union stands at the head of the international Com-
munist movement.
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In making this claim, the well known thesis is cited
from the declaration of the Moscow conference that
“the camp of socialist states is headed by the Sovict Un-
ion.”

The Communists of the Soviet Union and of all the
other countries consider that this statement was a tribute
to our country and the working class that, under the
Ieadership of the Communist Party headed by the great
Lenin, was the first to carry out the socialist revolution,
the first to take power. In more than 40 years a long
and difficult path of struggle and victories has been
traversed and a powerful state, bulwark of all the so-
cialist countries and of the world Communist movement,
has been established.

We express sincere gratitude to the fraternal parties
for this recognition of the historic role of the Soviet Un-
ion and the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.

At the same time, it must be emphasized that complete
equality and independence have existed and do cxist for
all the Communist and Workers’ Parties in the Com-
munist movement and for the socialist countries in the so-
cialist camp. In actuality the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union does not control any parties, the Soviet
Union does not control any other country. There are
no “superior” or “subordinate” parties in the Communist
movement. All the Communist and Workers’ Parties are
equal and independent, all of them bear responsibility
for the destinies of the Communist movement, for its
failures and successes. Each Communist or Workers’
Party is responsible to the working class, to the working
people, to its country, and to the whole international
workers’ and Communist movement. In the struggle for
the interests of the working class, for socialism, the
Communist Parties combine the universal tenets of Marx-
ism-Leninism with the specific historical and national
conditions in their countries. Only a Marxist-Leninist
party connected with the working class, with the people
of its country, is able to know the specific conditions of
the struggle; it alone can work out a political line suit-
ing these conditions and taking account of the traditions
of the workers’ movement of the given country.

And this is so in reality. All the Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties exist and struggle on the basis of complete
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independence and the principles of proletarian interna-
tionalism, of voluntary cooperation and mutual assistance.
This is how our party understands the nature of the rela-
tions among the fraternal partices.

As regards the Soviet Union, its role, as is known,
consists not in controlling other countries, but in having
been the first to blaze the trail to socialism for mankind,
in being the most powerful country in the international
socialist system and the first to have entered the period
of extensive building of communism. . . .

Figuratively speaking, our Communist Party regards
itself as one of the advanced detachments of the world
Communist movement, the detachment which is first to
take the heights of communism. And on our way to these
heights we shall not be stopped by an avalanche or land-
slide; nobody can make us turn off the path of advance
toward communism.

We have always held and still hold that one cannot
retire to one’s national “domain” and withdraw into
one’s shell. We think that the might of the international
Communist movemcnt must be further reinforced in ac-
cordance with the principles adopted by all the fraternal
parties in the Moscow declaration. Concern for the soli-
darity and strength of our ranks is the supreme interna-
tionalist duty of each Communist or Workers’ Party.
Success in the national cause of the working class is in-
conceivable without the international solidarity of all
its detachments. . . .

_In surveying the prospect of mankind’s advance to
communism, we must bear in mind the tremendous diver-
sity of historical conditions in the different countries.
Hence inevitably there arises a diversity of methods, ways
and forms of applying the common laws of mankind’s
advance to communism. But, for all this, it must be em-
phasized that the principal, determining aspect in the
development of all countries along the path to com-
munism is the laws common to all of them, not the par-
ticular ways in which these laws are manifested. Marx-
ism-Leninism requires the ability to apply the theory of
scientific communism to the specific conditions of each
individual country at the various stages of its develop-

ment.
The Yugoslav leaders talk a great deal now about the
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alleged fact that the Communist Partics arec spcaking out
against them because they, the Yugoslav leaders, take as
their starting point in building socialism the features
peculiar to their own country and do not follow the ex-
ample and experience of other socialist countries. That,
of course, is a distortion of the truth. The Marxist-Len-
inist parties recognize that each country has its own
specific features of development. But this does not mean
that one can reach socialism by some other road that
lies to the side of the common path indicated by Marx-
ism-Leninism. The particular features of the situation and
period in which one country or another is developing—
these must be taken into consideration. For example,
some measures applied in socialist construction in the So-
viet Union in the past cannot be mechanically applied in
other countries. All the socialist countries are building
socialism, but they do not do it by stereotype.

The Communist Party of China is employing many
original forms of socialist construction. But we have no
disagreements with this party, nor can there be any
disagrecments.

The Yugoslav revisionists are now concentrating their
fire on the Chinese People’s Republic, disseminating all
sorts of inventions about alleged differences between the
Communist Parties of the Soviet Union and China. As
the Russian saying puts it, “the hungry man dreams of
bread.” The revisionists are searching for discord among
our Communist Parties, but their illusory hopes arc
doomed to failure. We are in full and complete agree-
ment with the fraternal Communist Party of China, al-
though in many respects its methods of building so-
cialism do not resemble our own. We know that China
has its specific features of historical development, size of
population, level of production and national culture.
Therefore it would be a mistake to ignore these specific
features and to copy what is good for one country but
unsuitable for another.

Why have we no differences with the Communist Party
of China? Because we share the same class approach and
class conception. The Chinese Communist Party stands
firmly on Marxist-Leninist class positions. It is waging
a struggle against the imperialists and exploiters, a strug-
gle to refashion life along socialist lines; it abides by the
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principle of international proletarian solidarity and is
guided by Marxist-Leninist theory.

The chief thing is to maintain and strengthen class
solidarity in the struggle against capitalism, for the libera-
tion of thc working class, for the building of socialism.
And on this score there is no divergence, there are no
conflicting conceptions, among Communists, nor can
there be. This is the main point that divides us from
revisionists.



Part V

The Exposition
of Left-Wing Dogmatism

The formal acceptance by 12 Communist states in
1957 of a common action program under Soviet leader-
ship had precluded the raising of theoretical issues
that might threaten the unity of the camp or give the ap-
pearance of a public challenge to the Soviet position.
While the self-isolation of Yugoslavia had furthered ini-
tially the prevailing tendency to oppose individual dis-
sension by a united condemnation, the subsequent treat-
ment of the Yugoslavian problem raised new issues of a
fundamental nature. The Peking party obviously thought
that the rather half-hearted economic sanctions applied
by the Soviet Union against Yugoslavia represented an
ineffective response to Revisionism. More significantly,
the Chinese apparently also assumed some Soviet respon-
sibility for the genesis of Yugoslav Revisionism. The new
directions of Soviet policy since February 1956 had
shown considerable tolerance toward national policies
that deviated considerably from the fundamental require-
ments for the building of a Socialist society. From the
Soviet point of view, adherence to the Moscow-directed
camp took precedence over the individual members’ ap-
proach to the indigenous development of Socialism.

To the Chinese, engaged at this time in the commune
experiment, such Soviet policies represented a watering-
down of Marxism-Leninism. No less objectionable, be-
cause here also Soviet policies appeared to be based on
a lowering of the standards of the international class
struggle, were Khrushchev's attempts to seek accom-
modation with the West through a series of summit meet-
ings. The early endorsement of the summit approach in
the joint Chinese-Soviet statement of August 1958 must
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be contrasted with the warnings issued about the futility
of this device by the Chinese speaker at the Warsaw Pact
meeting, some months prior to the 1960 summit meeting.

It is at this time—in February 1960 in Moscow, and
in June 1960 in Bucharest—that the Chinese challenge,
in face to face confrontation, the legitimacy in terms of
Marxism of Soviet policies. The largely East-European
audience on both occasions must have been unresponsive
enough to the Chinese allegations to persuade them to
use a friendlier domestic forum for the continuation of
the debate. By the end of the summer of 1960, Yugoslav
intervention in the dispute assisted a rapprochement be-
tween Moscow and Peking.



— 14 —

LONG LIVE LENINISM!
April, 1960*

. . . A speech by Tito at the end of last year referred
repeatedly to the so-called new epoch of the modern revi-
sionists. He said: *Today the world has cntered an epoch
in which nations can relax and tranquilly devote them-
selves to their internal construction tasks.” Then he
added: “We have entered an epoch in which new ques-
tions are on the agenda, not questions of war and peace
but questions of cooperation, economic and otherwise.
And where economic cooperation is concerned, there is
also the question of economic competition.”

This renegade completely writes off the question of
class contradictions and class struggle in this wqrld, in
an attempt to negate the consistent analysis by Marxist-
Leninists that our epoch is the epoch of imperialism and
proletarian revolution, and the epoch of the victory of
socialism and communism.

But what is the real situation in the world? Can the
exploited and oppressed people in the imperialist coun-
tries “relax?” Can the peoples of all the colonies and
semi-colonies still under imperialist oppression “relax?”
Has the armed intervention led by the U.S. imperialists
in Asia, Africa, and Latin America become ‘“tran-
quil?” . ..

* Red Flag (theoretical fortnightly published by the Cen-
tral Committee of the Chinese Communist Party). The
article was written by the editorial department of this
journal.
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What kind of “construction” is meant when they “de-
vote themselves to their international construction tasks?”
Everyone knows that there are different kinds of coun-
trics in the world today, and principally two types of
countries with socjal systems fundamentally different in
nature. One type belongs to the world socialist system, the
other to the world capitalist system. Is Tito referring to
the “internmal construction tasks” of arms expansion
which the imperialists are carrying out in order to op-
press the peoples of their own countries and oppress the
whole world? Or is it the “internal construction™ car-
ried out by socialism for the promotion of the people’s
happiness and the secking of lasting world peace?

Is the question of war and peace no longer an issue?
Does imperialism no longer exist, the exploiting system
no longer exist, and therefore the question of war no
longer exist? Or is it that there can be no question of war
cven if imperialism and the exploiting system are al-
lowed to survive forever?

The fact is that since World War II there has been
continuous and unbroken warfare. Do not the imperialist
wars to suppress national liberation movements and the
imperialist wars of armed intervention against revolutions
in various countries count as wars? Even though these
wars have not developed into world wars, still do not
these local wars count as wars? . . .

What Kind of “cooperation” is meant? Is it “coopera-
tion” of the proletariat with the bourgeoisie to protect
capitalism? Is it “cooperation” of the colonial and semi-
colonial peoples with the imperialists to protect colonial-
ism? Is it “cooperation” of socialist countries with capi-
talist countries to protect the imperialist system in its
oppression of the peoples in these countries and suppres-
sion of national liberation wars?

In a word, the assertions of the modern revisionists
about their so-called epoch are so many challenges to Len-
inism on the foregoing issues. It is their aim to obliterate
the contradiction between the masses of people and the
monopoly capitalist class in the imperialist countries, the
contradiction between the colonial and semicolonial peo-
ples and the imperialist aggressors, the contradiction be-
tween the socialist system and the imperialist system, and
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the contradiction between the peace-loving people of the
world and the warlike imperialist bloc.

There are different ways of describing the distinction
between different “cpochs.” Generally speaking, there is
one way which is just drivel, concocting and manijpulating
vague, ambiguous phrases and thus covering up the es-
sence of the epoch. This is the old trick of the imperial-
ists, the bourgeoisie, and the revisionists in the workers’
movement.

Then there is another way, which is making a concrete
analysis of the concrete situation with regard to class
contradictions and the class struggle, coming forward
with strictly scientific definitions, and thus bringing the
essence of the cpoch thoroughly to light. This is the
work of every serious Marxist. . . .

Lenin always demanded that we examine the concrete
process of historical development on the basis of class
analysis, instead of talking vaguely about “society in
general” or “progress in general.” We Marxists must not
base proletarian policy merely on certain passing events
or minute political changes, but must base it on the over-
all class contradictions and class struggles of a whole
historical epoch. This is a basic theoretical position of
Marxists. . . .

Contrary, however, to this series of revolutionary
Marxist statements, in the so-called new epoch of the
Titos, there is actually no imperialism, no proletarian
revolution, and, needless to say, no theory and policy of
the proletarian revolution and proletarian dictatorship.
In short, with them, the fundamental focal points of the
class contradictions and class struggles of our epoch are
nowherc to be seen, the fundamental questions of Len-
inism are absent, and there is no Leninism.

The modern revisionists insist that, in their so-called
new cpoch, because of the progress of science and tech-
nology, the “old concepts” of Marx and Lenin are no
longer applicable. Tito made the following assertions:
“We are not dogmatists, for Marx and Lecnin did not
predict the rocket on the moon, atomic bombs and the
great technical progress.”

Not dogmatists, that’s fine! Who wants them to be
dogmatists? But there is opposition to dogmatism on be-
half of Marxism-Leninism and then there is nominal op-



LEFT-WING DOGMATISM 105

position to dogmalism which is actually opposition to
Marxism-Leninism. The Titos belong to the latter cate-
gory. On the question of what effect scientific and techni-
cal progress has on social development, there are people
who hold incorrect views because they are not able to
approach the question from the materialist viewpoint of
history. This is understandable. But the modern revi-
sionists, on the other hand, are deliberately creating con-
fusion on this question in a vain attempt to make use
of the progress of science and technology to overthrow
Marxism-Leninism. . . .

Unlike the bellicose imperialists, the socialist coun-
tries and peace-loving people the world over actively and
firmly stand for the banning and destroying of atomic and
nuclear weapons. We are always struggling against im-
perialist war, for the banning of atomic and nuclear
weapons, and for the defense of world peace.

The more broadly and profoundly this struggle is
waged, the more fully and thoroughly the brutish faces
of bellicose U.S. imperialists and other imperialists are
cxposcd, the more we will be able to isolate the United
States and other imperialists before the people of the
world, the greater will be the possibility of tying their
hands, and the better it will be for the cause of world
peace.

If, however, we lose our vigilance against the danger
of the imperialists’ launching a war, and do not work
to arouse the people of all countries to rise up against
imperialism but tie the hands of the people, then im-
perialism can prepare for war just as it pleases and the
inevitable result will be an increase in the danger of the
imperialists’ launching a war. And, once war breaks out,
the people may not be able quickly to adopt a correct
attitude towards war because of complete lack of prep-
aration or inadequate preparation, and thus will be un-
able to vigorously check the war.

Of course, whether or not the imperialists will unleash
a war is not determined by us; we are, after all, not
chiefs of staff to the imperialists. As long as the people
of all countries raise their awareness and are fully pre-
pared, with the socialist camp also making modern weap-
ons, it can be definitely stated that if the United States
or other imperialists refuse to reach an agrecemeat on the
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banning of atomic and nuclear weapons, the result will
be the very speedy destruction of thosec monsters under
the encirclement of the people the world over. And the
result will certainly not be annihilation of mankind.

We consistently oppose the launching of criminal wars
by imperialism, because an imperialist war would visit
enormous sacrifices upon the peoples of various coun-
tries—including the peoples of the United States and
other imperialist countries. But should the imperialists
insist on imposing such sacrifices on the people, we be-
lieve that, just as the experience of the Russian and Chi-
nese revolutions show, those sacrifices would be repaid.
On the debris of a dead imperialism, the victorious people
would create with extreme rapidity a civilization thou-
sands of times higher than the capitalist system and a
truly beautiful future for themselves.

The conclusion can only be this: Whichever way you
look at it, none of the new techniques, such as atomic
cnergy, rocketry, and the like, has changed the basic
characteristic of either the epoch of imperialism or prole-
tarian revolution pointed out by Lenin, as alleged by the
modern revisionists. The capitalist-imperialist system ab-
solutely will not crumble of itself. It will be pushed over
by the proletarian revolution within the imperialist coun-
try concerned, and the national revolution in the colonial
and semicolonial countries. The contemporary technical
progress cannot save the capitalist-imperialist system”from
its doom, but will only ring a new death knell for it.

The modern revisionists, proceeding from their as-
sured dictum on the current world situation and from
their assured dictum that “the Marxist-Leninist theory of
class analysis and class struggle is obsolete,” attempt to
overthrow totally the fundamental theories of Marxism-
Leninism on a series of questions like violence, war,
peaceful coexistence, etc. There are also some people who
are not revisionists, but well-intentioned persons who
sincerely want to be Marxists, but are confused in the
face of certain new historical phenomena and thus have
some incorrect ideas. For example, some of them say
that the failure of the U.S. imperialists’ policy of atomic
blackmail marks the end of violence. While thoroughly
refuting the absurdities of the modern revisionists, we
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should also help these well-intentioned people to correct
their erroneous ideas. . . .

The socialist world system has obviously gained the
upper hand in its struggle with the capitalist world sys-
tem. This great historic fact has weakened imperialism’s
position of violence in the world. But will this fact cause
the imperialists to never again oppress the people of their
own country, never again carry on outward expansion
and aggressive activities? Can it make the warlike circles
of the imperialists “lay down the butcher knife” and
“scll their knives and buy oxen?” Can it make the groups
of munitions merchants in the imperialist countries
change over to peaceful pursuits? All these questions con-
front cvery serious Marxist-Leninist, and require deep
consideration. It is obvious that whether these questions
arc viewed and handled correctly or incorrectly has a
close bearing on the success or failure of the proletarian
causc and the destiny of world humanity.

War is the most acute form of expression of violence.
One type is civil war, another is foreign war. Violence is
not always expressed by war, the most acute form. In
capitalist countries, bourgeois war is the continuation of
the bourgeois policies of ordinary times, while bourgeois
peace is the continuation of bourgeois wartime policy.
The bourgcoisie are always switching back and forth be-
tween the two forms, war and peace, to carry out their
rule over the people and their external struggle. In what
they call pcacetime, the imperialists rely on armed force
to deal with the oppressed classes and nations by such
forms of violence as arrest, imprisonment, sentencing to
hard labor, massacre, and so forth, while, at the same
time, they also carry on preparations for using the most
acute form of violence—war—to suppress the revolution
of the people at home, to carry out plunder abroad, to
overwhelm foreign competitors, and to stamp out revolu-
tions in other countries. Or it may be that peace at home
coexists with war abroad. . . .

True, some new questions have now arisen concern-
ing peaceful coexistence. Confronted with the powerful
Soviet Union and the powerful socialist camp, the im-
perialists must, at any rate, carefully consider whether
they would not hasten their own extinction, as Hitler did,
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or bring about the most serious consequences for the
capitalist system itself, if they should attack the Soviet
Union, and/or attack the socialist countries. . . .

The foreign policy of socialist countries can only be
a policy of peace. The socialist system determines that
we do not need war, absolutely would not start a war,
and absolutely must not, should not, and could not en-
croach one inch on the territory of a neighboring coun-
try. Ever since its founding, the People’s Republic of
China has adhered to a foreign policy of peace. Our
country, together with two neighboring countries, India
and Burma, jointly initiated the well-known Five Princi-
ples of Peaceful Coexistence; and at the Bandung Con-
ference of 1955 our country, together with various coun-
tries of Asia and Africa, adopted the 10 Principles of
Peaceful Coexistence.

The Communist Party and government of our country
have in the past few years consistently supported the ac-
tivities carried out by the Central Committee of the
Communist Party and the Government of the Soviet Un-
ion headed by Comrade N. S. Khrushchev on behalf of
peace, considering that these activities on the part of
the Government and the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union have further demonstrated before the people of
the world the firmness of the socialist countries’ peace-
ful foreign policy, as well as the need for the people to
keep the imperialists from launching another world~war
and to strive for a lasting world peace. . . .

So long as there is a continuous development of these
mighty forces, it is possible to maintain the situation of
peaceful coexistence, or even to obtain some sort of
official agreement on peaceful coexistence or to conclude
an agreement on prohibition of atomic and nuclear weap-
ons. That would be a fine thing in full accord with the
aspirations of the peoples of the world. However, under
these circumstances, as long as the imperialist system
still exists, the most acute form of violence—namely,
war—has by no means ended in the world. The fact is
not as depicted by the Yugoslav revisionists, who say
Lenin’s definition that “war is the continuation of pol-
itics,” which he repeatedly elucidated and persisted in
while combating opportunism, is obsolete.
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We belicve in the absolute correctness of Lenin’s think-
ing: War is an inevitable outcome of exploiting systems,
and the source of modern wars is the imperialist system.
Until the imperialist system and the exploiting classes
come to an end, wars of one kind or another will always
appear. They may be wars among the imperialists for
redivision of the world, or wars of aggression and anti-
aggression between the imperialists and the oppressed na-
tions, or civil wars of revolution and counterrevolution
between the exploited and exploiting classes in the im-
perialist countries, or, of course, wars in which the im-
perialists attack the socialist countries and the socialist
countries are forced to defend themselves.

All types of war represent the continuation of the pol-
icies of definite classes. Marxism-Leninism absolutely
must not sink into the mire of bourgeois pacifism, and
can only appraise all these kinds of wars and thus draw
conclusions for proletarian policy by adopting the method
of concrete class analysis. . . .

In a word, in the interests of the people of the world,
we must thoroughly shatter the falsechoods of the modern
revisionists and persist in the Marxist-Leninist view-
points on the question of violence, war, and peaceful
coexistence.

The Yugoslav revisionists deny the inherent class na-
ture of violence and thereby obliterate the fundamental
difference between revolutionary violence and counter-
revolutionary violence; they deny the inherent class na-
ture of war and thereby obliterate the fundamental dif-
ference between just war and unjust war; they deny that
imperialist war is a continuation of imperialist policy,
deny the danger of the imperialists’ unleashing another
big war, deny that it will be possible to do away with
war only after doing away with the exploiting classes, and
cven shamelessly call the U.S. imperialist chieftain
Eisenhower “the man who laid the cornerstone for elim-
inating the cold war and establishing lasting peace with
peaceful competition between different political systems.”
They deny that, under the condition of peaceful coex-
istence, there are still complicated, acute struggles in the
political, economic and ideological fields; and so on. All
these arguments of the Yugoslav revisionists are aimed
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at poisoning the minds of the proletariat and the people
of all countries, and are helpful to the imperialist policy
of war.

Modern revisionists seek to confuse the peaceful for-
eign policy of the socialist countries with the domestic
policies of the proletariat in the capitalist countries. They
thus hold that peaceful coexistence between countries
with different social systems means that capitalism can
peacefully grow into socialism, that the proletariat in
countries ruled by the bourgeoisie can renounce class
struggle and can have “peaceful cooperation” with the
bourgeoisie and the imperialists, and that the proletariat
and all the exploited classes should forget the fact that
they are living in a class society, and so on. All these
views are also diametrically opposed to Marxism-Lenin-
ism. They are put forward in an attempt to protect im-
perialist rule and keep the proletariat and all the rest
of the working people perpetually in capitalist enslave-
ment.

Peaceful coexistence between nations and people’s rev-
olutions in various countries are by nature two different
things, not the same thing; two different concepts, not
one; two different kinds of questions, not the same kind
of question. Peaccful coexistence refers to relations be-
tween different nations; revolution means the overthrow
of the oppressors as a class by the oppressed people
within a country, while in the case of the colonial’ and
semi-colonial countries, it is, first and foremost, a ques-
tion of the overthrow of alien oppressors—namely, the
imperialists. Before the October Revolution, the question
of peaceful coexistence between socialist and capitalist
countries did not exist, as there were as yet no socialist
countries in the world; but there did exist at that time
the questions of the proletarian revolution and the na-
tional revolution, as the peoples in various countries, in
accordance with their own specific conditions, had long
put revolutions of one or the other kind on the agenda
of the day to settle the destinies of their countries.

We are Marxist-Leninists. We have always considered
that the question of revolution is a nation’s own affair.
We have always held that the working class can only
depend on itself for its emancipation, and that the eman-
cipation of the people of any country depends on their
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own political consciousness and on the ripening of revolu-
tionary conditions in that country. Revolution can neither
be exported nor imported. No one can prevent the people
of a foreign country from carrying out a revolution, nor
can one manufacture a revolution in a foreign country as
if “helping the rice shoots to grow by pulling them
up.” . ..

pWhen a socialist country, in the face of imperialist
aggression, is compelled to launch counterattacks in a
defensive war, and goes beyond its own border to pursue
and climinate its encmies from abroad, as the Soviet Un-
jon did in the war against Hitler, is this justified? Cer-
tainly it is completely justified, absolutely necessary and
entirely just. In accordance with the strict principles of
communists, such operations by the socialist countries
must be strictly limited to the time when the imperialists
launch a war of aggression against them. Socialist coun-
tries never permit themselves to send, never should, and
never will send their troops across their borders unless
they are subjected to aggressive attack from a foreign
enemy. Since the armed forces of the socialist countrics
fight for justice, when these forces have to go beyond
their borders to counterattack a foreign enemy, it is only
natural that they should exett an influence and have an
effect wherever they go; but even then, the occurrence
of people’s revolutions and the establishment of the so-
cialist system in those places and countries where they
go will still depend on the will of the masses of the
people there.

The spread of revolutionary ideas knows no national
boundaries. But in a given country under given circum-
stances it is only through the efforts made by the people
themselves that these ideas will yield revolutionary
fruit. . . .

It would be in the best interests of the people if the
proletariat could attain power and carry out the transi-
tion to socialism by peaceful means. It would be wrong to
ignore such a possibility when it appears. Whenever the
opportunity for the “peaceful development of the revolu-
tion” presents itself communists must seize it, as Lenin
did, so as to realize the aim of the socialist revolution.
The opportunity as such, however, is always, in Lenin’s
words, “an extraordinarily rare oportunity in the history
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of revolutions.” When in a given country a certain local
political power is already surrounded by revolutionary
forces or when in the world a certain capitalist country is
already surrounded by socialism, there might be a greater
possibility for the peaceful development of the revolu-
tion. But even then, the peaceful development of the rev-
olution should never be regarded as the only possibility
and it is therefore necessary to be prepared at the same
time for the other possibility; i.e., nonpeaccful develop-
ment of the revolution.

. . . At a time when the imperialist countrics and the
imperialists are armed to the teeth as never before in
order to protect their savage man-eating system, can it
be said that the imperialists have become very “peace-
able” towards the proletariat and the people at home and
the oppressed nations abroad, as the modern revisionists
suggest, and that, therefore, the “extraordinarily rare
opportunity in the history of revolutions” which Lenin
spoke about after the February revolution will become a
normal state of affairs confronted by the world proletar-
iat and all the oppressed people, and so that what Lenin
referred to as a “rare opportunity” can be picked up any-
where by the proletariat in the capitalist countries? We
hold that these views are completely groundless. . .

So, contrary to the modern revisionists who seek to
benumb the revolutionary will of the people by empty
talk about peaceful transition, Marxist-Leninists hold
that the question of the possibility of peaceful transition
to socialism can be raised only in the light of the specific
conditions in each country at a particular time. The
proletariat must never allow itself to one-sidedly and
groundlessly base its thinking, policy, and its whole work
on the calculation that the bourgcoisie is willing to ac-
cept peaceful transformation. It must, at the same time,
make two preparations: one for the peaceful development
of the revolution and the other for the nonpeaceful de-
velopment of the revolution. Whether the transition will
be carried out through armed uprising or by peaceful
means is a question that differs categorically from that
of peaceful coexistence between the socialist and capi-
talist countries; it is an internal affair of each country,
one to be determined only by the relative strength of the
classes in that country in a given period; a matter to be
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decided only by the communists themselves of that coun-
try. . . .
yAt the beginning of the 20th century Lenin in “What
Is To Be Done?” drew attention to the question that
“the spread of Marxism was accompanied by a certain
lowering of thcoretical standards.” Lenin cited Marx’s
opinion contained in a letter on “The Gotha Program”
that we may enter into agreements to attain the prac-
tical aims of the movement, but we must necver bargain
over principles and make “concessions” in theory. . . .

. it is extremely important to adhere firmly to the
revolutionary principles of Marxism-Leninism and to
wage an irrcconcilable struggle against any tendency to
lower the standards of the revolution, especially against
revisionism and right opportunism.

In regard to the question of safeguarding world peace
at the present time there are also certain people who
declare that ideological disputes are no longer necessary,
or that there is no longer any difference in principle be-
tween communists and social democrats. This is tanta-
mount to lowering the ideological and political standards
of communists to those of the bourgeoisic and social
democrats. Those who make such statements have been
influenced by modern revisionism and have departed
from the positions of Marxism-Leninism. . . .

“Peace” in the mouths of modern revisionists is in-
tended to whitewash the war preparations of the im-
perialists, to play again the old tune of “ultra-imperial-
ism” of the old opportunists, which was long since refuted
by Lenin, and to distort our communist policy concerning
peaceful coexistence between countries of two different
systems into elimination of the pcople’s revolution in
various countries. It was that old revisionist Bernstein
who made this shameful and notorious statement: *“The
movement is everything, the final aim is nothing.”

The modern revisionists- have a similar statement: The
peace movement is everything, the final aim is nothing.
Therefore, the “peace” they talk about is in practice
limited to the “peace™ which may be acceptable to the im-
perialists under certain historical conditions. It attempts
to lower the revolutionary standards of the peoples of
various countries and enervate their revolutionary will.

We communists are struggling for the defense of world
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peace, for the realization of the policy of peaceful co-
existence. Mcanwhile we support the revolutionary wars
of the oppressed nations against imperialism. We support
the revolutionary wars of the oppressed peoples for their
own liberation and social progress because all revolu-
tionary wars are just wars. Naturally, we must continue
to explain to the masses the viewpoint of Lenin concern-
ing the capitalist imperialist system as the source of wars
in modern times; we must continue to explain to the
masses the Marxist-Leninist thesis on the replacement of
capitalist imperialism by socialism and communism as the
final goal of our struggle. We must not hide our prin-
ciples before the masses. . . .

The declaration of the Moscow meeting pointed out
that “the main danger at present is revisionism, or, in
other words, rightwing opportunism.” Some say that this
judgement of the Moscow meeting no longer holds good
under today’s condition. We believe this statement to be
wrong. It makes the people overlook the importance of
the struggle against the main danger—revisionism—and
is very harmful to the revolutionary cause of the prole-
tariat. . . .

As pupils of Lenin and Leninists we must utterly smash
all attempts of the modern revisionists to distort and
carve up the teachings of Lenin. . . .



EXCERPTS FROM A PRAVDA
ARTICLE DEFENDING
KHRUSHCHEV'S POLICIES
AGAINST CRITICS

June, 1960*

In July, 1920, leaders of the international workers’ and
Communist movement who arrived in Moscow for the
Second Congress of the Communist International (Com-
intern) received copies of V. I. Lenin’s book “Leftist
Sectarianism, a Childhood Disease of Communism,”
which had just been published. . . .

Urgently cautioning the newly created Communist
parties against the tricks of the agents of imperialism,
Lenin also warned against another serious danger, Leftist
sectarianism, which he called the childhood disease of
Communism.

. . . Lenin devoted a large part of his book to a jus-
tification of the international significance of the Great
October Socialist Revolution. Noting the historical in-
evitability of repeating on an international scale what
had already been achieved and the influence of the
Great October on the course of world history, Lenin
stressed that “the Russian example shows all countries
something that is very essential out of their inevitable and
not-too-distant future.”

In addition, Lenin called in his book for a creative
approach from a Marxist viewpoint to all questions of
social development. He spoke of the nced to research, to
study, to run down, to guess what is especially national,
specifically national in each country for a solution of
individual international tasks in the struggle for com-
munism. . .

* Current Digest of the Soviet Press, Vol. XII, No. 24. Re-
printed by permission.
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Present-day revisionists who ignore the general prin-
ciples of the development of communism and who try to
find their own course toward the establishment of so-
cialism are concentrating their fire on the principles of
Socialist construction in the U.S.S.R. and other Socialist
countries, and are misinterpreting Lenin.

The search for a separate course to socialism for each
country individually, the desire to build socialism on the
basis of imperialist handouts or attempts to skip entire
historic stages serve only the enemies of the working
class interested in weakening socialism. Unmasking the
false, anti-Marxist views of the advocates of “separate
courses,” Comrade N. S. Khrushchev said: “If such a
point of view is adopted, it may well result in so many
‘courses’ that people will get lost, as in a forest, and will
not know how to reach their goal. In life there is only a
single, Leninist course toward the construction of social-
ism and communism, a course tested by his historical ex-
perience, the course of the Great October Socialist Revo-
lution.”

V. 1. Lenin carefully cautioned the Communist and
workers’ parties against possible errors and taught them
to be bold in uncovering and correcting any errors
committed. To those questions Lenin devoted the second
half of his book. It criticizes serious shortcomings in the
activities of certain Communist parties. These shortcom-
ings consisted of a lack of desire of several Commumists
who had been afflicted by the Leftist disorder to work
in reactionary trade unions and to participate in parlia-
ments and of their rejection of possible compromises.

V. I. Lenin demonstrated the unsoundness and harm of
the slogans of the Leftists who rejected the idea of Com-
munist compromises with other parties and groups. He
said that the Leftists, though considering themselves
Marxists, had forgotten the fundamental truths of Marx-
ism. Vladimir Ilyich (Lenin) recalled a statement by
F. Engels who once criticized the Blanquists (followers
of Blanqui, an early French Communist) for wanting to
skip through all intermediate stages directly to com-
munism without taking account of the new historical
development, and remarked that if power will be in their
hands, “communism will be introduced” the day after
tomorrow. Engels described as childish naivete the Blan-
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quists’ attempts to put forward their own impatience as
a theoretically convincing argument.

“Naive and utterly inexperienced people,” Lenin wrote,
“imagine that it is sufficient to admit the permissibility
of compromises in general in order to obliterate the
dividing line between opportunism, against which we
wage and must wage an uncompromising struggle, and
revolutionary Marxism or communism.

“But if such people do not yet know that all dividing
lines in nature and in society are mutable and, to a cer-
tain extent, conditional, they cannot be assisted in any
way other than by a long process of training, education,
enlightenment, political and everyday experience.”

Creatively developing Marxist-Leninist theory under
the new conditions and generalizing the great experience
of Socialist construction in our country in full accordance
with the principles of social development, the twenty-first
party congress laid out a well-grounded, full-fledged
program for the transition from socialism to communism.
That program is the concrete embodiment of the general
line of the Communist party in the present stage.

Characterizing the process of transition from socialism
to communism, Comrade N. S. Khrushchev told the
twenty-first party congress:

“We must not hurry and hastily introduce what has
not yet matured. That would lead to distortions and com-
promise our cause. But neither must we rest on our
laurels because such a course would lead to stagnancy.”

The course of social development is objective. We
consider erroneous and incorrect the statements of
Leftists in the international Communist movement to the
effect that since we have taken power into our hands we
can at once introduce communism by-passing certain
historic stages in its development. Such statements are
contrary to Leninism. Lenin taught us that to try to
anticipate the result of a fully developed, fully consoli-
dated and established, fully unfolded and matured com-
munism amounts to the same thing as to try to teach
higher mathematics to a four-year-old child.

The left-sectarian sentiments and tendencies against
which Lenin’s book is leveled find their manifestation
here and there even in our day. Some people mistakenly
regard the policy of working for the peaceful coexistence
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of countries with different political systems, of struggling
to put an end to the arms race and to strengthen peace
and friendship among peoples, and of talks between the
leaders of the socialist and capitalist countries as a kind
of departure from the positions of Marxism-Lenin-
ism. . ..

Lenin taught that it is impossible to wage the highly
complex struggle for communism, the struggle with the
international bourgeoisie, if one begins by rejecting agree-
ments and compromises on specific problems with pos-
sible, albeit temporary and unstable, allies and by reject-
ing the exploitation of even temporarily conflicting
interests among enemies. While in certain cases accepting
compromises for the sake of the development of the
revolutionary movement, Communists never allow re-
treats from their fundamental positions. “In questions of
ideology,” Comrade N. S. Khrushchev has said, “we have
stood and shall stand firm as a rock on the foundation of
Marxism-Leninism.”

Throughout this work of Lenin’s there runs like a red
thread the idea that work with the masses is a task of
vital importance for each party. Without flexible and
intelligent tactics, without the ability to harness all forms
and facets of public activity, the masses cannot be won
over or victory gained; it is essential that we know how
to uphold the interests of the revolution in non-revolu-
tionary institutions as well. . . . .

Great creative enthusiasm has been evident in the life
of the Communist Parties in recent years. True to Lenin’s
behests, the fraternal parties have been creatively devel-
oping and applying Marxist-Leninist theory in present-day
circumstances. A great contribution to the further devel-
opment of Marxism-Leninism was made by our party at
its 20th and 21st Congresses. The claboration by the
Congresses of such fundamental problems as the peaceful
coexistence and competition of the two systems, the pos-
sibility of preventing wars in the contemporary epoch, the
forms of transition of various countries to socialism, and
ways of strengthening the world socialist system is of the
greatest significance for international life. The decisions
of the 20th and 21st Congresses of the C.P.S.U. received
the unanimous endorsement of the Communist and
Workers’ Parties.



LEFT-WING DOGMATISM 119

All the basic propositions of Lenin’s book are vital at
the present time. They are leveled against rightist op-
portunists, present-day revisionists and leftist doctrinaires.
The Communist Parties, while regarding revisionism as
the primary danger, at the same time draw attention to
sectarianism and dogmatism, which may also represent
a great danger at particular stages in the development
of this or that party.

SOCIALISM AND WAR: A SURVEY
OF CHINESE CRITICISM OF THE
POLICY OF COEXISTENCE

Edvard Kardelj, 1960*

For a considerable time now, the columns of the
Chinese press and the speeches of many official Chinese
spokesmen—including even the highest state and party
leaders—have been full of all sorts of attacks on Yugo-
slavia’s foreign policy, and particularly on our concepts
of peaceful, active coexistence of states with differing
social systems.

It is obvious that the pressure of these Chinese at-
tacks is directed against the entire front of the interna-
tional policy of present-day socialism with the aim of
extorting certain precise solutions of the dilemma
which faces the forces of socialism in the present-day
world. . . .

CHINESE IDEOLOGY AND CHINESE REALITY

If from a mass of empty words, slanders, verbalist
dialectics and general political slogans we extract the
real substance of the Chinese charges against Yugoslav

* Publishing House Jugoslavija, Belgrade, 1960.
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foreign policy, they boil down to the following basic
arguments.

The first argument asserts: the Yugoslav communists
are revisionists and their revisionism dcrives from their
fear of imperialism and war. This cowardice of theirs
has persuaded them to pursue an opportunist policy of
compromise with the bourgeoisie and with imperialism.
Thereby, they have sunk from the position of a revolu-
tionary settlement of accounts with capitalism to that
of reformism and now accept the theory of the peaceful
growing of capitalism into socialism. To conceal this,
the Yugoslav communists embellish imperialism. Con-
sequently, they assist American imperialism. To that end
they have even invented the policy of active coexistence,
which is nothing less than a device for the concealment
of their opportunist policy.

The second argument says: in contradistinction to this
Yugoslav “opportunism,” Chinese communists are not
afraid either of imperialism or of war. They are for
a radical settlement of accounts between the world of
socialism and that of imperialism by means of a revolu-
tionary clash. If this is war, it will be a just war and
one should not be afraid of it or renounce it, because
the sacrifices will soon be recompensed.

Further, the Chinese communists say that the asser-
tion of the possibility of any lasting coexistence between
the world of socialism and the world of capitalisth and
imperialism is illusory and harmful.

They consider that sooner or later a conflict between
these two worlds is inevitable. As these Chinese authors
see it, there can be talk of coexistence, disarmament, the
policy of agreement, and so forth, solely for the purpose
of unmasking imperialism. On the other hand, to take
the principle of coexistence to be a lasting and essential
principle of socialist international policy would accord-
ing to these conceptions be tantamount to renouncing
the revolutionary method of resolution of the social con-
tradictions of the present-day world. To speak today
about peaceful means of struggle for a transition from
capitalism to socialism, that is, to the rule of the work-
ing-class is, according to those conceptions, not only un-
realistic—as the proletariat can never overcome counter-
revolutionary violence otherwise than by means of rev-
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olutionary violence—but also senseless and opportunist,
for at a time when the strength of the socialist countries
is growing so rapidly, these countrics should not re-
nounce the possibility of scttling accounts with imperial-
ism in a revolutionary way, and should not run away
from war. -

If we reduce these arguments to what is funda-
mental—as seen through Chinese spectacles—we get the
following picture: the Yugoslav communists are op-
portunists, whereas the Chinese communists are radical
revolutionaries.

At the first glance it is clear that this picture reflects
a highly simplified and sectarian understanding of the
Marxist postulates about the socialist revolution. Further,
it is obvious that in some cases these “genuine Marx-
ists” of China have only been concerned to bother about
Marxism to the extent necessary for the successful ap-
plication of a familiar and indeed notorious method of
unprincipled struggle.

Let us now, in contradistinction to this cooked-up
picce of chinese “idcology,” glance at the facts and
make an attempt to elucidatc the real essence of the dif-
ferences of opinion on matters of socialist international
policy, not excluding either the question of the so-called
peaceful transition to socialism, which for quite definite
reasons the Chinese theoreticians—and not we—tie up
with those differences of opinion.

Here the first thing we have to do is to draw attention
to the fact that the authors of these Chinese attacks on
our policy make great efforts to lend those attacks the
appearance of ideological and theoretical differences of
opinion about Marxism. This is a device as hypocritical
as it is anti-Marxist. By it, in fact, the Chinese critics of
Yugoslavia are—both deliberately and unwittingly—
striving to conceal the real, material essence of the mat-
ter. . . .
. . when the Chinese theoreticians—criticising the
foreign policies of other socialist countrics from a
“Marxist” standpoint, try to impose their conceptions of
socialist international policy upon others, they do so as
a claim to be the monopolistic interpreters of ‘“‘true”
Marxism. But in fact, all they do is force their policy
upon others, a policy which is the result of specific
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Chinese social conditions, which in this case are not
in harmony with the idcological aims of socialism. For
the very method by which this policy is being forced
upon others—of which the Chinese anti-Yugoslav cam-
paign is the most eloquent evidence—points to the fact
that the authors of this campaign are striving for a mo-
nopolistic leading role, ideological and political, in the so-
cialist world, precisely in order to subordinate the inter-
ests of world socialism to their own political interests.

ON THE INEVITABILITY OF WAR

It is utterly un-Marxist and unscientific when the Chi-
nese theoreticians argue their thesis about the inevitability
of war by the generalised scheme—capitalism inevitable
war, socialism inevitable peace, therefore peace is feasi-
ble only if capitalism is completely eliminated. The prob-
lem can only be grasped completely if the concrete ma-
terial and political factors and the quantitative relation-
ships which at any given moment are decisive for war or
peace are analysed as well as the prospects of their further
development. Looked at in the abstract, the inevitability
of war has ncver been absolute, fatal. It has always de-
pended on the relationship of forces. And when Lenin
drew the conclusion that under the conditions of imperial-
ism war was inevitable, because the imperialist factors
inevitably “bred” war, what he was really thinking of was
a relationship of forces in which the imperialist Yorces
were superior, if not infinitely superior. Consequently it
was precisely a certain relationship of forces which made
war inevitable in the circumstances of the absolute dom-
ination of imperialism. Whoever fails to grasp this is also
unable to see that the struggle for peace is in the cir-
cumstances of today precisely one of the means of strug-
gle for further change in the relationship of forces in
favour of peace and socialism, not for the petrification
of the present relationship of forces. This, of course, sup-
posing peace to be in the elementary interest of socialism,
which the Chinese theoreticians also question. . . .

War is inevitable if the forces of peace are too weak
to prevent it. War can be prevented if the forces of peace
overcome the forces of war. Consequently, to speak of
the inevitability of war—from the standpoint of Marx-
ism—means one thing only: an objective appraisal that



LEFT-WING DOGMATISM 123

the relationship of forces between reaction and unperml—
ism on the one hand and the working-class and the anti-
imperialist forces on the other is such that this latter fac-
tor is unable to prevent war. . .

When they make their mechanical defence of the for-
mula that “war is inevitable,” do the Chinese critics make
such a factual analysis of the relationship of forces their
starting point? No, they do not cven mention it. In this
regard they are satisfied with the propaganda phrase that
imperialism is a “paper tiger.” Consequently, their stub-
born insistence that this “paper tiger” will ncvertheless
inevitably begin a war against the socialist camp simul-
tancously shows that they have not even got faith in their
own propagandist phrase. . . .

. the dilferences of opinion regarding the theory
about the inevitability of war . . . before all clse have
a deeper root in one or other of the two following pos-
sibilities:

cither the Chinese theoreticians believe that the relationship

of forces in the world is such that the factors of imperialism

not merely wish to impose war on the world, with prospects
of winning, but are also capable of doing so;

or the Chinese thcoreticians consider that war is in the in-
terests of socialism, that is to say, that it is the “revolu-
tionary weapon” of socialism, and consequently the growth
of the forces of socialism of itself makes war inevitable.

In the first instance, over-estimating the forces of im-
perialism, they deny their own theory about the “paper
tiger.” In the second case they arc venturing on to a very
dangerous and very slippery road, which leads to the
complete deformation of socialist international policy
and of the relationship between the nations on the so-
cialist road.

. let us return to the analysis of the quantitative
relatlonshlp of the social forces and the influence of these
on the problem of the inevitability of war. Through the
prism of those relationships let us examine all three pos-
sible forms of imperialist war.

From the standpoint of military techniques and all
other conditions, war for the conquest of other peoples
is still not only possible but, in certain conditions, rela-
tively the least risky for the aggressor. Nevertheless,
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practical examples of this phenomenon indicate that the
possibilities of such wars and the chances of success in
them are becoming increasingly less. This is unquestion-
ably the consequence of the growth of anti-imperialist
resistance among the oppressed peoples, of a strengthen-
ing of the feeling of national independence and of equal-
ity, and a strengthening of the socialist forces and their
support and of democratic resistance within the capitalist
countries. We can with justice assume that all these anti-
imperialist factors will grow stronger, and this means that
in future it will be increasingly more difficult to start even
local wars for the enslavement of other peoples.

The second kind of imperialist war, that is, war be-
tween the large imperialist states themselves, waged for
a new division of the world, to all intents became obsolete
during the Second World War. However the imperialist
contradictions inside the capitalist world develop in fu-
ture, the basic contradiction of the world of today—the
contradiction between the world of socialism and the
world of capitalism—nhas to such an extent reduced them
to the state of being a secondary factor that the pos-
sibility of wars breaking out between the large capitalist
countries for a new share-out of the world has been re-
duced to a theoretical minimum such that in political
practice it scarcely needs considering.

By this, it goes without saying, I do not mean to as-
sert that capitalist contradictions no longer exist. They do
exist, but they are so weakened, and the forms through
which they manifest themselves are so changed, that they
are no longer capable alone, independently, of being re-
solved by war—except in various forms of wars on other
people’s backs—but are instead connected up with the
basic contradiction of the world of today, the contradic-
tion between socialism and capitalism. . . .

And finally, the third kind of imperialist war—an ag-
gressive war against the socialist states. Such a war is
not only possible, but even has its protagonists in the most
reactionary and war-mongering circles of the capitalist
world. Admittedly, among them there are not very many
who would be openly for war under present-day condi-
tions, for the majority of them are aware that today ag-
gressive war has no prospects of achieving. But there are
many more who, like the Chinese communists, consider
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war inevitable, so continue to keep the iron hot in the
fire, in the hope that time will change things to their ad-
vantage.

However, counter to those tendencies and circles there
also exists all that tremendous material and political
strength of the factors of peace, progress, socialism in
the world and inside those countries of which we spoke
above. There is no reason whatsoever to envisage these
factors becoming weaker in the future. On the contrary,
they will grow stronger and develop an increasingly pow-
erful influence on the course of world events. To believe
that in such circumstances war is inevitable is either to
over-estimate the force of the factor of imperialism very
seriously or very seriously to under-estimate the strength
of socialism and of the other anti-imperialist factors.

We do neither. We are not inclined to under-estimate
the strength of the imperialist factors. For this reason we
consider it the indispensable duty of all nations and all
peace-loving forces to struggle actively for peace and for
the suppression of all aggressive tendencies. But we are
also not inclined to under-estimate the strength of the
progress and peace-loving factors, which are becoming
ever more capable of eliminating any chance of the ag-
gressor’s succeeding in a war. -

In other words, for war to cease to be inevitable it is
not necessary for the last corner of the world to be so-
cialist, but for the material and ethical-political forces
of socialism and peace to be so strong that they are able
to prevent any attempt to resolve the imperialist and
other international contradictions by war, which will at
the same time speed up the attempt to resolve those con-
tradictions by internal means and internal forms of polit-
ical and economic struggle within every country.

What support then remains for the Chinese theory of
the inevitability of war at the present time? There re-
mains only one more theoretical possibility, the supposi-
tion that the socialist countries might adopt the line of
finding a solution to the contradiction between the world
of socialism and the world of capitalism by war. This
would mean the deliberate adoption by the socialist coun-
tries of a policy of a war of conquest. However, such
trends would both ideologically and in practice be in com-
plete opposition to the aims of socialism and its ele-
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mentary interests both today and tomorrow. For this
reason there is little likelihood of their finding support in
the socialist world, which we can best sece from the for-
tune of the theories of the Chinese authors which we are
discussing here. . . .

In circumstances when the socialist system has become
a world force, but within its framework still exist vestiges
of the old views and egotistic and other tendencies, the
phenomenon is not excluded that some country on the
socialist road—because of certain specific inner condi-
tions—yiclds to the temptation to make usc of the
strength of socialism, not only for its defence but also for
an attempt to achieve certain aims which have no con-
nection whatsoever with socialism. Consequently, pro-
portionately to the growth of the power of the socialist
countrics also grows their responsibility for peace, the
responsibility of all the socialist forces.

At the present time material and social-political con-
ditions are increasingly maturing which prevent war. If
such possibilities exist, the socialist forces have only one
choice—to struggle to see that possibility exploited to the
utmost, that is, for peace to be preserved. For this rea-
son they must oppose those trends within the socialist
world which act in the opposite direction, and among
these is not only the anti-communist campaign of certain
social-democratic circles, but also such a campaign
against the very policy of coexistence, and against Yugo-
slavia in particular such as—with a line asserting the
inevitability of war—the leading circles of the Com-
munist Party of China lead. . . .

THE POLICY OF COEXISTENCE AND MARXISM

The problem of the feasibility or nonfeasibility of the
policy of coexistence is closely connected in the first place
with the question of how far the proposition is realistic
which says that today wars are no longer inevitable. If
war is inevitable, coexistence is an unfeasible fiction, an
illusion. In other words, proving that war is inevitable is
simultaneously to prove that the policy of coexistence is
unfeasible, consequently is mistaken and harmful to the
cause of socialism. And indeed, in the work of Chinese
theoreticians today we do find, appropriately enough,
this very argument further buttressed by appeals to “true”
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Marxism. And the target of attack in this question is Yu-
goslavia, so that Yugoslavia should be used for a political
battle waged generally against the policy of peaceable co-
existence and peace.

At times the Chinese authors, in words, are in favour
of peaccable coexistence, but not in favour of the same
sort of coexistence as the Yugoslav communists. . . .

Real differences of opinion of course do exist. But they
do not reside in any conception of the “quality” of co-
existence, but in the fact that the Yugoslav communists
stand for a policy of coexistence, while the arguments of
the Chinese theoreticians show that in reality they are
against it. According to the Chinese theoreticians the sin
of the Yugoslavs is in the fact that they assert that the
policy of coexistence is a lasting one, a fundamental ele-
ment of socialist international policy, while in the Chi-
nesc view coexistence can be no more than a transitory
state, which sooner or later will be terminated either by
imperialism or by the socialist forces, which have no rea-
son fundamentally to renounce war for the destruction
of imperialism. In addition to this, of course, these crit-
ics add that the Yugoslav policy of coexistence amounts
to propaganda for the status quo between the enslavers
and the enslaved, the exploiters and the exploited and so
forth, while of their own “policy of coexistence” they as-
sert that it is based on the future revolutionary collapse
of imperialism, for which reason it is equally inevitably
a transitory policy, a temporary one, seeing that a war
against imperialism is inevitable.

. As is known, for Yugoslav communists the justi-
fication of the policy of coexistence is based on the fol-
lowing:

1) on the conviction that in the circumstances of today
it will be increasingly more difficult for the forces of im-
perialism and war to break the existing coexistence, while
this will bring the internal contradictions and oppositions
of the capitalist world to a new stage of development, that
is, it will speed up the processes of distintegration of im-
perialism and capitalism as a system and increasingly
strengthen the part played by socialist factors, material
and political;

2) on the conviction that the imposing of socialism on
other nations from outside by war is a harmful and pro-
foundly anti-socialist conception, behind which can be—
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and inevitably will be—hidden all mannecr of hegemonistic
and reactionary trends, apart from which the socialist
countries’ assumption of responsibility for a frightfully de-
structive world war, in order by force to “make others
happy” would profoundly compromise the very concept of
socialism and lend imperialism and all the vestiges of the
old world new strength.

In other words, the policy of coexistence is the ex-
pression of our conviction that in the circumstances of
today war-mongering circles in the capitalist world are
going to have ever less feasibility of forcing a new world
war on mankind, while the socialist world in principle
and in practice rejects, or should reject, the very notion
of a war of conquest as the instrument for forcing so-
cialism on others. Since we conceive of the policy of co-
existence in this way, it of course must necessarily be a
permanent principle of socialist international policy or
notbeatall. . . .

ON THE INEVITABILITY OF ARMED
REVOLUTION

For the sense of the Chinese line of war'’s being inevit-
able to be completely clear, we need to examine yet an-
other theory on which the Chinese theoreticians insist,
the theory about the inevitability of forcible methods,
that is to say, of an armed uprising, or revolutionary war,
in every country. For this too they found cxclusively on
specially sclected and crookedly presented quotations
from the classics of Marxism and Leninism, and not on
an analysis of the objective facts.

Herc two things call for elucidation, namcly, what is
the point of including that theory in a discussion about
peace and cocxistence, and what connection has this
theory with Marxism or Leninism? . . .

In fact, this thesis, beside the thesis about the inevita-
bility of war, is an additional foundation stone of the
theory that the policy of coexistence is an untenable one.
For from this thesis they draw the logical conclusion that
if in more or less every country in the world the armed
form of revolution and the same forms of the dictatorship
of the proletariat are essential for the transition from capi-
talism to socialism to be accomplished, then any talk of
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coexistence is a reactionary act which holds up the rev-
olutionary showdown, whercas war between the socialist
and the capitalist world in fact would mean not only the
speeding up of that development, but also itself become a
form of the “world revolution.” The final conclusion logi-
cally to be drawn obligatorily from such a thesis is that
not only should we not struggle against war, but we
should desire it, since it is precisely war that speeds up
the course of the world socialist revolution. . . .

ON JUST AND UNJUST WAR

Yet another theory plays a fairly large part in the
Chinese critique of Yugoslav foreign policy and the pol-
icy of coexistence as such, namely, a theory about just
and unjust war. It is only when we subject that theory too
to examination that we obtain a complete picture of the
Chinese notions about a socialist international policy in
the present time.

The sense of this theory, as explained by the Chinese
theoreticians, might be formulated in the following way:
since wars arc divided into just and unjust wars, com-
munists are not against all wars, they are only against
unjust wars, and if a war is just, they cannot be against
it, for that would be to pact with evil, with imperialism,
it would be opportunism, withdrawal from a revolutionary
stand. Thus here logic is turned upside down.

For the ultimate consequence and simultaneously the
explanation of this thesis would be that since war ‘be-
tween the world of capitalism and the world of socialism,
as the incluctable form of resolution of contradictions in
the “intcrnational class struggle,” is inevitable and in addi-
tion is from the standpoint of socialism just, revolution-
ary, onc should not struggle against it. What is more, to
struggle against it is in the spirit of this logic just as
wrong as it would be wrong to struggle against the revolu-
tion in any individual country.

To all these arguments, of course, is tied a string of
accusations and slanders against the Yugoslav com-
munists, such as that they make no distinction between
just and unjust war, that “like all pacifists” they are
against any war and that this mecans pacting with im-
perialism, renunciation of aid to oppressed peoples who
are struggling for independence, and so on.
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I have no intention of spending time on these accusa-
tions and slanders.

Today beside the capitalist states there are also so-
cialist states, with their armics, their military technology,
their economic strength. The contradictions are concen-
trated as between these two great camps. Here the ques-
tion is not whether war between these two camps would
be just or not, but whether the leading socialist forces
should adopt the line of trying to resolve those con-
tradictions by war or by other means, that is, by the in-
ternal social processes. This means that the concrete
problem is not whether the socialist countries and forces
will or will not support a war which breaks out independ-
ently of them or is forced on them, but whether they
should themselves make the decision whether war is or
is not indispensable for the resolution of the existing con-
tradictions, whether they are to pursue a policy of war or
a policy of peace and coexistence. There is only one solu-
tion to this dilemma which is in conformity with Marx-
ism and the humanistic spirit of socialism: if there are
any other ways of resolving these contradictions other
than war, the socialists forces can and should pursue
solely a policy of peace and coexistence. We all know not
only that there are these other ways of solving the con-
tradictions, but also that war as such simply is not an in-
strument capable of resolving such contradictions. . . .

If we leave aside certain accurate evaluations™of colo-
nial and revolutionary wars, the attitude of the Chinese
theoreticians boils down to a theory that a just war is
any war waged by a socialist country, because socialism is
progressive and capitalism is reactionary. Here in fact the
theory of just and unjust wars is brought to the ridiculous
conclusion that any war which 7 wage is a just war.

However, if we put things in this way, the question of
whether or not war is just loses any meaning whatsoever.
Namely, if we have in mind a defensive war, it is out of
place to attack the Yugoslavs, for in Yugoslavia there is
really not a man who would not consider that socialism
must defend itself if attacked. If however we think of the
question of whether the socialist countries should strive
for such a world war, once again the question of justness
or unjustness is not evaluated from the standpoint of the
real consequences of such a war for the peoples of the
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world, for the fate of socialism and social progress. Here
in advance we must declare that such a war is in princi-
ple contrary to the interests of socialism and not even
the Chinese interpretation of the theory about just and
unjust wars can change anything here. . . .

When we take together all the Chinese theories which
we have discussed and through which the Yugoslav policy
of peaceable and active coexistence is criticised, we get
the following chain of argument: coexistence is untenable,
since war is inevitable as the form which the revolution-
ary resolution of contradictions in the “international class
struggle” takes, while war in itself is just, so it is wrong
to disseminate any illusions about peace and coexistence,
but we should set a course for war, in which we would
be the stronger, a war in which the sacrifices would “be
redeemed” and which would terminate in the victory of
socialism in the wholc world.

It is in complete opposition to the spirit of Marxism to
take the fact that it is waged by a socialist country as the
sole criterion of the “justness” of a war. In the last resort,
it is not merely a matter of whether a war in the name of
socialism, against capitalist countrics, can under certain
conditions—objectively, against the will of the socialist
countrics—turn out to be a war with the working-class
of those countries, which will defend its own bourgcomc
in the name of national independence. What matters is
that such a war might impose more backward political
forms of socialism in much more developed social-cco-
nomic circumstances, and in this way play a reactionary
role. It is also possible in such a war for unsocialist trends,
such as hegemonism and similar phenomena, to come to
expression. And, finally, it is not difficult to deny the
existence of socialism in another country and then “in
the name of socialism” to declare “just” any pressure on
that country, to the point of war itself against it.

Is such a possibility merely a theoretical supposition?
No, we have a very recent example of it—the pressure
on socialist Yugoslavia. All the Chinese authors without
exception—in one form or another—deny the socialist
character of Yugoslavia, and this, in the spirit of the
logic of the Chinese views of the moment, means that
they are declaring Yugoslavia to be an “outlaw” country.

Precisely for this reason today even more than in the
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past those principles of Marx, Engels and Lenin by
which they fundamentally condemned and rejected any
policy aimed at the forcible imposition of socialism or
of one or another set of socialist relationships from out-
side, by war, should be cherished. That attitude on the
one hand makes for a realistic appraisal of the harmful
immediate social-political consequences of the responsi-
bility which the socialist forces would assume if they
adopted war as an instrument for the imposition of so-
cialism, and on the other hand just as realistic an under-
standing that no socialist country merely by being social-
ist automatically becomes immune to cgoistic aims or
acts. Everybody knows that distortions, errors and the
emergence of all manner of negative trends not only go
with the development of a young society on the socialist
road, but may also appear in the foreign policy of a so-
cialist country, especially in the relations between the na-
tions in the period during which neither narrow-minded
nationalism or great-state hegemonism are quite dead as
notions. Precisely for this reason the classics of Marxism
never excluded the possibility of a socialist country also
waging an unjust war. Practice confirms that such phe-
nomena are not quite out of the question. .

Were the Chinese theories to become the governing
factor in socialist international policy, the very relations
between the socialist countries would be condemned to
fundamental deformation. Practice in the example of Yu-
goslavia shows that this has already happened once in
history, and in no small way—in the period of the Stalin-
ist pressure on Yugoslavia—and that it is now precisely
the leadership of the Communist Party of China that is
making an effort once again to introduce and “further
develop” this policy of pressure on the internal socialist
development of Yugoslavia and on Yugoslavia’s interna-
tional policy. For this attitude of theirs the Chinese the-
oreticians make little effort to find many reasons, the-
oretical or ideological.

At least since Marx we have known the characteristics
which define the socialist character of a country. But the
Chinese theoreticians have found a simpler formula:
any country which is not formally in the organisation
known as the socialist camp is a capitalist country.
Thereby Yugoslavia is automatically classed with the
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countries to which what anybody pleases may be done,
all in the name of “socialism” and “Marxism.” As the
Chinese propagandists say, *“a struggle to the very end
must be waged against Yugoslav revisionism.” What is
the meaning of those words “to the very end?” It can
mean nothing else but that a socialist country which does
not endorse Chinese views and demands can be settled
with by force. . . . This certainly throws a light “to the
very end” on the Chinese theory of what constitutes just
and what unjust war.

—17 —

CAN A SOCIALIST COUNTRY
WAGE AN “UNJUST \WAR"?
LATEST REVELATIONS
OF A REVISIONIST

September 2, 1960*

Borba has carried chapters from a new book by Ed-
vard Kardelj, which bears the pretentious title “Socialism
and War.” . . .

Kardelj has this time chosen a polecmic with the Chin-
csc Communist as the occasion for propagandizing his
revisionist ideas. . . .

With this new book Kardelj comes to the aid of those
who are inspiring the anti-Communist campaign. This
book rcpresents a revisionist attempt, on the pretense of
combating “leftism” to drag into the workers’ movement
views that only the adversaries of communism will ap-
plaud. . . .

Kardelj’s basic theoretical transgression is that in ana-

* A, Arguananryan and V. Korionov, Pravda, September 2,
1960, as translated by Current Digest of the Soviet Press,
Vol. XII, No. 35. Reprinted by permission.
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lyzing the problems of war he fails to establish the con-
nection between wars and the struggle of the classes, to
deal with war as an extension of politics by forcible
means. Has war been historically inevitable? “Speaking
abstractly,” says Kardelj in answer to this question, “the
inevitability of war has never been absolute, fatal. It has
always depended on the correlation of forces.” Kardelj's
departure from Marxist-Leninist theories on the question
of war is already visible in this answer.

Marxism-Leninism proceeds from the premisc that war
is an extension of politics by other, i.e., forcible, means.
War is a historical category. It is linked with the an-
tagonistic contradictions of classes and states. Wars,
therefore, are the inevitable concomitant to all exploiter
formations. . . .

Kardelj looks at this problem in another way. Failing
to see the unavoidable connection between war and
classes and class struggle, Kardelj claims that the issues
of war and peace have always been settled by the cor-
relation of forces. “War is inevitable,” he writes, “if the
forces of peacc are too weak to prevent its outbreak. War
may be done away with if the forces of peace prove
mightier than the forces of war.”

Kardelj even alleges that Marx and Engels did not
link the possibility of preventing war with the transition
to socialism. He maintains that the founders of scientific
communism, foreseeing a time when war would cease
to be inevitable and the possibility that this would hap-
pen “did not link them with any specific dates in history
but merely with the maturation of a number of facts of
social development, material and ideological—political
alike, that would condition people’s actions.”

And yet, Marx, Engels and Lenin always proceeded
from the premise that under the domination of capital-
ism as well as of the preceding exploiter formations, war
was inevitable. With capitalism exercising sway all over
the globe no changes in the correlation of the forces of
war and peace can do away with war. The elimination of
wars was linked by the founders of Marxism-Leninism
with the abolition of antagonistic classes and the estab-
lishment of socialism.

E. Kardelj infers the incvitability of wars from the
correlation of forces, studiously avoiding the question of
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what correlation of forces is involved and in what day.
The correlation of forces in the day when capitalism was
the sole world system was one thing. Quite another is the
correlation of forces at a time when the world has split
into two systems, and alongside the moribund systems of
imperialism has appeared the new world system of so-
cialism, full of strength and confidently on the way
up. . . .
Why does Kardelj stubbornly sidestep the point that
only with the advent and consolidation of the world so-
cialist system has the prevention of war become a realistic
possibility? There is a purpose behind this. The thing
is that according to Kardelj war is latent not only in the
nature of imperialism but in the nature of the socialist
countries as well.

Kardelj’s breach with Marxism-Leninism becomes es-
pecially distinct on this question. There the mask finally
drops off the revisionist and he appears in his true guise.

The facts of life are flatly against Kardelj. He is therc-
fore constrained to mention that “socialism (to the cx-
tent that genuinely Socialist social relations are involved
and not clements of the old in the new) not only can-
not be a source of war, but its consolidation in the world
has to become a factor in lessening the danger of war
and eliminating the inevitability of war.” But Kardelj
accompanies even this forced acknowledgment with all
sorts of qualifications great and small, with his effort to
sow doubts as to the “genuineness of socialist social re-
lations™ and his obscure reference to elements of the old
in the new. Kardelj needs these qualifications to under-
mine the people’s trust in socialism, in which they see a
mighty source of peace.

The apostle of Yugoslav revisionism brashly asserts
that the founders of Marxism did not look upon the vic-
tory of socialism in a country as an absolute obstacle
to war.

This is monstrous, but a fact. Kardelj assumes that a
socialist state may be the bearer of an aggressive war!
Thus, having started from the figment of “socialist hege-
monism,” from the claim that the ambition to dominate
other countries is inherent in the “socialist bloc” as well
as the imperialist, the Yugoslav revisionists have now
ended up at a logical point. They place responsibility in
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advance on the socialist state for the possible unleash-
ingof war. . . .

He conditions the preservation of peace upon all sorts
of typical revisionist “ifs.” He proclaims that “no one
socialist state automatically becomes immune to antag-
onistic tendencies and actions just because it is socialist.”
Kardelj tries to argue that “the classical writers of Marx-
ism did not rule out the possibility that a socialist coun-
try might wage an unjust war.”

Needless to say, Kardelj does not adduce a single fact
to bear out his figments, for the single reason that such
facts are non-existent. But all the same the revisionist
has done his work. He has supplied reactionary bourgeois
propagandists with one more “agrecment” in their anti-
Communist slander.

It should be said that altogether Kardelj's attitude to so-
cialism and to socialist gains that the people have scored
at the cost of the greatest sacrifice and suffering is more
than strange. Time and time again in his writings the
tangent creeps in that socialism too has inherent negative
traits—hegemonism, a tendency to rcactionary wars, etc.
Surely this is attested to by the author’s profuse and
grandiloquent statements that the fact that a certain war
is being waged by a socialist country is not the sole crite-
rion of the “justice” of that war. Yes, he actually encloses
the word justice in quotation marks. What is more, he
says that “such a war may imposc backward political
forms of socialism in socio-economic conditions that are
considerably more developed, and objectively play a re-
actionary role. It is also possible that in the course of
such a war non-socialist tendencies may manifest them-
selves along with hegemonism and other similar phe-
nomena.”

What need had Kardelj of these arguments? After all,
he is of course well aware that Marxism-Leninism has
always most emphatically disavowed and still disavows
the “export” of revolution. Is it not to bolster the impe-
rialist thesis on the export of revolution that Kardelj is
disseminating his point of view? That is not all. Kardelj
is trying to put into circulation yet another accusation
against the socialist countries: the possibility that one so-
cialist country may forcibly impose its forms of devclop-
ment on another socialist country. It is no coincidence
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that he should refer to the possibility “even of antago-
nistic contradictions” between socialist states. . . .

The revisionists, and in the first place the Yugoslav
revisionists, have long since foresaken the Marxist analy-
sis of the radical distinction, the extremely profound con-
tradictions between the world socialist system and the
world capitalist system. Repudiation of the class ap-
proach to the fundamental questions of foreign policy
has brought the Belgrade theorists to a point where they
pretend not to notice the existence of a socialist camp
that consistently upholds the peace, freedom and progress
of nations and of an imperialist camp that is preparing
a world thermonuclear catastrophe. For the reformist
there is no difference between the socialist international
policy of the working class and the anti-popular policy
of the financial and industrial oligarchy.

One might think that this kind of thing represents the
position” that is usual for revisionists. The facts argue,
however, that this notorious stand “outside of blocs” is
more and more clearly assuming the nature of a link
with definite circles in the aggressive imperialist bloc.
The appearance of Kardelj's new book lends yet another
highly significant touch to this political line. The people
in Belgrade no longer limit themselves to calumny against
the socialist countries. The Belgrade theorists arc now try-
ing to impugn the peace-loving character of the socialist
camp’s forcign policy. Communists in all countries and
the millions of pecople who are selflessly fighting for peace
now know that the latest piece of slander against social-
ism bears the plainly visible stamp “Made in Yugo-
slavia.” . . .



Part VI

The Unity of Opposites:
The 1960 Conference of
81 Communist Parties

In the main, the 81 Communist Parties Conference
succeeded in achieving its major purpose: the resolution
of the theoretical dispute between Communist China and
the Soviet Union.

On the old issues of war, peaceful coexistence, and
the nature of the transition to Socialism in non-Commu-
nist countries, the Soviet view prevailed.

If the Chinese obtained a number of concessions, these
related to areas where Soviet policy during 1960 had in-
dicated a willingness to compromise.

The sections of the Declaration defining in a new way
the position of the Soviet Union in the Socialist camp,
the more active support promised to wars of national
liberation, and the harsher condemnation of Ynhgoslav
Revisionism represented a partial victory for the Chinese.

Nevertheless, the 81 Party statement is replete with
qualifications that would allow the Soviet Union as well
as the Chinese to interpret the document according to
their own preferences. As the Yugoslavs took pains to
point out, Soviet and Chinese commentaries on the No-
vember Conference that were prepared for domestic con-
sumption continued to reflect national views and policies.



STATEMENT ISSUED
BY THE CONFERENCE
OF REPRESENTATIVES
OF COMMUNIST PARTIES

Moscow—November, 1960*

. . . The People’s Democratic Republics of Albania,
Bulgaria, Hungary, the German Democratic Republic,
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, China, the Korean
People’s Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Poland, Ru-
mania and the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, which,
together with the great Soviet Union, form the mighty
socialist camp, have within a historically short period
made remarkable progress in socialist construction. .

The socialist countries and the socialist camp as a
whole owe their achievements to the proper application
of the general objective laws governing socialist construc-
tion, with due rcgard to the historical peculiarities of
cach country and to the interests of the entire socialist
system. They owe them to the efforts of the peoples of
those countries, to their close fraternal cooperation and
mutual internationalist assistance from the Soviet Union.

The experience of development of the socialist coun-
trics is added evidence that mutual assistance and support,
and utilization of all the advantages of unity and solidarity
among the countries of the socialist camp, are a primary
international condition for their achicvements and suc-

* New York Times, December 7, 1960. Reprinted by per-
mission.
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cesses. Imperialist, renegade and revisionist hopes of a
split within the socialist camp are built on sand and
doomed to failure. All the socialist countries cherish the
unity of the socialist camp like the apple of their cye.

The world economic system of socialism is united by
common socialist relations of production and is develop-
ing in accordance with the economic laws of social-
ism. . .

It requires study of collective experience, extended
cooperation and fraternal mutual assistance, gradual elim-
ination, along these lines, of historical differences in the
levels of economic development, and the provision of a
material basis for a more or less simultaneous transi-
tion of all the peoples of the socialist system to com-
munism.

Socialist construction in the various countries is a
source of collective experience for the socialist camp as
a whole. A thorough study of this experience by the fra-
ternal parties, and its proper utilization and elaboration
with due regard to specific conditions and national pecu-
liarities are an immutable law of the development of
every socialist country. . . . The socialist camp is a
social, economic and political community of free and
sovereign peoples united by the close bonds of interna-
tional socialist solidarity, by common interests and ob-
jectives, and following the path of socialism and com-
munism. It is an inviolable law of the mutual relations
between socialist countries strictly to adhere to the princi-
ples of Marxism-Leninism and socialist intcrnationalism.
Every country in the socialist camp is insured genuinely
equal rights and independence. Guided by the principles
of complete equality, mutual advantage and comradely
mutual assistance, the socialist states improve their all-
round economic, political and cultural cooperation, which
meets both the interests of each socialist country and
those of the socialist camp as a whole.

One of the greatest achievements of the world so-
cialist system is the practical confirmation of the Marx-
ist-Leninist thesis that national antagonisms diminish
with the decline of class antagonisms.

In contrast to the laws of the capitalist system, which
is characterized by antagonistic contradictions between
classes, nations and states leading to armed conflicts,
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there are no objective causes in the nature of the so-
cialist system for contradictions and conflicts between
the peoples and states belonging to it. Its development
leads to greater unity among the states and nations and
to the consolidation of all the forms of cooperation be-
tween them.

Under socialism, the development of national economy, .
culture and statehood goes hand in hand with the
strengthening and development of the entire world so-
cialist system, and with an ever greater consolidation of
the unity of nations. The interests of the socialist sys-
tem as a whole and national interests are harmoniously
combined. It is on this basis that the moral and political
unity of all the pcoples of the great socialist community
has arisen and has been growing. Fraternal friendship
and mutual assistance of peoples, born of the socialist
system, have superseded the political isolation and na-
tional egoism typical of capitalism.

The common interests of the peoples of the socialist
countrics and the interests of peace and socialism de-
mand the proper combination of the principles of so-
cialist internationalism and socialist patriotism in politics.
Every Communist party which has become the ruling
party in the state, bears historical responsibility for the
destinies of both its country and the entire socialist camp.

The declaration of 1957 points out quite correctly that
undue ecmphasis on the role of national peculiarities and
departure from the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism
regarding the socialist revolution and socialist construc-
tion prejudice the common cause of socialism.

The declaration also states quite correctly that Marx-
ism-Leninism demands creative application of the gen-
eral principles of socialist revolution and socialist con-
struction, depending on the specific historical conditions
in the country concerned, and does not permit of a
mechanical copying of the policies and tactics of the
Communist partics of other countries. Disregard of na-
tional peculiarities may lead to the party of the prole-
tariat being isolated from reality, from the masscs, and
may injure the socialist cause.

Manifestations of nationalism and national narrow-
mindedness do not disappear automatically with the estab-
lishment of the socialist system. If fraternal relations and
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friendship between the socialist countries are to be
strengthened, it is necessary that thc Communist and
workers parties pursue a Marxist-Leninist internationalist
policy, that all working people be educated in a spirit of
internationalism and patriotism, and that a resolute strug-
gle be waged to eliminate the survivals of bourgeois na-
tionalism and chauvinism.

The time has come when the socialist states have, by
forming a world system, become an international force
exerting a powerful influence on world development.
There are now real opportunitics of solving cardinal
problems of modern times in a new way, in the interests
of peace, democracy and socialism.

The problem of war and peace is the most burning
problem of our time.

War is a constant companion of capitalism. The sys-
tem of exploitation of man by man and the system of
cxtermination of man by man are two aspects of the capi-
talist system. Imperialism has already inflicted two devas-
tating world wars on mankind and now threatens to
plunge it into an even more terrible catastrophe.

Monstrous means of mass annihilation and destruction
have been developed which, if used in a new war, can
cause unheard-of destruction to entire countries and re-
duce key centers of world industry and culture to ruins.
Such a war would bring death and suffering to hundreds
of millions of people, among them people in countries
not involved in it. Imperialism spells grave danger to the
whole of mankind.

The peoples must now be more vigilant than ever. As
long as imperialism exists there will be soil for wars of
aggression.

The peoples of all countries know that the danger of
a new world war still persists. U.S. imperialism is the main
force of aggression and war. Its policy embodies the ideol-
ogy of militant reaction.

The U.S. imperialists, together with the imperialists of
Britain, France and West Germany, have drawn many
countries into NATO, CENTO, SEATO and other mili-
tary blocs. Under the guise of combating the “Communist
menace,” it has enmeshed the so-called “free world,” that
is, capitalist countries which depend on them, in a net-
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work of military bases spearheaded first and foremost
against the socialist countries.

The existence of these blocs and bases endangers uni-
versal peace and security and not only encroaches upon
the sovercignty but also imperils the very life of those
countries which put their territory at the disposal of the
U.S. militarists. . . .

The aggressive nature of imperialism has not changed.
But real forces have appeared that are capable of foiling
its plans of aggression. War is not fatally inevitable. Had
the imperialists been able to do what they wanted, they
would already have plunged mankind into the abyss of
the calamities and horrors of a new world war.

But the time is past when the imperialists could decide
at will whether there should or should not be war. More
than once in the past years the imperialists have brought
mankind to the brink of world catastrophe by starting
local wars. . .

The time has come when the attempts of the imperialist
aggressors to start a world war can be curbed. World war
can be prevented by the joint efforts of the world socialist
camp, the international working class, the national-libera-
tion movement, all the countries opposing war and all
peace-loving forces. .

The development of international relations in our day
is determined by the struggle of the two social systems—
the struggle of the forces of socialism, peace and democ-
racy against the forces of imperialism, reaction and ag-
gression—a struggle in which the superiority of the forces
of socialism, peace and democracy is becoming increas-
ingly obvious.

For the first time in history, war is opposed by great
and organized forces: the mighty Soviet Union, which
now leads the world in the decisive branches of science
and technology, the entire socialist camp, which has
placed its great material and political might at the serv-
ice of peace, a growing number of peace-loving countrics
of Asia, Africa and Latin America, which have a vital
interest in preserving peace, the international working
class and its organizations, above all the Communist
partics, the national-liberation movement of the peoples
of the colonies and dependent countries, the world peace
movement, and the neutral countries which want no share
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in the imperialist policy of war and advocate pcaceful co-
existence.

The policy of peaceful coexistence is also favored by
a definite section of the bourgeoisic of the devcloped capi-
talist countries, which takes a sober view of the relation-
ship of forces and of the dire consequences of a modern
war. The broadest possible united front of peace sup-
porters, fighters against the imperialist policy of aggres-
sion and war inspired by U.S. imperialism, is csscntial to
preserve world peace. Concerted and vigorous actions of
all the forces of peace can safeguard the peace and
prevent a new war.

The democratic and peace forces today have no task
more pressing than that of safeguarding humanity against
a global thermonucleur disaster. The unprecedented de-
structive power of modern means of warfare demands
that the main actions of the anti-war and peacec-loving
forces be directed towards preventing war. The struggle
against war cannot be put off until war breaks out, for
then it may prove too late for many areas of the globe and
for their population to combat it. . . .

The Communist parties regard the fight for peace as
their prime task. They call on the working class, trade
unions, cooperatives, women's and youth leagues and or-
ganizations, on all working people, irrespective of their
political and religious convictions, firmly to repulse by
mass struggles all acts of aggression on the part of the
imperialists.

But should the imperialist maniacs start war, the peo-

ples will sweep capitalism out of existence and bury
it. . ..
The near future will bring the forces of peace and
socialism new successes. The U.S.S.R. will become the
leading industrial power of the world. China will become
a mighty industrial state. The socialist system will be turn-
ing out more than half the world industrial product. The
peace zone will expand. The working-class movement in
the capitalist countries and the national-liberation move-
ment in the colonies and dependencies will achieve new
victories. The disintegration of the colonial system will
become completed. The superiority of the forces of so-
cialism and peace will be absolute.

In these conditions a real possibility will have arisecn
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to exclude world war from the life of a society even be-
fore socialism achieves complete victory on earth, with
capitalism still existing in a part of the world. . . .

. Pcacc is a loyal ally of socialism, for time is
working for socialism against capitalism.

The policy of peaceful coexistence is a policy of
mobilizing the masses and launching vigorous action
against the enemics of peace. Peaceful coexistence of
states does not imply renunciation of the class struggle,
as the revisionists claim. The coexistence of states with
different social systems is a form of class struggle between
socialism and capitalism.

In conditions of peaceful coexistence favorable oppor-
tunities are provided for the development of the class
struggle in the capitalist countries and the national-libera-
tion movement of the peoples of the colonial and de-
pendent countries. In their turn, the successes of the revo-
lutionary class and national-liberation struggle promote
peaceful coexistence.

The Communists consider it their duty to fortify the
faith of the peoplc in the possibility of furthering peaceful
coexistence, their determination to prevent world war.
They will do their utmost for the people to weaken im-
perialism and limit its sphere of action by an active strug-
gle for peace, democracy and national liberation.

Peaceful coexistence of countries with different social
systems does not mean conciliation of the socialist and
bourgeois ideologies. On the contrary, it implies intensifi-
cation of the struggle of the working class, of all the
Communist parties, for the triumph of socialist ideas. But
ideological and political disputes between states must not
be settled through war. . . .

The choice of social system is the inalienable right of
the people of each country. Socialist revolution is not an
item of import and cannot be imposed from without. It
is a result of the internal development of the country con-
cerned, of the utmost sharpening of social contradictions
in it.

The Communist parties, which guide themselves by
the Marxist-Leninist doctrine, have always been against
the export of revolution. At the same time, they fight reso-
lutely against imperialist export of counter-revolution.
They consider it their internationalist duty to call on the
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peoples of all countries to unite, to rally all their internal
forces, to act vigorously and, relying on the might of the
world Socialist system, to prevent or firmly resist im-
perialist interference in the affairs of any people who
have risen in revolution.

The Marxist-Leninist parties head the struggle of the
working class, the masses of working pcople, for the
accomplishment of the Socialist revolution and the estab-
lishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat in one form
or another. The forms and coursc of development of the
Socialist revolution will depend on the specific balance
of the class forces in the country concerned, on the or-
ganization and maturity of the working class and its van-
guard, and on the extent of the resistance put up by the
ruling classcs.

Whatever form of dictatorship of the proletariat is
established, it will always signify an extension of democ-
racy, a transition from formal, bourgeois democracy to
genuine democracy, to democracy for working people.

The Communist parties reaffirm the propositions put
forward by the declaration of 1957 with regard to the
forms of transition of different countries from capitalism
to socialism.

The declaration points out that the working class and
its vanguard—the Marxist-Leninist party—seek to
achieve the Socialist revolution by peaceful means. This
would accord with the interests of the working classvand
the people as a whole, with the national interests of the
country.

Today in a number of capitalist countries the working
class, headed by its vanguard, has the opportunity, given
a united working-class and popular front or other work-
able forms of agreement and political cooperation be-
tween the different parties and public organizations, to
unite a majority of the people, win state power without
civil war and insure the transfer of the basic means of
production to the hands of the people.

Relying on the majority of the people and resolutely
rebuffing the opportunist elements incapable of relinquish-
ing the policy of compromise with the capitalists and
landlords, the working class can defeat the reactionary,
anti-popular forces, securc a firm majority in parliament,
transform parliament from an instrument serving the class
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interests of the bourgeoisie into an instrument serving the
working people, launch an extra-parliamentary mass
struggle, smash the resistance of the reactionary forces
and create the necessary conditions for peaceful realiza-
tion of the Socialist revolution.

All this will be possible only by broad and ceaseless
development of the class struggle of the workers, peasant
masscs and the urban middle strata against big monopoly
capital, against reaction, for profound social reforms, for
pcace and socialism.

In the event of the exploiting classes’ resorting to vi-
olence against people, the possibility of non-peaceful
transition to socialism should be borne in mind. Leninism
teaches, and experience confirms, that the ruling classes
never relinquish power voluntarily. In this case the degree
of bitterness and the forms of the class struggle will de-
pend not so much on the proletariat as on the resistance
put up by the reactionary circles to the will of the over-
whelming majority of the people, on these circles using
force at one or another stage of the struggle for socialism.

The actual possibility of the one or the other way of
transition to socialism in each individual country depends
on the concrete historical conditions.

In our time, when communism'is not only the most ad-
vanced doctrine but an actually existing social system
which has proved its superiority over capitalism, con-
ditions are particularly favorable for expanding the in-
fluence of the Communist parties, vigorously exposing
anti-communism, a. slogan under which the capital'lst
class wages its struggle against the proletariat, and win-
ning the broadest sections of the working masses for
Communist ideas. . . .

The growth of the Communist parties and their organi-
zational consolidation, the victories of the Communist
parties in a number of countries in the struggle against
deviation, elimination of the harmful consequences of
the personality cult, the greater influence of the world
Communist movement open new prospects for the suc-
cessful accomplishment of the tasks facing the Com-
munist parties.

Marxist-Leninist parties regard it as an inviolable law
of their activity steadfastly to observe the Leninist stand-
ards of party life in keeping with the principle of demo-
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cratic centralism. They consider that they must cherish
party unity like the apple of their eye, strictly to adhere to
the principle of party democracy and collective leadership,
for they attach, in keeping with the organizational
principles of Leninism, great importance to the role of
the leading party bodies in the life of the party, to work
indefatigably for the strengthening of their bonds with
the party membership and with the broad masses of the
working pcople, not to allow the personality cult, which
shackles creative thought and initiative of Communists,
vigorously to promote the activity of Communist, and to
encourage criticism and self-criticism in their ranks.

The Communist parties have ideologically defeated the
revisionists in their ranks who sought to divert them from
the Marxist-Leninist path. Each Communist Party and the
international Communist movement as a whole have be-
come still stronger, ideologically and organizationally,
in the struggle against revisionism, Right-wing oppor-
tunism,

The Communist parties have unanimously condemned
the Yugoslav variety of international opportunism, a vari-
ety of modern revisionist theories in concentrated form.
After betraying Marxism-Leninism, which they termed
obsolcte, the leaders of the League of Communists of
Yugoslavia opposed their anti-Leninist revisionist program
to the declaration of 1957, they set the League of Com-
munists of Yugoslavia against the international Gom-
munist movement as a whole, severed their country from
the Socialist camp, made it dependent on so-called aid
from United States and other imperialists, and thereby
exposed the Yugoslav people to the danger of losing the
revolutionary gains achieved through a heroic struggle.

The Yugoslav revisionists carry on subversive work
against the Socialist camp and the world Communist
movement. Under the pretext of an extra-bloc policy, they
engage in activities which prejudice the unity of all the
peace-loving forces and countries. Further exposure of
the leaders of the Yugoslav revisionists, and active strug-
gle to safeguard the Communist movement and the work-
ing-class movement from the anti-Leninist ideas of the
Yugoslav revisionists, remains an essential task of the
Marxist-Leninist parties.

The practical struggles of the working class and the
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entire course of social development have furnished a bril-
liant new proof of the great all-conquering power and
vitality of Marxism-Leninism, and have thoroughly re-
futed all modern revisionist theories.

The further development of the Communist and work-
ing-class movement calls, as stated in the Moscow dec-
laration of 1957, for continuing a determined struggle on
two fronts—against revisionism, which remains the main
danger, and against dogmatism and sectarianism.

Revisionism, Right-wing opportunism, which mirrors
the bourgeois ideology in theory and practice, distorts
Marxism-Leninism, emasculates its revolutionary essence
and thereby paralyzes the revolutionary will of the work-
ing class, disarms and demobilizes the workers, the masses
of the working people, in their struggle against oppression
by imperialists and exploiters, for peace, democracy and
national liberation, for the triumph of socialism.

Dogmatism and scctarianism in theory and practice can
also become the main danger at some stage of develop-
ment of individual parties, unless combated unrelentingly.

They rob revolutionary parties of the ability to develop
Marxism-Leninism through scientific analysis and apply
it creatively according to the specific conditions, they
isolate Communists from the broad ‘masses of the working
people, doom them to passive expectation or Leftist, ad-
venturist actions in the revolutionary struggle, prevent
them from making a timely and correct estimate of the
changing situation and of new experience, using all op-
portunitics to bring about the victory of the working class
and all democratic forces in the struggle against imperial-
ism, reaction and war danger, and thereby prevent the
peoples from achieving victory in their just struggle.

At a time when imperialist reaction is joining forces to
fight communism, it is particularly imperative vigorously
to consolidate the world Communist movement. Unity
and solidarity redouble the strength of our movement and
provide a reliable guarantee that the great cause of com-
munism will make victorious progress and all enemy
attacks will be cfectively repelled.

Communists throughout the world are united by the
great doctrine of Marxism-Leninism and by a joint strug-
gle for its realization. The interests of the Communist
movement require solidarity in adherence by every Com-
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munist party to the estimates and conclusions concerning
the common tasks in the struggle against imperialism, for
peace, democracy and socialism, jointly reached by the
fraternal parties at their meetings. )

The interest of the struggle for the working-class causc
demand ever closer upity of the ranks of each Com-
munist party and of the great army gf Communists of
all countries, they demand of them unity of will and ac-
tion. It is the supreme internationalist duty of every
Marxist-Leninist party to work continuously for greater
unity in the world Communist movement.

A resolute defense of the unity of the world Com-
munist movement on the principles of Marxism-Leninism
and proletarian internationalism, and the prevention of
any actions which may undermine that unity, are a ncces-
sary condition for victory in the struggle for national
independence, democracy and peace, for the succcss.ful
accomplishment of the tasks of the Socialist revolution
and of the building of socialism and communism. Viola-
tion of these principles would impair the forces of com-
munism.

All the Marxist-Leninist parties are independent and
have equal rights, they shape their policies according to
the specific conditions in their respective countries and in
keeping with Marxist-Leninist principles, and support
each other. The success of the working-class cause in any
country is unthinkable without the internationalist solidar-
ity of all Marxist-Leninist parties. Every party is responsi-
ble to the working class, to the working pcople of its
country, to the international working-class and Com-
munist movement as a whole.

The Communist and workers parties hold meetings
whenever necessary to discuss urgent problems, to ex-
‘change experience, acquaint themselves with each other’s
views and positions, work out common views through
consultations and coordinate joint actions in the struggle
for common goals.

Whenever a party wants to clear up questions relating
to the activities of another fraternal party, its lcadership
approaches the leadership of the party concerned. If
nccessary, they hold meetings and cansultations.

The experience and results of the meetings of repre-
sentatives of the Communist parties held in recent years,
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particularly the results of the two major meetings—that
of November, 1957, and this meeting—show that in
present-day conditions such meetings are an effective form
of exchanging views and experience, enriching Marxist-
Leninist theory by collective effort and elaborating a com-
mon attitude in the struggle for common objectives.

The Communist and workers parties unanimously de-
clare that the Communist party of the Soviet Union has
been, and remains, the universally recognized vanguard of
the world Communist movement, being the most ex-
perienced and steeled contingent of the international
Communist movement. The experience which the Com-
munist party of the Soviet Union has gained in the strug-
gle for the victory of the working class, in Socialist con-
struction and in the full-scale construction of communism,
is of fundamental significance for the whole of the world
Communist movement.

The example of the Soviet Communist party and its
fraternal solidarity inspire all the Communist parties in
their struggle for peace and socialism, and represent the
revolutionary principles of proletarian internationalism
applied in practice.

The historic decisions of the Twentieth Congress of the
Soviet Communist party are not only of great importance
for the Soviet Communist party and Communist construc-
tion in the U.S.S.R., but have initiated a new stage in the
world Communist movement, and have promoted its
development on the basis of Marxism-Leninism.

All Communist and workers parties contribute to the
development of the great theory of Marxism-Leninism.
Mutual assistance and support in relations between all
the fraternal Marxist-Leninist parties embody the revolu-
tionary principles of proletarian internationalism applied
In practice. . . .



KHRUSHCHEV'S REVIEW
OF THE 81-PARTY
COMMUNIST CONFERENCE

January, 1961*

. . . Comrades, the struggle between the Communist
and all the people’s forces, on the one hand, and the forces
of imperialism, on the other, is entering a new stage. In
these conditions the solidarity of the socialist camp z.md
of the entire international Communist movement acquires
paramount importance. Our solidarity on the principles of
Marxism-Leninism, of proletarian internationalism, is the
main condition for the victory of the working class over
imperialism. We hold sacred the great Lenin’s behest to
march forward shoulder to shoulder. The unity of our
ranks multiplies the forces of Communism tenfold. Soli-
darity, solidarity and once again solidarity—this is the
law of the international Communist movement.

It follows from the very essence of Leninism that each
Marxist-Leninist party must not permit, either in its own
ranks or in the international Communist movement, any
actions that might undermine its unity and solidarity. . . .

It should be noted that the dclegation of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union set forth at the con-
ference its point of view concerning the formula that the
Soviet Union stands at the head of the socialist camp and
the C.P.S.U. at the head of the Communist movement.
Our delegation stated that we viewed this formula above
all as high appreciation of the services of our party,
founded by Lenin, and expressed its deep gratitude to all
the fraternal parties. Our party, reared by Lenin, has
always considered it its primary duty to fulfill its interna-

* The Current Digest of the Soviet Press, Vol. XIII, No. 4.
Reprinted by permission.

152



THE UNITY OF OPPOSITES 153

tionalist obligations to the international working class.
The delegation assured the confercnce participants that
our party would continue to carry high the banner of
proletarian internationalism and would spare no effort to
fulfill its internationalist obligations.

At the same time, the delegation of the C.P.S.U. pro-
posed that this formula not be included in the Statement
or other documents of the Communist movement.

As for the principles of relations among the fraternal
parties, the C.P.S.U. very definitely expressed its position
on this question at the 21st Party Congress. From the
rostrum of the Congress we declared to the whole world
that in the Communist movement, as in the socialist
camp, there has been and is full equality and solidarity of
all the Communist and Workers' Parlies and the socialist
countries. In reality the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union does not lead other partics. There are no “superior”
and “subordinate” parties in the Communist movement.
All the Communist Parties are equal and independent,
and all bear responsibility for the destiny of the Com-
munist movement, for its victories and failures. Each
Communist and Workers’ Party is responsible to the
working class, to the working people of its country and
to the entire international workers’ and Communist move-
ment.

The role of the Soviet Union does not lie in its leading
the other socialist countries, but in having been first to
pave the way to socialism, in being the most powerful
country in the world socialist system, in having accumu-
lated great positive expericnce in the struggle to build
socialism and in having been first to enter the period of
full-scale building of communism. The Statement stresses
that the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, as the
most experienced and steeled detachment of the interna-
tional Communist movement, has been and continues to
be the universally recognized vanguard of the world
Communist movement.

Today, when there is a large group of socialist coun-
tries, each facing its own tasks, when there are 87 Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties, each of them also facing its
own tasks, it is impossible to lead the socialist countries
and the Communist Parties from any center. It is impos-
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sible and, furthermore, not neccssary. The Communist
Parties have developed tempered Marxist-Leninist cadres,
capable of leading their own parties and their own coun-
tries.

Furthermore, in actual fact, as is well known, the
C.P.S.U. does not issue directives to any other partics.
The fact that we will be called “the head” is of no advan-
tage either for our party or for other parties. On the con-
trary, it only creates difficulties.

As evident from the text of the Statement, the fraternal
parties agréed with the reasoning of our delegation. The
question might arise: Will not our international solidari.ty
be weakened by the fact that this proposition is not writ-
ten down in the Statement? No, it will not. At present
there are no statutes regulating relations among the
parties, but we do have a common Marxist-Leninist
ideology, and loyalty to it is the main condition of our
solidarity and unity. It is necessary to be guided con-
sistently by the teaching of Marx, Engels and Lenin, per-
sistently to put into practice the principles of Marxism-
Leninism, and then the internationalist solidarity of the
Communist movement will constantly increase. . . .

Today, when the socialist countries, guided by this
teaching, are achieving major successes in the economic
competition with the capitalist states, the broad masses of
the people see that socialism, communism, is the greatest
force of our time and that the future belongs to Com-
munism.

Of course in the process of building socialism and com-
munism new forms and methods emerge which yield good
results in the achicvement of great socialist aims. Since
different conditions exist in the different socialist coun-
tries, it is natural that each Communist Party applies
" Marxist-Leninist theory in accordance with the conditions
in its country. Therefore we must treat with understand-
ing this kind of aspiration of the fraternal parties, who
know best the conditions and features of their coun-
tries. . . .

But of course one must not inflate the importance of
these features, exaggerate them and fail to see the main
general path of socialist construction charted by the
teaching of Marx and Lenin. We have always firmly de-
fended and will continue to defend the purity of the great
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teaching of Marxism-Leninism and the basic principles
for putting it into practice.

The representatives of the Communist and Workers’
Parties exchanged views on questions of the present-day
international situation and discussed pressing problems of
the Communist and workers’ movement, or, as the com-
rades put it figuratively at the conference, “we set our
watches.” Indced, the socialist countries and the Com-
munist Parties need to sct their watches. When someone’s
watch runs fast or slow, it is adjusted so that it runs prop-
erly. So in the Communist movement, too, it is neces-
sary to sct our watches so that our mighty army will keep
in step and march with confident stride toward com-
munism. If I might put it figuratively, Marxism-Leninism
and the jointly drafted documents of international Com-
munist conferences are our tower clock.

Now that all the Communist and Workers’ Parties have
unanimously worked out decisions, each party will
sacredly and strictly abide by these decisions in all its
activity. . . .

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is firmly
resolved to strengthen unity and friendship with all the
fraternal parties of the socialist countries, with the Marx-
ist-Leninist partics of the whole world. In this connection
I would like to speak of our invariable striving to
strengthen ties of fraternal friendship with the Chinese
Communist Party and with the great Chinese people. In
its relations with the Chinese Communist Party our party
is always guided by the premise that the friendship of the
two great peoples and the solidarity of our two parties—
the largest in the international Communist movement—
are of exceptional importance in the struggle for the
triumph of our common cause. Our party has always
exerted and will continue to exert every effort to
strengthen this great friendship. We have one common
goal with People’s China and the Chinese Communists, as
with the Communists of all countries—to safeguard peace
and build communism: common interests—the happiness
and well-being of people of labor; and a firm common
basis of principle—Marxism-Leninism.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the So-
viet people will do everything to make the unity of our
parties and our peoples increasingly strong, so as not
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only to disappoint our encmics but to shake them cven
more by our unity and to achieve our great goal—the tri-
umph of communism. . . .

CHINESE COMMUNIST
PARTY RESOLUTION
ON THE MOSCOW MEETING

January, 1961*

Following is the resolution adopted by the 9th plenary
session of the 8th Central Committee of the Communist
Party of China on the meeting of representatives of Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties on January 18, 1961:

. . . The achievements of this meeting have greatly
inspired the people of the world, who are striving for
world peace, national liberation, democracy and social-
ism, have dealt heavy blows at the imperialists headed by
the United States of America, the reactionaries_of all
countries and the Yugoslav revisionist clique, and have
strengthened the solidarity of the socialist camp and the
international communist movement on the new basis.
. . . The Communist Party of China, always unswerv-
ingly upholding Marxism-Leninism and the principle of
proletarian internationalism, will defend the statement
of this meeting, just as it has defended the Moscow Dec-
laration of 1957, and will resolutely strive for the realiza-
tion of the common tasks set forth by this docu-
ment. . . .

With the peoples of the world persevering in a reso-
lute struggle against the forces of reaction and aggression
headed by the United States, the peace, national-libera-
tion, democratic and socialist movements are sure to win

* Current Background, No. 644, Hong Kong.



THE UNITY OF OPPOSITES 157

cver greater victories. Revolution is the affair of the peo-
ples themselves in the various countrics. The com-
munists have always been against the export of revolu-
tion. They also resolutely oppose imperialist export of
counter-revolution, against imperialist interference in the
internal affairs of the people of various countries who
have risen in revolution. The Communist Party of China
and the Chinese pcople will, as in the past, make unremit-
ting efforts in close unity with the fraternal parties and
the revolutionary peoples of various countries to further
the cause of the peoples of the world against imperialism
and for world peace, national-liberation, democracy and
socialism. They deem it their internationalist obligation
to support the struggles of oppressed nations and op-
pressed peoples against imperialism.

The defense of world peace, the realization of peaceful
coexistence and peaceful competition among countries
of different social systems and the prevention of the new
world war which is now being planned by the imperialists
constitute the most pressing tasks for the peoples of the
world. The imperialists headed by the United States are
stubbornly persisting in a “cold war” policy leading to
the catastrophe of nuclear war, intensifying the arming
of the militarist forces of West Germany and Japan and
fanatically engaging in armaments expansion and war
preparations. Facts have proved that the aggressive na-
ture of imperialism has not changed. As long as imperial-
ism exists there will be soil for wars of aggression. The
danger is not yet over that imperialism will launch a new
and unprecedentedly destructive world war. It is more
imperative than ever that the peoples should be especially
vigilant. However, owing to the fundamental change in
the international balance of class forces, a new world
war can be prevented by the joint efforts of the powerful
forces of our era—the socialist camp, the international
working class, the national-liberation movement and all
peace-loving countries and peoples. Peace can be effec-
tively safeguarded provided there is reliance on the strug-
gle of the masses of the people and provided a broad
united front is established and expanded against the poli-
cies of aggression and war of the imperialists headed by
the United States. Marxist-Leninists have never held that
thc way to socialist revolution necessarily lies through
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wars between states. The socialist countrics have always
persisted in the policy of peace.ful' co-existence and peacc-
ful competition with the capitalist countrics, advocated
the settlement of international disputes through necgotia-
tion, advocated disarmament, the banning of quclear
weapons, the disbandment of military blocs, the disman-
tling of military bases in foreign territory, and the preven-
tion of the revival of the militarist forces in West Ger-
many and Japan. The peace proposals put fqrward_ by
the socialist countries, and first of all by the Soviet Union,
have won warm endorsement and support from people
the world over. The Communist Party and the people of
China have always regarded the safeguarding of world
peace, the realization of peaceful co-existence and the
prevention of another world war as their most urgent
tasks in the international struggle. . . .

The solidarity of the socialist camp and of the interna-
tional communist movement is the most important guar-
antee for victory in the struggle of all peoples for world
peace, national liberation, democracy and socialism. This
great solidarity is forged by common ideals and the com-
mon cause and has been developed and consolidated in
the common struggle against the common enemy. It is
based on Marxism-Leninism and the principle of prole-
tarian internationalism. The Communist Party of China,
in accordance with the principle of proletarian interna-
tionalism, has consistently striven to safeguard-this great
solidarity.

The Socialist countries carry on political, economic and
cultural cooperation in accordance with the principles of
complete equality, mutual respect for independence and
sovereignty, mutual non-interference in internal affairs,
mutual benefit and comradely mutual assistance. The
Communist Parties of all countries are independent and
equal and at the same time, in the spirit of proletarian
internationalism, they must adhere to the common stand
on the struggle against imperialism and for peace, na-
tional liberation, democracy and socialism as jointly
adopted at meetings of the fraternal parties and must
unite as one and support each other in their common
cause. The statement of this meeting pointed out that the
Communist and Workers’ Parties should hold meetings
whenever necessary to discuss urgent problems, acquaint
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themselves with each other’s views and positions, work
out common views through consultations and coordinate
joint actions in the struggle for common goals. This is
entircly necessary for the strengthening of solidarity and
for victory in the common cause.

The great Marxist-Leninist teachings are the unshak-
able ideological foundation of the solidarity of the so-
cialist camp and the unily of the international communist
movement. In order to safeguard the purity of Marxism-
Leninism and its creative application and development, it
is necessary firmly to combat revisionism which mirrors
bourgeois ideology and departs from and betrays Marx-
ism-Leninism, and especially to combat Yugoslav revi-
sionism. Modern revisionism is still the main danger for
the international communist movement. At the same
time, the tendencies of dogmatism and sectarianism,
which are divorced from reality and from the masses,
must also be opposed. The plenary session of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of China held that
it is of particular importance at present to continue to
carry out the principle of integrating the universal truth
of Marxism-Leninism with the specific practice of China’s
revolution and construction, and to raise the level of
Marxism-Leninism of the cadres of the Party and the
state.

The unity between China and the Soviet Union and
between the Chinese and the Soviet Parties is of particu-
larly great significance. In the international communist
movement, the great Communist Party of the Soviet
Union is the vanguard with the longest history and richest
experience. The great Soviet Union is the most advanced
and most powerful country in the socialist camp. The
Communist Party of China has consistently striven to
maintain and strengthen the unity between the Chinese
and the Soviet Parties and between the two countries,
holding that this is in the fundamental interests of the
peoples of China and the Soviet Union and also of the
peoples of the whole world. The imperialists' will never
succeed in their hopeless scheme to split the unity be-
tween the Chinese and the Soviet Parties and between
the two countries.



A STEP BACKWARD
Veljko Vlshovic*

The statement published at the beginning of December
last year, after the Conference of Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties in Moscow, is a document to which its authors
attribute great importance and whose publication is de-
scribed as “a historic event of world-wide significance.”
At the plenary sessions of the central committees of in-
dividual communist parties which were held at the end of
last year and at the beginning of this year it was pointed
out that the statement represented one of the most im-
portant Marxist-Leninist documents and that it served as
“a guide to action” in the future activity of communist
parties, both within various countries and on a large front
of the struggle for socialism.

It is necessary to point out that the LCY does not at-
tach the same significance to this document, just as it did
not attach such significance to the previous statements
and declarations of a similar type. . . .

The question arises whether it is at all necessary to
refer to that part of the statement which relates to socialist
Yugoslavia in view of the fact that we have heard about
similar attacks on so many occasions already, or read
about them in the speeches and articles of individual lead-
ers of East European countries, especially in the speeches
and articles of the most authoritative officials of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China and Albania.

Obviously, their purpose is to inflict damage on socialist
Yugoslavia, to render the development of socialism more
difficult for her, to offer support to reactionary forces in
the struggle against socialism in Yugoslavia, to make the
international position of Yugoslavia more difficult in
order to exert pressure on Yugoslav communists in order
that they give up their specific road to the construction of

* Belgrade, 1961.
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socialism, namely their concept that contemporary so-
cialism should seck more advanced forms of development
than those which have already been achieved. And this
means that the statement, by its attack on Yugoslavia,
harms socialism in general, giving direct support to anti-
socialist forces in our country and the world at large. By
those attacks against socialist Yugoslavia the principles

of internationalism and socialist solidarity are grossly
violated. . . .

ON THE INTERPRETERS AND
INTERPRETATIONS OF MARXISM

The entire practice of the development of socialism fol-
lowing the Second World War raises the question of dis-
covering such forms of cooperation in the labour move-
ment which would render impossible the application of
non-socialist methods and the non-socialist practices in
those relations.

In the decision on the dissolution of the Communist

International, as early as May 1943, it was stated
that . . .

“long before the war it became increasingly clear that if
the internal and international situation of individual coun-
tries became more complicated, the settlement of thF tasks
facing the workers’ movement of cach country with the
forces of any international centre would be confronted
with insurmountable obstacles.”

A whole series of examples from the past seventcen
years can be taken as a confirmation of this statement. In
the meantime the bureaucratic-dogmatic forces in the
labour movement made great efforts to establish §uch a
centre which would give appraisals and interpretatlons.of
what is correct and what is incorrect, what is Marxian
and what is not Marxian. Such a situation has sharpened
the entire problem of the relations in the labour move-
ment to an cven greater extent, particularly the relations
between communist parties which are in power, and
created a suitable ground for various negative practices
and tendencies, especially the emergence of monopoly in
the labour movement.

The text of the statement issued by the Conference of
the communist and workers’ parties in Moscow shows
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that this problem was constantly present at the consulta-
tion. But, the fact is that it was not solved and morcover,
the attitude taken towards socialist Yugoslavia as well as
some other viewpoints indicate that the problem has been
sharpened to an even greater extent.

It is obvious that the practice and the future develop-
ment will mean a disappointment to all those who think
that such consultations can become a kind of guiding
centre in the international labour movement and that
they mean the “enrichment of the Marxist-Leninist the-
ory,” as affirmed in the Declaration. The daily practice
and life itself will reveal how unreal are the plans that
such consultations can “reveal the specific character of the
contemporary stage in the development of the society and
outline the basic features of the strategy and tactics of
communist and workers’ parties which correspond to the
new conditions,” as stated by Suslov in his report sub-
mitted at the plenary meeting of the Central Committec
of the Communist Party of the Sovict Union. The idea
that these consultations may assume the role of an inter-
national forum whose decisions are binding for all, that
is to play the role of a guiding centre which would replace
the previous role of the Executive Committee of the Com-
munist International, is primarily a reflection of an un-
scientific and subjective approach to the problems of the
contemporary social trends in the world, the insufficient
viewing of the substance of the problem of the contem-
porary struggle for socialism and the unscttled problem
of what should be the nature of the relations between
communist parties, primarily of those communist parties
which are in power and whose responsibility as to the fu-
ture success of the struggle for socialism is by far the
greatest. . .

The Moscow Conference took the line of discovering
compromises between different standpoints and tend-
encies, . . . so that in this statement the standpoints and
attitudes which reflected objective contemporary social
trends in the world were confronted with bureaucratic-
dogmatic concepts, whose most obvious example repre-
sents the attitude towards socialist Yugoslavia.

Consequently, there was a possibility of giving most
varied interpretations of individual standpoints in the
statement, and everything was made in the name of
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Marxism-Leninism. The two months since the announce-
ment of this Declaration provide sufficient proof that
various parties indicate those viewpoints from this docu-
ment which are the closest to their own standpoints, while
the compromise nature of the statement gives wide pos-
sibilities for such interpretations. In that connection there
is a very characteristic fact that each communist party
would like to prove the correctness of its policy, the
continuity of that policy, by underlining that there is no
need for any change whatsoever, insisting on the fact
that the Conference as such reaffirmed the correctness of
its line and practice. Actually, everybody does what he
did prior to the publication of this Declaration. Those
parties whose policy produce the worst results and
which should more thoroughly analyse the causes of
the failure in their former activity went to the extreme in
this connection.

In the Chinese interpretation of this Declaration the
emphasis was placed on the fact that the Communist
Party of China had long ago formulated a series of at-
titudes which are interpreted as new. According to the
interpretation published in the Chinese press, it comes out
that the 20th Congress of the CPSU did not play a posi-
tive role in the consideration of the new political line
of the international communist movement, but that this
line was outlined as early as ten years ago by Mao Tse-
tung. As regards the leaders of the Chinese Communist
Party, it is very characteristic that they would like to
underline their priority, some sort of their monopoly as
to the interpretations of contemporary phenomena and
developments. In that connection, for instance, it is char-
acteristic that “Jen Min Jih Pao” wrote at the end of the
Moscow Conference on November 21, about Mao Tse-
tung as the only infallible adherent of Leninism in the
field of the development of scientific socialism. A series
of articles published in China, especially last year, testified
to the pretensions of some Chinese leaders to a monopolis-
tic position as regards the interpretation and further
development of Marxism. That is why it is not just in-
cidental that those leaders have been striving for priority
as regards the interpretation of revisionism, the so-called
Yugoslav revisionism in particular. They realize that the
entire deveclopment of the labour movement is aimed
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against the monopolistic position of one personality, or of
one party, that is, to put it more accurately, of one coun-
try. Bringing the so-called struggle against revisionism to
an absurd position, they in fact would like to eliminate
every opposition to their standpoints and to impose them-
selves as arbiters of the international communist move-
ment. Obviously, the ultimate product does not only
amount to “ideological” monopoly but assumes concrete
political forms, being manifested as a tendency to sub-
ordinate the principle of the equality of nations to that
of “the guiding role.”

The future development of events will no doubt again
show that arbiters cannot be imposed upon the labour
movement as the only authorized interpreters of Marx-
ism, just as no forms of hegemony can be forced upon
it. In an equal cooperation between nations on their
road to socialism practice as such was and remains the
only real judge of the correctness or wrongness of in-
dividual attitudes and theories. .

THE TREATMENT OF THE REALITY OF
SOCIALIST YUGOSLAVIA

In the campaign against socialist Yugoslavia most
prominent are the leaders of the Communist Party of
China and of the Albanian Workers’ Party.

Incidentally I should mention that only one member
of the top leadership of the Communist Party of China
has visited Yugoslavia, and that at the head of a parlia-
mentary delegation, while not one leader of the Albanian
Workers’ Party has visited our country since 1948. . . .

It is necessary to point out that from time to time state-
ments are made in certain socialist countries of the desir-
ability of the further development of mutual relations.
Even the Soviet Minister of Foreign Affairs, Gromyko,
in his report on Soviet foreign policy to the Supreme
Soviet, said that “relations with Yugoslavia can be de-
scribed as good” and he added that one can observe
with satisfaction that the attitudes of the two countries
coincide on the basic international questions, Gromyko
also emphasized that the . . .

“Soviet Government hopes that cooperation between the
two countries on the question of the struggle for peace and
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for relaxation of international tension should continue to
develop successfully.”

Such statements are certainly positive and should con-
tribute to the creation of a better atmosphere, were they
not to conflict with other statements, in which it is as-
serted that our foreign policy “inflicts damage on the
unity of all peace-loving forces and states.” It is impos-
sible to reconcile the assertion that the attitudes of the
two countries coincide on the basic international questions
with an appeal for a struggle against our foreign policy.
It is impossible to express the hope for the further devel-
opment of cooperation between two countries in the strug-
gle for peace and the relaxation of international tension
and to attack the peaceful policy of our country.

We know that there are some interpretations which
would have it that this is a policy on two separate lines.
One, the so-called ideological line, and the other, the line
of inter-state rclations. It is obvious that these two lines
go in two opposite dircctions. In the relations between
socialist countries there cannot exist two lines. Our for-
eign policy is, for example, both as regards LCY policy
and Government policy orientated in the same direction,
in the direction of the struggle for peace and the devel-
opment of all-round relations with all states which wish
to cooperate with Yugoslavia on the basis of equality of
mutual respect and of non-interference in internal affairs.

Such attitudes towards socialist Yugoslavia create con-
fusion throughout the world, while among us the question
arises what sort of policy will be adopted towards our
country in the future? Public declarations tend towards a
negative policy, with extremely bad consequences, while
some official speeches hold out a different prospect. There
remains nothing for us to do but express the hope that
the interests of the struggle for peace and the strengthen-
ing of international cooperation will carry the greater
weight in international relations. . . .

ABOUT THE METHOD OF SO-CALLED
IDEOLOGICAL CRITICISMS

It is not at all a secret that the latest Moscow Con-
fercnce was convened in connection with the dispute
about certain stands of the Chinese Communist Party.
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However, not a single word is said about this in the Dec-
laration or in subsequent articles and reports at individual
plenums. Obviously on account of the fact that it is a
question of a great country. Since Yugoslavia is a small
country, other rules are applied for her. All means may be
used against a small country while unprincipled com-
promises are made with large countries. What about the
observance of the principle of equality in relations be-
tween large and small countries? Eventually, what about
the principles of Marxism and Leninism to which the
Declaration refers so lavishly? The socialist development
in individual countries cannot be gauged by the size of
the country or by the number of inhabitants. Small so-
cialist countries may also have a more progressive social
and economic development, in the socialist sense, than
greater or great countries, the same as they may be more
backward. Such an attitude towards socialist Yugoslavia
proves the political conservativism of the authors of the
Declaration in the outlook on and conception of con-
temporary events in the world, as well as unprincipled
opportunism. . . .

ABOUT YUGOSLAVIA’S POLICY OF
NON-ALIGNMENT

In the Declaration issued after the Conference of
representatives of communist and workers’ parties, we
find the culmination in the charges against Yugoslavia in
the assertion that . . .

“under the pretext of conducting a policy of non-align-
ment, they (that is, the Yugoslav revisionists) are develop-
ing an activity which is inflicting harm upon the unity of
all the peace-loving forces and states.”

Now one is simply forced to ask: For whom is this
slander written? Certainly not for our citizens. And it is
not written for the uncommitted countrics either because
during the long years of their cooperation with us they
became acquainted with the basis of our foreign policy,
with our firmness and principledness in connection with
all more important international problems. And certainly
it is not written for the fighters in Algeria who are ac-
quainted with our position in connection with the strug-
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gle for liberation, and it is not only since yesterday that
they arc acquainted with it. And it is not written for the
public in the socialist-bloc countries, because that public,
despite the campaign and misinformation, that public
nevertheless knows, at least roughly, the essence of our
policy. For whom is it written, then? Maybe for certain
Chincse and Albanian leaders. We leave it to the authors
of the Decclaration to give the reply. .

This attitude towards Yugoslavia unavoxdably leads one
to the conclusion that the authors of the Declaration in
dealing with the problem of war and peace are proceeding
from the viewpoint of inevitability of further deepening
of the division of the world between the blocs, further
grouping of forces around the blocs, and further sharpen-
ing of antagonism between the blocs. It is only on the
basis of such a logic that it is possible to make attacks on
a socialist country, since that country does not belong to
either bloc, and the interests of the struggle between the
blocs, as some consider, demand the acceptance of the
mechanism of the bloc. But this has nothing to do with
the proclamation of peace and peaceful coexistence. We
do not interpret peaceful coexistence as being a state of
existence without a war, under a continuous fear of a war,
but rather as an active struggle-on the part of all the
peace-loving forces for the creation of such relations in
which the imperialistic forces, the forces of war, would be
completely bridled. Such attacks on the peaceful policy
of our country certainly do not serve the interests of rally-
ing together of all the peace-loving forces, but can only
cause distrust and suspicion.

In the way in which the policy of co-existence is being
treated, one can find a number of other problems as well.
One of them is that one does not see in the document who
is the partner with whom it is necessary to establish co-
existence. Co-existence, as they assert, does not pose a
problem between the countries with socialist social sys-
tems. The problem of establishment of co-existence with
the uncommitted countries which are fighting against
imperialism and colonialism, also presents no difficulties.
So, there remain only the capitalist countries, primarily
those which are grouped around the Atlantic Pact, which
possess nuclear weapons. Meanwhile, those countries are
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not being mentioned as a factor with which it is necessary
to conduct negotiations and seek roads which will lead the
world from the present-day impasse.

True, in some of the speeches delivered after the Con-
ference in Moscow a greater attention has been paid to
the problem of co-existence and fuller interpretations have
been given. This is especially reflected into the speech
delivered by Khrushchev in the Kremlin on January 6. In
that speech the peace-loving policy of the Soviet Union
is very strongly stressed, as well as the need of a still more
active struggle for peace and for disarmament, for af-
firmation of the principle of peaceful co-existence. Such
an orientation promises that, in the further development
of the struggle of the labour movement for peace,
against imperialism and colonialism, there will be scen
more clearly also the essence of the policy of co-existence
in the contemporary conditions. Mcanwhile, that is still
only a prospect, because one should not forget that not
only in the heads of the bourgeois politicians, but also
in some of the leaderships of the communist partics, the
opinion prevails that co-existence and cold war are a part
of a more lasting situation, in the first place in the rela-
tions between the blocs, and also in the entirety of interna-
tional relations. This is illustrated also by the fact that
in the Moscow Declaration, and in its subsequent inter-
pretation, there is being stressed the need of affirmation
of the principles of co-existence, on the one hand, and
on the other hand there is being, in fact, carried out a
cold war against the socialist country of Yugoslavia. . . .



Part VIl

The 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U.
and the Albanian Issue

The Draft Program of the C.P.5.U., widely circulated in
the Summer of 1961, contained no indication that Khru-
shchev would use the platform of the Soviet Party Con-
gress to raise the Albanian issue.

Although Albania headed the alphabetical listing of
states described in the Soviet party draft as members of
good standing in the Socialist Camp, she, like Y ugoslavia,
was not invited to attend the Congress. If Hoxha can
be believed, the genesis of the dispute can be traced to
a fundamental Albanian disagreement with a whole range
of Soviet policies, closely identified with Khrushchev's
rise to power. Thus, Khrushchev's advocacy of peaceful
coexistence, of the parliamentary road to Socialism, of
restraint toward Revisionism, and of the anti-Stalin cult
found no favor with the Albanian leadership.

However, more than an argument about policies is
involved here. As Albania tells the story, Khrushchev
attempted unsuccessfully to use the Bucharest meeting of
June 1960 and the Moscow Conference of November
1960 to discipline Albania into ideological compliance.
The use now made of a national Party Congress to ac-
complish the same purpose not only alienated the in-
tended victim, but produced a champion for their cause
in the Chinese representative Chou-en-Lai.

Yugoslavia, it may be assumed with a certain satisfac-
tion, chronicled carefully the evidences of obvious strain
between the Chinese spokesman and Khrushchev. It was
duly noted in the Yugoslav press that Chou-en-Lai did
not applaud the Soviet leader’s intial speech to the con-

ference and that Chou laid a wreath on Stalin’s grave.
Whatever significance ought to be attached to such ges-
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tures, the Chinese Prime Minister's speech to the Con-
ference indicated, that in addition to old differences about
Communist international policy, Chinese-Soviet relations
would have to suffer new strains as the result of the mis-
management of intra-camp relations by Khrushchev.



TEXT OF CP.SU. DRAFT PROGRAM
1961*

. - . As aresult of the devoted labor of the Soviet peo-
ple and the theoretical and practical activities of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union, there exists in the world
a Socialist society that is a reality and a science of So-
cialist construction that has been tested in practice. The
high road to Socialism has been paved. Many peoples are
already marching along it, and it will be taken sooner or
later by all peoples.

. . . The peoples of Albania, Bulgaria, China, Czech-
oslovakia, the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, the
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, the Korean Peo-
ple’s Democratic Republic, Poland and Rumania, and
still earlier the people of the Mongolian People’s Republic,
adopted the path of Socialist construction and, together
with the Soviet Union, formed the Socialist camp. Yugo-
slavia likewise took the Socialist path. But the Yugoslav
leaders by their revisionist policy contraposed Yugoslavia
to the Socialist camp and the international Communist
movement, thus threatening the loss of the revolutionary
gains of the Yugoslav people. . . .

The world Socialist system is a new type of economic
and political relationship between countries. The Socialist
economic basis—social ownership of means of produc-
tion; the same type of political system—rule of the people

* This selection is excerpted from the text of the draft pro-
gram of the Soviet Communist Party, which was pre-
sented to its Twenty-second Congress in October, 1961.
New York Times, August 1, 1961. Reprinted by per-
mission.
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with the working class at their head; a common ideology
—DMarxism-Leninism; common interests in the defense of
their revolutionary gains and national independence from
encroachments by the imperialist camp; and a great
common goal—communism. This socio-economic and
political community of purpose is the objective ground-
work for lasting and friendly intergovernmental relations
within the Socialist camp. The distinctive features of the
relations existing between the countries of the Socialist
communijty are complete equality, respect for inde-
pendence and sovereignty and fraternal mutual assistance.
In the Socialist camp or, which is the same thing, in the
world community of Socialist countries, none have, nor
can have any special rights or privileges.

The experience of the world Socialist system has con-
firmed the need for the closest unity of countries that
fall away from capitalism, for their united effort in the
building of socialism and communism. The line of So-
cialist construction in isolation, dctached from the world
community of Socialist countries, is theoretically un-
tenable because it conflicts with the objective laws gov-
erning the development of Socialist society. It is harmful
economically because it causes waste of social labor, re-
tards the rates of growth of production and makes the
country dependent upon the capitalist world. It is reac-
tionary and politically dangerous because it does not unite,
but divides the peoples in face of the united front of
imperialist forces, because it nourishes bourgeois-na-
tionalist tendencies and may ultimately lead to the loss
of the Socialist gains. v

As they combine their effort in the building of a new
society, the socialist states give active support to and ex-
tend their political, economic and cultural cooperation
with countries that have cast off colonial rule. They main-
tain—and are prepared to maintain—broad mutually
advantageous trade relations and cultural contacts with
the capitalist countries.

The development of the world Socialist system and of
the world capitalist system is governed by diametrically
opposed laws. The world capitalist system emerged and
developed in fierce struggle between the countries com-
posing it, through the subjection and exploitation of the
weaker countries by the strong, through the enslavement
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of hundreds of millions of people and the reduction of en-
tire continents to the status of colonial appendages of the
imperialist metropolitan countries. The formation and
development of the world Socialist system, on the other
hand, proceceds on the basis of sovereignty and free will
and in conformity with the fundamental interests of the
working pcople of all the countries of that system.

Whereas the world capitalist system is governed by the
law of uneven economic and political development that
Ieads to conflicts between countries, the world Socialist
system is governed by opposite laws, which ensure the
rapid, steady and balanced growth of the economies of
all the countries belonging to that system. Growth of
production in a country belonging to the capitalist world
deepens the contradiction between countries and inten-
sifies competitive rivalries. The development of each So-
cialist country, on the other hand, promotes the general
progress and consolidation of the world Socialist system
as a whole. The economy of world capitalism develops at
a slow rate, and goes through crises and upheavals. Typi-
cal of the economy of world socialism, on the other hand,
are high and stable rates of growth and the common un-
intermittent economic progress of all Socialist countries.

All the Socialist countries make their contribution to
the building and development of the world Socialist sys-
tem and the consolidation of its might. The existence of
the Soviet Union greatly facilitates and accelerates the
building of socialism in the people’s democracies. The
Marxist-Leninist parties and the peoples of the Socialist
countries -proceed from the fact that the successes of the
world Socialist system as a whole depend on the contribu-
tion and effort made by each country, and therefore con-
sider the greatest possible development of the productive
forces of their country an internationalist duty.

The cooperation of the Socialist countries enables each
country to use its resources and develop its productive
forces to the full and in the most rational manner. A new
type of international division of labor is taking shape in
the process of the economic, scientific and technical co-
operation of the Socialist countries, the coordination of
their economic plans, the specialization and combination

of production.
The establishment of the Union of Soviet Socialist
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Republics and, later, of the world Socialist system is the
commencement of the historical process of an all-round
association of peoples. With the disappcarance of class
antagonisms in the fraternal family of socialist countries,
national antagonisms also disappear. The rapid cultural
progress of the peoples of the Socialist community is at-
tended by a progressive mutual enrichment of the national
cultures, and an active moulding of the internationalist
features typical of man in Socialist society.

The cxperiecnce of the peoples of the world Socialist
community has confirmed that their fraternal unity and
cooperation conform to the supreme national interests
of each country. The strengthening of the unity of the
world Socialist system on the basis of proletarian inter-
nationalism is an imperative condition for the further
progress of all its member countries.

The world Socialist system has to cope with certain
difficulties, deriving chiefly from the fact that most of the
countries in that system had a medium or even low level
of ecconomic development in the past, and also from the
fact that world reattion is doing its utmost to impede
the building of socialism.

The experience of the Soviet Union and the people’s
democracies has confirmed the accuracy of Lenin’s thesis
that the class struggle does not disappear in the period
of the building of socialism. The general development
of the class struggle within the Socialist countries in con-
ditions of successful Socialist construction lecads to con-
solidation of the position of the Socialist forces and weak-
ens the resistance of the remnants of the hostile classes.
But this development does not follow a straight line.
Changes in the domestic or external situation may cause
the class struggle to intensify in specific periods. This
“calls for constant vigilance in order to frustrate in good
time the designs of hostile forces within and without, who
persist in their attempts to undermine the people’s power
and sow strife in the fraternal community of Socialist
countries.

Nationalism is the chief political and ideological
weapon used by international reaction and the remnants
of the domestic reactionary forces against the unity of the
Socialist countries. Nationalist sentiments and national
narrow-mindedness do not disappear automatically with
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the establishment of the Socialist system. Nationalist prej-
udice and survivals of former national strife are a prov-
ince in which resistance to social progress may be most
protracted and stubborn, bitter and insidious.

The Communists consider it their prime duty to edu-
cate working people in a spirit of internationalism, Social-
ist patriotism and intolerance of all possible manifestations
of nationalism and chauvinism. Nationalism is harm-
ful to the common interests of the Socialist community
and, above all, the people of the country where it obtains,
since isolation from the Socialist camp holds up that
country’s development, deprives it of the advantages de-
riving from the world Socialist system and encourages the
imperialist powers to make the most of the nationalist
tendencies for their own ends. Nationalism can gain the
upper hand only where it is not consistently combated.

The Marxist-Leninist internationalist policy and deter-
mined efforts to wipe out the survivals of bourgeois na-
tionalism and chauvinism are an important condition for
the further consolidation of the Socialist community. Yet
while they oppose nationalism and national egoism, Com-
munists always show utmost consideration for the na-
tional feelings of the masses.

The world Socialist system is advancing steadfastly to-
ward decisive victory in its economic competition with
capitalism. It will shortly surpass the world capitalist sys-
tem in aggregate industrial and agricultural production.
Its influence on the course of social development in the
interests of peace, democracy and socialism is growing
morce and more.

The magnificent edifice of the new world being built
by the heroic labors of the free peoples on vast areas of
Europe and Asia is a prototype of mew society, of the
future of all mankind.

The world situation today is more favorable to the
working class movement. The achievements of the
U.S.S.R. and the world Socialist system as a whole, the
deepening crisis of world capitalism, the growing influence
of the Communist parties among the masses, and the
ideological breakdown of reformism have brought about
a substantial change in the conditions of class struggle
that is to the advantage of the working people. Even in
those countries where reformism still holds strong posi-
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tions, appreciable shifts to the Left are taking place in
the working-class movement.

In the new historical situation, the working class of
many countries can, even before capitalism is overthrown,
compel the bourgeoisie to carry out measures that tran-
scend ordinary reforms and are of vital importance to
the working class and the progress of its struggle for so-
cialism, as well as to the majority of the nation. By unit-
ing large sections of the working people, the working
class can make ruling circles cease preparations for a
new world war, renounce the idea of starting local wars,
and use the economy for peaceful purposes; it can beat
back the offensive of Fascist rcaction and bring about
the implementation of a national program for peace, in-
dependence, democratic rights and a certain improvement
of the living standard of the people. . . .

The struggle for democracy is a component of the
struggle for socialism. The broader the democratic move-
ment, the higher becomes the level of the political con-
sciousness of the masses and the more clearly they see
that only socialism clears for them the way to genuine
freedom and well-being. In the course of this struggle,
Right-Socialist, reformist illusions are dispelled and a po-
litical army of the Socialist revolution is brought into be-
ing.
Socialist revolutions, anti-impcrialist national-libera-
tion revolutions, people’s democratic revolutions, bread
peasant movements, popular struggles to overthrow Fas-
cist and other despotic regimes, and general democratic
movements against national oppression—all these merge
in a single revolutionary process undermining and de-
stroying capitalism.

The proletarian revolution in a country, being part of
the world Socialist revolution, is accomplished by the
working class of that country and the masses of its people.
The revolution is not made to order. It cannot be imposed
on the people from without. It results from the profound
internal and international contradictions of capitalism.
The victorious proletariat cannot impose any “felicity”
on another people without thereby undermining its own
victory.

Together with the other Marxist-Leninist parties, the
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Communist party of the Soviet Union regards it as its
internationalist duty to call on the peoples of all coun-
tries to rally, muster all their internal forces, take vigor-
ous aclion, and drawing on the might of the world So-
cialist system, forestall or firmly repel imperialist inter-
ference in the affairs of the people of any country risen
in revolt and thereby prevent imperialist export of coun-
ter-revolution.

It will be easier to prevent export of counter-revolu-
tion if the working people, defending the national sov-
ercignty of their country, work to bring about the aboli-
tion of foreign military bascs on their territory and to
make their country dissociate itself from aggressive mili-
tary blocs.

Communists have never held that the road to revolu-
tion lies necessarily through wars between countries. So-
cialist revolution is not necessarily connected with war.
Although both world wars, which were started by the
imperialists, culminated in Socialist revolutions, revolu-
tions are quite feasible without war. The great objectives
of the working class can be realized without world war.
Today the conditions for this are more favorable than
ever.

The working class and its vanguard—the Marxist-Len-
inist parties—prefer to achieve the transfer of power from
the bourgcoisie to the proletariat by peaceful means, with-
out civil war. Realization of this possibility would meet
the interests of the working class and the pcople as a
whole, it would accord with the national interests of the
country.

The working class, supported by the majority of the
people and firmly repelling opportunist elements incapable
of renouncing the policy of compromise with the capital-
ists and landlords, can defeat the reactionary, anti-popu-
lar forces, win a solid majority in parliament, transform
it from a tool serving the class interests of the bourgeoisie
into an instrument serving the working people, launch a
broad mass struggle outside Parliament, smash the resist-
ance of the reactionary forces and provide the necessary
conditions for a peaceful Socialist revolution. This can
be done only by extending and continuously developing
the class struggle of the workers and peasants and the
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middle strata of the urban population against big mo-
nopoly capital and reaction, for far-reaching social re-
forms, for peace and socialism.

Where the exploiting classes resort to violence against
the people, the possibility of a non-peaceful transition to
socialism should be borne in mind. Leninism maintains,
and historical experience confirms, that the ruling classes
do not yield power of their own free will. Hence, the
degree of bitterness of the class struggle and the forms it
takes will depend not so much on the proletariat as on
the strength of the reactionary groups’ resistance to the
will of the overwhelming majority of the people, and on
the use of force by these groups at a particular stage of
the struggle for socialism. In each particular country the
actual applicability of one method of transition to social-
ism or the other depends on concrete historical condi-
tions. . . .

While the principal law-governed processes of the So-
cialist revolution are common to all countries, the diver-
sity of the national peculiarities and traditions that have
arisen in the course of history creates specific conditions
for the revolutionary process and for the variety of forms
and rates of the proletariat’s advent to power. This pre-
determines the possibility and necessity, in a number of
countries, of transition stages in the struggle for the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, and a variety of forms of
political organization of the society building socialism.
But whatever the form in which the transition from capi-
talism to socialism is effected, that transition can come
about only through revolution. However varied the forms
of a new, pcople’s state power in the period of Socialist
construction their essence will be the same—dictatorship
of the proletariat, which represents genuine democracy,
democracy for the working people. . . .

The Communist movement grows and becomes steeled
as it fights against various opportunist trends. Revision-
ism, Right opportunism, which is a reflection of bourgeois
influence, is the chief danger within the Communist
movement today. The revisionists, who mask their re-
nunciation of Marxism with talk about the necessity of
taking account of the latest developments in socicty and
the class struggle, in effect play the role of peddlers of
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bourgeois-reformist ideology within the Communist
movement. They seek to rob Marxism-Leninism of its
revolutionary spirit, to undermine the faith which the
working class and all working people have in the Socialist
cause, to disarm and disorganize them in their struggle
against imperialism. The revisionists deny the historical
necessity of the Socialist revolution and of the dictatorship
of the proletariat, deny the leading role of the Marxist-
Leninist party, undermine the foundations of proletarian
internationalism, and drift to nationalism. The ideology
of revisionism is most fully embodied in the program of
the League of Communists of Yugoslavia.

Another danger is dogmatism and sectarianism, which
cannot be reconciled with a creative development of rev-
olutionary theory, which lead to the dissociation and iso-
lation of Communists from the masses of the working
people, doom them to passive expectation or incite them
to Leftist adventurist actions in the revolutionary strug-
gle, and hinder a correct appraisal of the changing situ-
ation and the use of new opportunities for the benefit of
the working class and all democratic forces. Dogmatism
and sectarianism, unless steadfastly combated, can also
become the chief danger at a particular stage of the de-
velopment of individual parties.

The Communist party of the Soviet Union holds that
an uncompromising struggle against revisionism, dogma-
tism and sectarianism, against all departures from Len-
inism, is a necessary condition for the further strengthen-
ing of the unity of the world Communist movement and
for the consolidation of the Socialist camp.

The Communist parties are independent and they
shape their policies with due regard to the specific condi-
tions prevailing in their own countries. They base rela-
tions between themselves on equality and the principles
of proletarian internationalism. They coordinate their ac-
tions, consciously and of their own free will, as com-
ponents of a single international army of labor. The Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union, like the other Commu-
nist parties, regards it as its internationalist duty to abide
by the appraisals and conclusions which the fraternal
parties have reached jointly concerning their common
tasks in the struggle against imperialism, for pcace, de-
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mocracy and socialism, and by the declaration and the
statement adopted by the Communist parties at their in-
ternational mectings.

Vigorous defense of the unity of the world Communist
movement in line with the principles of Marxism-Len-
inism and proletarian internationalism, and the preven-
tion of any action likely to disrupt that unity arc an cs-
sential condition for victory in the struggle for national
independence, democracy and peace, for the successful
accomplishment of the tasks of the socialist revolution,
for the construction of socialism and communism.

The C.P.S.U. will continue to strengthen the unity and
cohesion of the ranks of the great army of Communists
of all countries. . . .

For the first time in history, a situation has arisen in
which not only the big states, but also the small ones,
the countries which have chosen independent develop-
ment, and all the states which want peace, are in a posi-
tion, irrespective of their strength, to pursue an independ-
ent foreign policy.

The issue of war and peace is the principal issuc of
today. Imperialism is the only source of war danger. The
imperialist camp is making preparations for thc worst
crime against mankind—a world thermonuclear war that
can bring unprecedented destruction to entire countrics
and wipe out entire nations. The problem of war and
peace has become a life-and-death problem for hundreds
of millions of people.

The peoples must concentrate their efforts on curbing
the imperialists in good time and preventing them from
making use of lethal weapons. The important thing is to
ward off a thermonuclear war, not to let it break out.
This can be done by the present generation.

The consolidation of the Soviet state and the forma-
tion of the world Socialist system were historic steps to-
wards the rcalization of mankind’s age-old dream of
banishing wars from the life of society. In the Socialist
part of the world there are no classes or social groups in-
terested in starting a war. Socialism, outstripping capital-’
ism in a number of important branches of science and
technology, has supplied the peace-loving peoples with
powerful material means of curbing imperialist aggres-
sion.
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Capitalism established its rule with fire and sword, but
socialism docs not require war to spread its ideals. Its
weapon is its superiority over the old system in social
organization, political system, cconomy, the improve-
ment of the standard of living and spiritual culture.

The Socialist system is a natural center of attraction
for the peace-loving forces of the globe. The principles
of its foreign policy are gaining ever greater interna-
tional recognition and support. A vast pcace zone has
taken shapc on carth. In addition to the Socialist coun-
trics, it includes a large group of non-Socialist countries
that for various reasons are not interested in starting a
war. The emergence of those countries in the arena of
world politics has substantially altered the balance of
forces in favor of peace.

There is a growing number of countries that adhere
to a policy of neutrality and strive to safeguard them-
selves against the hazards of participation in military
blocs.

In the new historical epoch the masses have a far
greater opportunity of actively influencing the settlement
of international issues. The peoples are taking the solu-
tion of the problem of war and peace into their own
hands more and more vigorously. The anti-war move-
ment of the masses, which takes various forms, is a
major factor in the struggle for peace. The international
working class, the most uncompromising and most con-
sistent fighter against imperialist war, is the great organ-
izing force in this struggle of the people as a whole.

It is possible to avert a world war by the combined
cfforts of the mighty Socialist camp, the peace-loving non-
Socialist countries, the international working class and all
the forces championing peace. The growing superiority
of the Socialist forces over the forces of imperialism, of
the forces of peace over those of war, will make it ac-
tually possible to banish world war from the life of society
even before the complete victory of socialism on earth,
with capitalism surviving in a part of the world. The
victory of socialism throughout the world will do away
completely with the social and national causes of all
wars. To abolish war and establish everlasting peace on
earth is a historical mission of communism.

War cannot and must not serve as a means of settling
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international disputes. Peaceful coexistence or disastrous
war—such is the alternative offered by history. Should
the imperialist aggressors nevertheless venture to start
a new world war, the peoples will no longer tolerate a
system which drags them into devasting wars. They will
sweep imperialism away and bury it.

Peaceful coexistence implies renunciation of war as a
means of settling international disputes, and their solu-
tion by negotiation; equality, mutual understanding and
trust between countries; consideration of mutual inter-
ests; noninterference in internal affairs; recognition of the
right of every people to solve all the problems of their
country by themselves; strict respect for the sovereignty
and territorial integrity of all countries; promotion of eco-
nomic and cultural cooperation on the basis of com-
plete equality and mutual benefit.

Peaceful coexistence serves as a basis for the peaceful
competition between socialism and capitalism on an in-
ternational scale and constitutes a specific form of class
struggle between them. As they consistently pursue the
policy of peaceful cocxistence, the Socialist countrics arc
steadily strengthening the positions of the world Socialist
system in its competition with capitalism. Peaceful cocx-
istence affords more favorable opportunities for the strug-
gle of the working class in the capitalist countries and
facilitates the struggle of the peoples of the colonial and
dependent countries for their liberation.

The C.P.S.U. regards Communist construction in the
Soviet Union as a component of the building of Com-
munist society by the peoples of the entire world So-
cialist system.

The fact that Socialist revolutions took place at dif-
ferent times and that the economic and cultural levels of
the countries concerned are dissimilar, predetermines the
‘non-simultaneous completion of Socialist construction in
those countries and their non-simultancous entry into the
period of the full-scale construction of communism.
Nevertheless, the fact that the Socialist countries are de-
veloping as members of a single world Socialist system
and utilizing the objective laws and advantages of this
system enables them to reduce the time necessary for the
construction of socialism and offers them the prospect of
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cffecting the transition to communism more or less simul-
taneously, within one and the same historical epoch.

The first country to advance to communism facilitates
and accelerates the advance of the entire world Socialist
system to communism. In building communism, the peo-
ples of the Soviet Union are breaking new roads for man-
kind, testing their correctness by their own experience,
bringing out difficulties, finding ways and means of over-
coming them, and selecting the best forms and methods
of Communist construction.

Since the social forces—the working class, the co-
operative peasantry and the people’s intelligentsia—and
the social forms of economy (enterprises based on the two
forms of Socialist property) in the Soviet Union and in
the other Socialist countries are of one type, there will be
common basic objective laws for Communist construc-
tion in the U.S.S.R. and in those countries, with due al-
lowance made for the historical and national peculiarities
of each country.

The construction of communism in the U.S.S.R. pro-
motes the interests of every country of the Socialist com-
munity, for it increases the economic might and defense
potential of the world Socialist camp and provides pro-
gressively favorable opportunities for the U.S.S.R. to ex-
pand its economic and cultural cooperation with the
other Socialist countries and render them assistance and
support.



A YUGOSLAV ANALYSIS
OF THE DRAFT PROGRAM
OF THE CPSU.

September, 1961 *

ON THE SO-CALLED LINE OF SOCIALIST
CONSTRUCTION IN ISOLATION

The draft program’s charges against Yugoslavia focus
on the thesis that “the line of socialist construction in iso-
lation” is untenable. The other charges serve chicfly as
“deeper” arguments for the main charge. This charge
has two purposes: (1) to deny the independent force of
Socialist Yugoslavia and (2) to prove that Yugoslavia is
trying to isolate herself politically.

First of all, the Yugoslav Communists do not agree
that they have taken a line of socialist construction in
isolation. On the contrary, they believe Yugoslavia to be
objectively and independently—regardless of anybody’s
desire—a part of the socialist world, and that the Yugo-
slav Communists arc a part of those socialist forces whtch
consistently struggle for new relations between men and
peoples throughout the world. History and fact confirm
that it is precisely the Yugoslav Communists who have
very stubbornly and very consistently fought against the
all-too-frequent and very brutal attempts to isolate Yugo-
slavia in the recent past. For the rest, it is well known who
imposed the economic blockade on Yugoslavia and how
it was done, who broke economic treaties and other agree-
ments with Yugoslavia and how it was done, and who at-
tempted, and in what way, to isolate the Yugoslav Com-
munists as well as the Yugoslav peoples.

Let us turn, by the way, to the theoretical aspect of
this problem. . . .

The thesis that the line of socialist construction in iso-

* East Europe, November, 1961, Reprinted by permission.
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lation is theoretically untenable, cannot withstand the most
superficial scicntific criticism. The example of the Soviet
Union itsell demonstrates that. The construction of so-
cialism is possible even if a country is completely sur-
rounded by capitalism. The example of Yugoslavia refutes
this statcment only too ecloquently; it has succeeded in
building socialism, and in strengthening its socialist
achievements, despite attempts to isolate it and despite
the enormous difficultics imposed by other socialist coun-
trics which ought to have been assisting the development
of a socialist country.

. . . Since it is not explicitly stated that Yugoslavia
is not a socialist country, what then is the purpose of the
thesis that the so-called isolated construction of social-
ism “could ultimately result” in the loss of the socialist
accomplishments of the Yugoslav peoples? Obviously this
is a restatement of the old thesis, already advanced in the
Cominform resolution (of 1948) that the Yugoslav leaders
are taking Yugoslavia on the road to perversion of So-
cialism, that is a “policy of liquidation,” etc., ctc. Yugo-
slav practice gives us sufficiently authoritative answers to
this “thesis.” However, the question arises; if the thesis
that socialism depends upon belonging to the socialist
camp were correct, what would appear to be the future
development of socialism? According to this thesis, so-
cialism would expand only with the expansion of the so-
cialist camp; in this camp a “revolutionary center” would
exist and socialism would expand from it in concentrate
circles. This is the logic to which the authors of the draft
program consistently adhere. . .

ON RELATIONS AMONG SOCIALIST
COUNTRIES

The draft program maintains that the Communist Par-
ties are independent; that they construct their policy on
the basis of concrete conditions in their own countries;
that they build their mutual relations on the basis of equal-
ity and on the principle of proletarian internationalism;
that they voluntarily and consciously coordinate their ac-
tions. The Yugoslav Communists have struggled consist-
ently for many years to achieve such relations among
the Communist Parties. But these claims have a rhetorical
sound, because elsewhere the program insists on the unity
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of the socialist camp and accuses Yugoslavia of creating
disunity against the imperialists because of her independ-
ent road to socialism. Let us see, thercfore, what thesc
statements mean,

There is no disagreement as to the necessity for unity
among the anti-imperialist and socialist forces. There is
a difference over the question on what basis and by what
methods this unity should be achieved. . . . Everyone
will agree with the statement in the draft program: “The
victorious proletariat cannot impose benefits of any kind
without undermining its own victory.” Unfortunately,
this well-known concept sounds unconvincing in the draft
program because our critics consider the links of the so-
cialist camp as the only real unity, in word and in deed,
and Yugoslavia is asked to join the camp as a precondi-
tion for cooperation with the other socialist countries.

There is no question but that this reveals a policy that
ignores the independence of socialist countries; it reveals
a bureaucratic-dogmatic conception of the unity of the
socialist countries and movements. According to this con-
ception, unity is obviously impossible without a strong
camp, without the administrative binding of the socialist
countries and Parties in one center. . . . To be brief:
the Yugoslav Communists prefer a real unity of free and
equal socialist countries and movements, rather than ad-
ministrative unity. Moreover, this is the only way to over-
come the still-existing tendencies toward monopoly “and
hegemony.

The draft program, it is true, states: “Nobody in the
socialist camp or, which is the same thing, in the com-
munity of socialist countries, has or can have any special
right or privilege whatever.” This is a necessary principle.
Why, then, despite this principle, js the practice differ-
ent? . .,

The roots of this practice may be found on another
page. We need only examine the claims of the sixth chap-
ter of the second part of the draft program (Communist
Construction in the USSR and Cooperation of the Socialist
Countries). It says: “The first country to advance to
communism facilitates and accelerates the advance of the
entire world socialist system to communism. In build-
ing communism, the peoples of the Soviet Union are
breaking new roads for mankind, testing their correctness
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by their own cxperience, bringing out difficulties, finding
ways and means of overcoming them, and sclecting the
best forms and mcthods of Communist construction.”

There is no doubt that the country which first estab-
lishes socialist social relations has a special historical role.
However, it is strange to emphasize that a country, be-
cause it has been the first to take the way to socialism,
must for this reason alone develop the best forms and
methods for constructing communism.

. . . The Yugoslav Communists, proceeding from the
very clear teachings of Lenin, are of the opinion that
every country—the Soviet Union as well—goes its spe-
cific way to socialism; that there is thus a Soviet way,
i.e., the Soviet experience in constructing socialism, and
that there are also the practices of other workers’ move-
ments and countries, and hence that there are other use-
ful experiences, which, according to existing conditions,
can be used by various countries for socialist construction
according to the profit which each movement can derive
from them. . . .

04

EXCERPTS FROM CHOU-EN-LAI'S
SPEECH BEFORE THE 22ND
CONGRESS

October 19, 1961

China has consistently safeguarded its unity with the
Soviet Union and the other socialist countrics, and, to-
gether with them, has consistently waged an unremitting
struggle in defense of world peace and in the cause of
human progress. We actively support the struggles of
the oppressed nations and peoples for their liberation and
we firmly oppose the policies of aggression and war pur-
sued by the imperialist bloc headed by the United States.
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We have all along advocated and made tremendous cf-
forts to bring about peaceful coexistence among coun-
tries with different social systems on the basis of the five
principles. . .

The 1957 and 1960 Moscow conferences of representa-
tives of Communist and Workers Parties were meetings
of great historic significance in the international com-
munist movement. The 1957 declaration and the 1960
Statement are programs of common action for all the
Communist and Workers Parties. Both these documents
point out that the unity of the socialist camp, the unity
of the international communist movement, is the guaran-
tee of victory for the struggle of the people throughout
the world for world peace, national liberation, democracy,
and socialism. It is our internationalist obligation as com-
munists to safeguard this great unity.

The declaration and the statement point out that the
unity of the socialist camp, the unity of the international
communist movement, is the nucleus of all broader world
unity. This unity of ours is cemented by common ideals
and by a common cause; it has been strengthened and
developed in joint struggles against our common enemy
and it is based on Marxism-Leninism and proletarian in-
ternationalism.

This unity of ours has stood the test of time; no force
can destroy it. Our socialist camp, comprising 12 fra-
ternal countries, is a single entity, from the Korean Dem-
ocratic People’s Republic to the German Democratic
Republic, from the Democratic Republic of Vietnam to
the Albanian Pcople’s Republic. We socialist countries
and we communist parties of all countries support and
cooperate with each other in a brotherly way, on the
basis of independence and full equality. We must unite
very well and cherish our unity like the apple of our

‘eye and there should absolutely not be any words or
deeds that harm this unity.

We hold that if a dispute or difference unfortunately
arises between fraternal parties or fraternal countries, it
should be resolved patiently in the spirit of proletarian
internationalism and on the Principles of equality and
unanimity through consultations, Any public, pne-sided
censure of any fraternal party does not help unity and is
not helpful in resolving problems. To lay bare a dispute
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between fraternal partics or fraternal countries openly in
the face of the cnemy cannot be regarded as a serious
Marxist-Leninist attitude. Such an attitude will only grieve
those ncar and dear to us and gladden our enemies. The
CCP sincerely hopes that fraternal parties which have
disputes or differences will unite afresh on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism and on the basis of mutual respect, in-
dependence, and equality. This, in my opinion, is the
position which we communists ought to take on this ques-
tion.

The imperialist bloc headed by the United States is now
engaged in aggressive and expansionist activities under the
cover of anticommunism. U.S. imperialism and the Yugo-
slav revisionist clique are trying by every means to sow
dissension and to disrupt the unity of progressive forces
throughout the world. At such time, the unity and solidar-
ity of the entire socialist camp, the unity and solidarity
of the entire international communist movement, is of
the utmost importance. Unity is strength; unity will
triumph over all. In the face of the unity of the forces of
socialism throughout the world, the unity of the oppressed
nations and oppressed peoples throughout the world, the
unity of the peace-loving peoples-and countries through-
out the world, the imperialists and their followers will
suffer complete defeat in all their wild schemes.

Profound friendship has long existed between the peo-
ples of China and the Soviet Union. In both revolution
and construction, the Chinese people have enjoyed sup-
port and assistance from the people and the CPSU. For
this, we again express our heartfelt gratitude. In the
cause of building socialism and communism, of opposing
imperialist aggression, and of defending world peace, the
people of our two countries, together with the people of
other socialist countries, have always helped and cooper-
ated with one another, fighting a common struggle and
marching forward shoulder to shoulder. This great unity
and friendship of the people of our two countries will
flow on eternally like the Yangtze and the Volga. . . .



STATEMENT BY THE CENTRAL
COMMITTEE OF THE
ALBANIAN WORKERS” PARTY

October 20, 1961

Nikita Khrushchev attacked the Albanian Workers’
Party at the 22nd CPSU Congress, before the whole
world. The anti-Marxist lies and attacks of Nikita Khru-
shchev serve only the enemies of communism and the Al-
banian People’s Republic—the various imperialists and
the Yugoslav revisionists.

Nikita Khrushchev, disclosing to the enemies the mis-
understandings which have long existed between the lead-
ership of the CPSU and the Albanian Workers’ Party,
brutally violated the 1960 Moscow statement which
stresses that misunderstandings which arise between the
sisterly parties must be patiently settled in the spirit of
proletarian internationalism and on the basis of the princi-
ples of equality and consultations.

By attacking the Albanian Workers’ Party before the
whole world, Nikita Khrushchev effectively began an
open attack against the unity of the international com-
munist and workers movement, against the unity of the
socialist camp. Nikita Khrushchev is fully responsible
for this anti-Marxist act and for all consequences which
may follow.

Guided by the interests of the unity of the interna-
tional communist movement and the socialist camp, the
.Albanian Workers’ Party, since the start of our mis-
UnderStandings with the Soviet leadership, very patiently
tried to settle them in the correct Marxist-Leninist way—
the way stressed by the Moscow statement. Nikita Khru-
shchev, however, chose the anti-Marxist way of irritating
these differences—the way of attacks and lies, the way
pf pressure and threats, and the way of publicly denounc-
Ing our misunderstandings.
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The Albanian Workers’ Party sympathetically received
the statcment of Comrade Chou En-lai, head of the dcle-
gation of the Communist Party of China at the 22nd
CPSU Congress, which pointed out that unilateral criti-
cism and public denouncement of misunderstandings ex-
isting between the sisterly parties before our enemies
cannot be considered a serious and Marxist-Leninist at-
titude.

From the rostrum of the 22nd CPSU Congress, how-
ever, even after this principled statement by the repre-
sentative of the Communist Party of China, the most
cager attacks and slanders against the Albanian Workers’
Party and the Albanian People’s Republic are being meted
out by certain members of the Soviet leadership and by
certain leaders of the communist and workers parties of
other countries. Thus, they too are assuming a weighty
historic responsibility as the dividers of the unity of the
international communist and workers movement.

In these conditions—before the organized anti-Marxist
attack by Nikita Khrushchev and those who support it,
before the slanders and inventions which aim at discredit-
ing our party, and before the serious danger to the future
destiny of the unity of the intermational communist and
workers’ movement and the socialist camp—the Albanian
Workers’ Party cannot remain silent. The Albanian
Workers’ Party will, by means of facts and documents,
make known to the whole international communist and
workers movement and all international public opinion
the whole truth of relations between the Albanian Work-
ers' Party and the leadership of the CPSU, and on which
side the truth lies, and will unmask the anti-Marxist and
anti-Albanian activities of Nikita Khrushchev and his
group.

The unity of the socialist camp and the international
communist and workers’ movement is being seriously
endangered by the anti-Marxist activities of Nikita Khru-
shchev and his followers.

In this situation, for the protection of the lofty inter-
ests of the people and the fatherland and their socialist
victories, and the protection of the purity of Marxism-
Leninism and the unity of the ranks of the communist
movement and the socialist camp, the Albanian Workers’
Party, with a clean conscience, has taken and will take all



192 COMMUNIST POLITICAL THEORY

responsibility for_any action which it may take before the
Albanian people and before the international communist
and workers’ movement.

The struggle which is being imposed upon our party
and people will be a long and a difficult struggle. But dif-
ficulties have never frightened our party and people. Our
party and people, trained in the struggle against the
slanders, attacks, and numerous and continual plots of
the various imperialists and Yugoslav revisionists, will
also not bend and fall on their knees before the slan-
derous attacks, blackmail, and pressure of Nikita Khru-
shchev or of his followers.

The party and the people, with their customary stecl-
like unity, will determinedly march forward and will
triumph on their just road—the road of the triumph of
Marxism-Leninism and the cause of socialism and com-
munism. We will win because we are not alone. With us,
and with the great cause of Marxism-Leninism, are the
communists and the peoples of the Soviet Union, who are
linked with us by an invincible friendship and love, which
will always live in our hearts regardless of storm and
tempest; the communists and the people of China; all the
communists of the world; and the peoples of the other
socialist countries. The victorious banner of the party—
the invincible banner of Marxism-Leninism—will always
wave victorious in new socialist Albania.

LY



26

EXCERPTS FROM KHRUSHCHEV'S
SPEECH ABOUT
ALBANIAN-SOVIET RELATIONS

Delivered to the 22nd Congress
October 27, 1961

The speeches of the delegates and representatives of
the fraternal parties show convincingly that the Central
Committee of our party acted correctly when it reported
to the congress, openly and from a principled standpoint,
on the abnormal situation of Soviet-Albanian relations.

. . The Central Committee of our party, showed
(greatest patience) and did its utmost to establish good
relations between our parties.

The leaders of the Albanian Workers' Party do not
hesitate to use any means to conceal from their people
the truth as to what our party and people are doing. Al-
bania is the only socialist country which did not publish
the full text of the Draft Program of the CPSU.

If they had published it in full, the Albanian working
people would have seen where the truth lies and where
the lies arc. They would have seen that the entire activity
of our party and all its plans answer the vital interests of
the people, including the interests of the friendly Al-
banian people.

Our great party has more than once been a target for
bitter and foul attacks by the open and hidden enemies of
communism. But we do not recall anyone at any time pass-
ing at such breakneck speed from expressions and vows
of everlasting friendship to unbridled anti-Soviet calumny,
the way the Albanian leaders have done.

It seems that they want in this manner to prepare the
ground for winning the right to receive alms from the
imperialists. The imperialists are always ready to pay ?O
pieces of silver to all those who split the communist
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ranks. But the pieces of silver have never brought any-
one anything but dishonor and ignominy.

We share the anxiety expressed by our Chinese friends
and appreciate their concern for strengthening unity. If
the Chinese comrades wish to make their efforts toward
normalizing the relations between the Albanian Workers’
Party and the fraternal parties, there is hardly anyone
else who can contribute to the settlement of this task more
than the Communist Party of China. This would be, in-
deed, in the interests of the Albanian Workers’ Party,
and would answer the interests of the entire socialist
family.

It is no longer a secret to anyone that the Albanian
leaders maintain their power by resorting to force and
arbitrariness. Today honest people in Albania are being
subjected to repression only because they have the cour-
age to speak in defense of Soviet-Albanian friendship.
Today, advocates for friendship with the USSR and the
CPSU are considered enemies by the Albanian leaders.

This is why the Albanian leaders are against the Lenin-
ist course of the 20th party congress. To end the cult of
the individual would mean for Shehu, Hoxha, and others
to renounce, in effect, the key posts in the party and gov-
ernment. It is understood that they will never do it of
their own free will.

We are confident, however, that the time will come
when the Albanian communists and the Albanian people
will have their say, and then the Albanian leaders will be
called to account for the damage they have caused to their
country, their people, and the cause of building socialism
in Albania.



MESSAGE OF THE CENTRAL
COMMITTEE OF THE CHINESE
COMMUNIST PARTY TO THE
ALBANIAN \WORKERS" PARTY

November 7, 1961

On the occasion of the 20th anniversary of the found-
ing of the Albanian Workers’ Party, in the name of all
its members and all the Chinese people, the CCP Central
Committee sends your party and all your people warmest
brotherly greetings.

The founding of the Albanian Workers’ Party marked
a decisive turn in the history of the Albanian people.
From the time of its creation, the Albanian Workers’
Party had led the heroic Albanian people in the war of
national liberation and has heroically fought the fascist
occupiers and the country’s traitors. After the liberation,
the Albanian Workers’ Party lead the Albanian people
on the road to successful implementation of the socialist
revolution and the building of socialism, and it has, with-
in an historically short period, greatly changed the face
of the country and transformed Albania from a back-
ward agrarian and economically poor country to an agri-
cultural and industrial nation. The economic bases of
socialism have been established in towns as well as in
villages, and now the Albanian pcople are confidently
striving to realize the decisions of the fourth congress of
the Albanian Workers’ Party and also to fulfill the third
five-year plan.

The Albanian people—guided by the Albanian Work-
ers’ Party—stand in the fore of the struggle of the so-
cialist camp against the enemies. With a militant spirit,
and holding the pick in one hand and the rifle in the
other, they have made an active contribution to preserv-
ing the cause of socialism and world peace against the im-
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perialist policy of aggression and war. The resolute, prin-
cipled, and constant fight of the Albanian Workers’ Party
against contemporary Yugoslav revisionism has played
an important role in keeping the purity of Marxism-
Leninism intact.

The 20-year history of the Albanian Workers’ Party
and its activity, struggle, and great successes fully prove
that the Albanian Workers’ Party is a militant Marxist-
Leninist party forged in the (fire?) of revolutionary bat-
tles. The Albanian Workers® Party has its roots deep in
the people’s masses, with whom it is as close as the jaw
to the bone.

We are confident that in the future as well, the Al-
banian people, under the correct guidance of the Centra]
Committee of the Albanian Workers’ Party hecaded by
Comrade Enver Hoxha, their tested leader, will certain]y
score even greater successes in the building of socialism
and will make a new contribution in the struggle to sup-
port the deveclopment of the cause of world peace, democ-
racy, national liberation, and socialism.

The Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese people
always follow attentively the struggle of the sisterly Al-
banian Workers’ Party and the brotherly Albanian people,
as well as their achievements. The communists and the
people of China cordially admire the Albanian Workers’
Party and the Albanian people for their revolutionary
heroism. The Chinese and Albanian parties and ¢he two
peoples are linked by a deep and militant friendship in
the common struggle against imperialism, for preserving
world peace and building socialism. We are fully confident
that the existing friendship and great unity.between our
two peoples, based on the principles of Marxism-Leninism ;
and internatlonal proletarianism, will be strengthened .
and further developed.

Long live the glorious Albanian Workers’ Party. Long
live the indestructible unity between the Chinese and
Albanian people. Long live the great unity of the socialist
camp. Long live the great unity of the international com-
munist movement. Long live victorious Marxism-Lenin-

1sm.



EXCERPTS FROM TITO'S SPEECH
ASSESSING THE 29ND
CONGRESS AND THE
ALBANIAN [SSUE

November 13, 1961

. . . permit me, comrades, to refer briefly to the 22nd
CPSU Congress which concluded recently.

We followed attentively the work of this congress and
we recad what had to do with us. We saw where we were
attacked, but we accepted this calmly. We do not agree
with this. But we do not dramatize these attacks because
they attack us often, and I do not know when they will
ccasc to do so. It would have been much more prudent if
there had been less of it.

But we also saw in the work of the congress a positive
course, which has already begun to reflect itself effectively
on the further development not only in the USSR but in
other socialist countries. I think, therefore, that this
congress has and will have a great importance for a fur-
ther movement in a truly democratic and progressive di-
rection, not only in the USSR but in the world in gen-
eral. . ..

Unfortunately, there were people at this congress who
stood firmly by the old Stalinist policies, such as the
Chinese delegation and the delegations of some other
Asian parties. I do not want to dwell on whether there is
anything between the USSR and China and what it is, but
it is clear to me that I could never agree, that none of us
could agree with the view that the Chinese attitude is
positive. That is to say, that it is necessary for the
Stalinist line to be reintroduced not only in the USSR
but in other countries marching along the road of so-
cialist development. This line would cause much damage
not only in the USSR and other socialist countries, but
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much more than that, in the general rapid development
of socialism throughout the world and the development
of socialist theory. Accordingly, we could not agree with
such a policy and such a line.

The other thing we noted was that it was the Chinese
party which assumed an incredibly slanderous and sharp
line against our party and against our country at this
congress. Not only this. As far as the Albanian party is
concerned—whose leaders have consistently attacked the
USSR in a provocative manner since the conflict arose
between them and are still doing so—we see that the Al-
banian party and Enver Hoxha represent the Chinesc
party in this part of Europe and trumpet untruths about
us.

The Sino-Albanian speech which some Enver Hoxha
or what is his name read on the occasion of the 20th
anniversary of the Albanian party was riddled with libels
against our country and loaded with assorted fabrications
about alleged dangers which threatened them from us.
In one word, the content was such that you have to
ponder over it and wonder whether there is anything
behind it and what is being prepared. Some provocation
against our country?

We know that something similar was being donc in
Stalin’s time when provocations were prepared against
us. I say, therefore, that the Albanian leaders represent
a great danger to peace in this part of the world; that
the Chinese leaders are doing mankind a disservice if in
this part of Europe, through the medium of unscrupulous
leaders like Enver Hoxha, Shehu, and others, they want
to cause trouble and foment a new hotbed of war, to
quarrel over our backs with the leaders of the USSR, to
fight against the progressive course which is being fol-
lowed there. We consider that part of what they say refers
to us, but that a part js addressed to the comrades in
Moscow, to Khrushchey and others. Nevertheless, we
must be vigilant; we must not allow any country, not
even poor misled Alpypi, to trouble peace here in the
Balkans and cause copfjjcrs to break out.
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