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THE WEEK

Among the major events of the week:

® A boundary treaty between China and Afghanistan was signed
in Peking on November 22. Ten thousand people in the capital held a
mass rally to celebrate the event.

® The Chinese Government issued a statement on November 21
expressing all-out support for Cambodia’s struggle to safeguard national
independence and sovereignty and firmly opposing intervention and
aggression by the United States and its vassals against Cambodia.

Renmin Ribao in its November 22 editorial pledged the Chinese
people’s full support for Cambodia.

® Peking celebrated the tenth anniversary of the signing of the
Sino-Korean Agreement on Economic and Cultural Co-operation and
the 14th anniversary of the establishment of diplomatic relations be-
tween China and Albania.

® The first Games of the New Emerging Forces (GANEFO) ended
successfully in Djakarta on November 22. The GANEFO congress
decided to hold the second games in Cairo in 1967.

® China’s confidence in a fair and reasonable settlement of -the
Sino-Indian border question through peaceful negotiations was reiterat-
ed in a Renmin Ribao editorial marking the first anniversary of the
Chinese Government’s statement of November 21, 1962, proclaiming that
the Chinese frontier guards had decided to effect an immediate unilateral
ceasefire and to withdraw to 20 kilometres on the Chinese side of the
November 7, 1959 line of actual control.

® The Committee of the Department of Philosophy and Social
Science of the Chinese Academy of Sciences held an enlarged meet-
ing to discuss the struggle against modern revisionism in the sphere of
philosophy and social science, the study of the experience of contempo-
rary revolutionary struggles and other fundamental questions. Chairman
Liu Shao-chi made an important speech at the conference.

® The Chinese press reported:

— a speech made by Chairman of the Indonesian Communist Party
D.N. Aidit in Djakarta on November 12, calling on the Communists and
people of Indonesia to carry on the fight against revisionism which, he
said, is a poison weakening the anti-imperialist struggle.

—an article appearing in the Albanian paper Zeri i Popullit on
November 9 entitled “Renegade Tito’s New Acts of Betrayal.”

— an article by Minister of Industry Ernesto Che Guevara of Cuba
entitled “Guerrilla Warfare: a Means,” which was published in the
September issue of Cuba Socialista.

ROUND THE WORLD 24

DANCE-DRAMA,
ARCHAEOLOGY 26

Published every Friday by PEKING REVIEW
Pai Wan Chuang, Peking (37)., China
Cable Address: Peking 6170

Post Office Registration No, 2-922
Printed in the People's Republic of Chino

November 29, 1963

Anniversary of Sino-Korean
Agreement

The tenth anniversary of the sign-
ing of the Sino-Korean Agreement on
Economic and Cultural Co-operation
on November 23, 1953 was celebrated
in Peking and Pyongyang. In both
capitals Party and government lead-
ers exchanged messages of greetings,
leading papers published editorials
marking the day. and anniversary
banquets were given.

The agreement is a milestone in the
history of Sino-Korean friendship.
The first important treaty signed
between the two countries, it em-
bodies the common wishes of the two
peoples to consolidate and strengthen
their friendly co-operation in the new
historical period cof socialist construc-
tion. During the past ten years it has
done much to bring the militant
friendship and great unity between
the two countries to a new stage and
to bring about the common prosperity
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of their socialist economies and
cultures.
In Peking the Korean Charge

d'Affaires ad interim Zung Bong Koo
gave a banquet on November 23 to
celebrate the anniversary. Chou En-
lai, Chu Teh, Teng Hsiao-ping and
other Chinese leaders attended. De-
scribing the signing of the agreement
as an event of great significance in
the lives of the two peoples, the
Korean Charge d’Affaires said: “Sino-
Korean friendship and unity is devel-
oping and being further consolidated
in the course of our common struggle
against U.S. imperialism and modern
revisionism. in defence of the purity
of Marxism-Leninism and for the
final triumph of socialism.”

Vice-Premier Chen Yi, in his speech,
said that the relations of [riendship
and co-operation between China and
Korea had developed continuously on
the basis of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian  internationalism. “*Our
two countries,” he stressed, “strictly
adhcre te the correct principles guid-
ing relations between socialist coun-
tries and work wholeheartedly in
close alliance in every sphere whilz>
maintaining our independence, and
assist each other while ensuring
equality and mutual benefit. This is
a new type of relationship between

countries, completely incompatible
with national egoism which, under the
guise of international division of

labour, demands that other fraternal
countries make sacrifices and place
their services at its disposal.”

The Vice-Premier praised the Ko-
rean people for the brilliant achieve-
ments of their socialist economy and
culture under the leadership of the
Kerean Workers' Party headed by
Comrade Kim Il Sung, and said that
the Chinese pecple could profit much
from the valuable experiences of the
Korcan people and from their rich
culture and art.

Noting that the friendship and unity
between the Chinese and Korean peo-
ples had stood severe tests. Vice-
Premier Chen Yi declared: “Our two
peoples share the same ideals and
have a common cause. In socialist
construction, we assist each other and
advance hand in hand. In the
struggle against the U.S. imperialist
policies of aggression and war and in
safeguarding peace in the Far East
and the rest of the world, we main-
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tain close co-operation and fight
shoulder to shoulder. In combating
medern revisionism and defending
Marxism-Leninism, we are also in full
accord. We are firmly convinced that,
with the development of our common
cause, the friendship, unity and
fraternal relaticns of mutual assist-
znce and co-operation between our
two peoples will continue to grow.”

Sing-A'kanian Friendship

On November 22 the Albanian
Ambassador to China, Nesti Nase,
gave a reception in Peking to cele-
brate the 14th anniversary of the
establishment of diplomatic relations
between Albania and China. Vice-
Premier Chen Yi attended.

In a speech the Ambassador refer-
red to the unbreakable friendship
between the two peoples. He said
that this friendship, created by the
Parties of Albania and China and
their leaders Comrades Enver Hoxha
and Mao Tse-tung, was built on the
basis of Marxism-Leninism and had
become a brilliant example of sincere

relationships between two socialist
countries.
Vice-Premier Chen Yi stated that

the relations of [riendship and solidar-
ily between China and Albania had
been continuously developed and con-
sclidated in the past 14 years. “Our
two countries,” he stressed. “have
always supported and helped each
other in the struggle against imperial-
ism and modern revisionism and for
world peace, and in the cause of build-
ing sccialism. First and foremost,
the Chinese people have had tremen-
dous support and help from the Gov-
ernment and people of Albania.”

The Vice-Premier pledged that “the
Chinese people will always stand by
the Albanian people and firmly sup-
port their just struggle at any time
and in any circumstances.”

Message to Japanese C.P. Leader

The Chinese people were greatly
angered over news of the attempt on
the life of Sanzo Nosaka, Chairman of
the Central Committee of the Japa-
nese Communist Party, on November
13. On November 19. the Central
Committee of the Chinese Communist
Party sent a cable to the Central Com-
mittee of the Japanese Communist
Party. The cable read: *In order to

undermine the Japanese people’s greal
patriotic and just struggle, the U.S.
imperialists and the Japanese reac-
ticnaries have even resorted to [ascist
methods and made an attempt on the
life of Comrade Sanzo Nosaka. We
express great indignation at this in-
cident and extend our deep concern
and regards to Comrade Sanzo
Nosaka. We believe that the Japanese
people, under the leadership of the
Japanese Communist Party, will con-
tinue to win fresh victories in their
struggle fcr Japan's independence, for
demccracy and peace, and for neutral-
ity and the improvement of the
people’s livelihood.”

Protesting the attempted assassina-
tion, Renmin Ribao’'s Commentator
drew attention to the fact that the
incident occurred on the eve of the
Japanese elections and at a time when
the Japanese pecple’s struggle against
U.S. imperialism reached a new
height. As the U.S. policies of war
and aggression had run up against
increasing resistance from the Japa-
nese people, Commentator pointed out,
U.S. imperialism in collusion with
Japanese reaction stepped up its sup-
pression of Japan's patriotic, demo-
cratic forces. But the great, heroic
Japanese people and the Japanese
Communist Party could never be in-
timidated. The U.S-Japanese reac-
tionaries’ criminal attempt on Sanzo
Nosaka's life would only serve to put
the Japanese people more on the alert
and strengthen their unity in the
struggle against U.S. imperialism.

Chairman Mao Receives
Mozambique Guest

Chairman Mao Tse-tung on Novem-
ber 24 received and had a cordial talk
with Marcelino ,Dos Santos, secretary
of external affairs and crganization of
the Mczambique Liberation Front and
secretary-general of the Conference of
the Organization of Nationalists of
Portuguese Colonies. Marcelino Dos
Santos was received by Vice-Premier
Chen Yi on the same day.

Premier Chou En-lai Receives
Soviet Amity Delegation
Premier Chou En-lai on November

20 received and had a friendly talk

with members of the delegation of the

Soviet-Chinese Friendship Association
led by E. 1. Afanasenko. The delega-
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tion left Peking for home on Novem-
ber 22.

Sino-Cambodian Air Transport
Agreement

China and Cambodia signed an
agreement on air transport in Phnom
Penh on November 25.

According to the agreement, which
came into effect on the day of sign-
ing, a regular air service will be
established betwen the two countries.
This will help strengthen their eco-
nomic and cultural ties.

Support for Venezuelan People’s
Struggle

In the face of the rising national-
liberation movement in Venezuela, the
pra-U.S. dictatorial Betancourt gov-
ernment is seeking to maintain its
reactionary rule by reinforcing its
suppression of the nation’s demo-
cratic forces. Recently, it stepped up
massive arrests of progressive trade
unicnists, members of parliament,
journalists, professors and students:
Central University, other colleges and
schools, and news organizations have
been closed down. On November 19
alone nearly 150 people were thrown
into jail.

Immediate Chinese reaction to
Betancourt’s repressive moves was
strong. The All-China Federation of
Trade Unions, the All-China Youth
and Students Federations and journal-
ists’, women’s and lawyers' associa-
tions sent messages to their counter-
parts in Venezuela expressing firm
support for the struggle of the Vene-
zuelan people against U.S. imperialism
and its flunkeys, demanding an im-
mediate stop to the clamp-down and
the release of all those arrested.

The Venezuelan people’s light for
national independence and sover-
eignty, and for democracy, freedom
and social progress, was an important
part of the world struggle against U.S.
imperialism and its vassals, the trade
union message emphasized. “In this
struggle,” it declared, “the workers
and other people of China will always
stand with you.”

The message of the Chinese youth
and students expressed confidence
that “the students and young people
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of Venezuela, united and persistent in
the struggle, will surmount all dif-
ficulties on their road of advance,
defeat U.S. imperialism and the re-
acticnaries and win final victory.”

Emulating Shanghai

Industrial enterprises throughout
China are emulating their more
advanced counterparts in Shanghai in
an effort to improve production tech-
nique and streamline management.
More than 10,000 people have flocked
from 25 provinces and autonomous
regions to China’s oldest and biggest
industrial centre this year because
Shanghai, with its more comprehen-
sive industrial system, higher tech-
nical level and a concentration of
highly skilled workers, has much
valuable experience to offer.

These activities are part of the
movement on the part of China’s in-
dustrial enterprises to emulate, learn
from and catch up with the advanced
and help those lagging behind; they
are designed to bridge the gap in the
shortest possible time. A movement of
long standing, this year it has wit-
nessed significant new developments
and is better planned and organized.
Study groups arriving in Shanghai
from all over the country are led by
responsible cadres of provincial or
city economic commissions and are
generally made up of representatives
from the more advanced enterprises.

Rather than just watching, asking
questions and taking notes, learners
don overalls and take part in actual
production alongside their teachers.
Workers at the bench learn the fine
points of operational skills from their
Shanghai comrades in the workshops;
technical personnel study technologi-
cal problems both in theory and
practice; and plant directors pay
special attention to management prob-
lems. In this spirit of “three-in-one”
co-operation, visitors learn Shanghai
experience in a comprehensive, system-
atic way.

Many visitors bring samples of
their own products for comparison
with those of Shanghai. Such com-

parisons‘reveal where they lag behind
and result in shortcomings being
remedied more quickly.

At the end of each study tour, a
meeting is held at which both sides —

teachers and pupils — evaluate the
study effort. Figures show that

results have been excellent: personnel
from 223 north China factories alone
within two months have learnt 3.300
valuable techniques which contribute
to greater output, better quality and
lower costs.

Shanghai workers and stafl mem-
bers give their guests enthusiastic
help. passing on technical know-how
wherever possible. They often call at
hotels where the visitors are staying;
some even invite their new friends to
stay with them so that they can spend
more time talking things over. All
this is not one-way traffic. Through
contact with visitors from other cities,
Shanghai workers have also learnt
much that is of value. If cut-throat
competition is the rule in the capi-
talist jungle, comradely mutual help
is the rule of conduct among socialist
enterprises.

No More Wooden Ploughs in Tibet

A positive proof of Tibetan progress
since the democratic reforms of 1959
is the virtual disappearance of the
centuries old wooden plough. Used
throughout Tibet up to four years
ago, it is now almost as rare as a hen
with teeth. More than 700,000 metal
ploughs and other farm tools have
been supplied by the state in recent
years, and thousands more have come
from small workshops set up in Lhasa,
Shigatse and other places in Tibet
since 1959.

The smelting and use of iron was
known in Tibet 13 centuries ago but
only after the feudal fetters of serf-
dom were shattered in 1959 were the
people 6f Tibet free to use metal tools.
The change-over has been swift as
shown by the case of 10,079 peasant
households in the mountainous Lingtze
Special Administrative Region. Be-
fore the 1959 reforms only one
family in ten owned a metal farming
tool. Each family today averages six
metal farm tools. This is more or less
the same story for the rest of Tibef.

With the big influx of iron plough-
shares, picks, hoes, shovels and other
metal farming paraphernalia a his-
torical leap ahead is being made in
agricultural production. Many dis-
tricts now grow 400-500 jin of grain
per mu against 100 before the reforms
while the average yield of grain for
all Tibet is now 25 per cent higher
than the pre-1959 level.



New Stage in Friendship

The Sino-Afghan Boundary Treaty Signed

by OUR CORRESPONDENT

HE traditional friendship

existing between China
and Afghanistan has become
closer than ever. On No-
vember 22, a Sino-Afghan
boundary treaty was signed
in Peking by Chen Yi,
Foreign Minister, on behalf
of the People’s Republic of
China, and Dr. Abdul
Kayeum, Minister of In-
terior, on behalf of the
Kingdom of Afghanistan.
The treaty came into force
with its signing. (For full
text, see page 7.)

Liu Shao-chi, Chairman
of the People’s Republic of
China, Chu Teh, Chairman
of the Standing Committee
of the National People’s
Congress, and Chou En-lai,
Premier of the State Coun-
cil, were present at the sign-
ing ceremony.

Grand Peking Rally

On the afternoon of the same day a grand rally of
more than 10,000 people was held in the Great Hall of the
People in the capital to celebrate the conclusion of the
treaty and to welcome the Afghan Government Delega-
tion led by Dr. Abdul Kayeum. Peng Chen, Mayor of
Peking, and Dr. Abdul Kayeum, addressed the rally, both
emphasizing the great significance of the occasion.

From the oldest times, the Chinese and Afghan peo-
ples have been close and friendly neighbours. Two
thousand years ago they opened up the famous “silk road”
as a path for friendly contact between them. Since the
founding of the People’s Republic of China, and especially
since 1955 when diplomatic relations were established,
their traditional friendship has developed encouragingly.
They fought jointly against imperialism and colonialism
at the 1955 Bandung Conference, their leaders sub-
sequently exchanged visits and, in 1960, a treaty of friend-
ship and mutual non-aggression was signed between the
two countries. At the Kabul negotiations started last June
for the formal delimitation of the boundary, quick agree-
ment was reached on the draft treaty, thanks to the
sincere desire of both parties for a negotiated settlement
of this question left over from history.
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Foreign Minister Chen Yi shaking hands with Abdul Kayeum, Afghan Minister of
Interior, after signing the treaty

In his speech at the Peking rally, Mayor Peng Chen
stressed that the formal delimitation of a boundary of
peace and friendship between China and Afghanistan “is a
new success for the policy of friendship and good neigh-
bourliness of our two countries, which fully accords with
the common interests of their peaceful construction.” He
expressed the conviction that the peoples of China and
Afghanistan will maintain their friendship and safeguard
this boundary from generation to generation.

The Peking Mayor said: “The conclusion of the Sino-
Afghan boundary treaty has provided another fine
example for countries to settle outstanding issues between
them through peaceful negotiations.” He added: “It can
be said that both our countries have made very positive
contributions to the cause of strengthening peace in this
part of the world and to the cause of Asian-African
solidarity.”

After many Asian and African countries had succes-
sively won their independence, imperialism had tried to
use boundary questions to sow discord among them, stir
up trouble, undermine Asian-African solidarity and turn
the spearhead of the Asian and African peoples’ struggle
away from imperialism. Peng Chen emphasized: *'In deal-
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ing with these questions left over from history, the Asian
and African countries must heighten their vigilance, and
value highly the interests of Asian-African solidarity and
of peace and of the Asian and African peoples’ struggle
for winning and safeguarding national independence. They
must guard against being taken in by imperialism.”

On the Sino-Indian boundary question, Peng Chen
reaffirmed China’s firm stand for a peaceful and nego-
tiated settlement. No matter how long it may be dragged
on, he said, this question will in the end be settled in the
same fair and reasonable way as have been China's bound-
ary questions with her other southwestern neighbours
and the great traditional friendship between the Chinese
and Indian peoples will continue to grow.

In his speech Dr. Abdul Kayeum described the signing
of the treaty as a milestone of historical significance on
the path of coexistence between Afghanistan and China,
which, he said, “will ensure for ever the peace and tran-
quillity that ncw exists on that border of friendship.”

It was worthy of celebration. he continued, “because
no ulterior motive, no feeling of territorial aggrandize-
ment, and no diplomatic manoeuvering and bickering have
gone into the formulation and the signing of this treaty.”

Concluding his speech, he shouted in Chinese “Long
live Afghan-Chinese friendship!”

“Renmin Ribao” Editorial

On November 23, all leading newspapers in Peking
published editorials acclaiming this great event in Sino-
Afghan relations. Renmin Ribao hailed the treaty as a
landmark in the annals of Sino-Afghan friendship and a
great victory for the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-
existence and the Bandung spirit.

“The peoples of our two countries,” Renmin Ribao
said, “have each made contributions to the development
of the ancient civilization of the East. They both love
their independence and freedom and have waged heroic
struggles against ferocious colonialist forces. Now they
both are working hard to build up their countries. These

Document

common experiences and aspirations of the Chinese and
Afghan peoples are a firm bond for strengthening their
friendship.”

Now, the paper added, the treaty provided another
demonstration of the sincere desire of both countries for
friendship and co-operation and their mutual trust and
respect. “There is no doubt that the signing of the Sino-
Afghan boundary treaty will advance the relations of
friendship and co-operation between our two countries to
a new stage,” the paper declared.

Afghan Guests in China

Dr. Abdul Kayeum and the Afghan Government Dele-
gation led by him came to China to sign the boundary
treaty and to pay a friendly visit at the invitation of
Chinese Foreign Minister Chen Yi.

Chairman Mao Tse-tung and Chairman Liu Shao-chi
received and had cordial talks with Dr. Abdul Kayeum
and the Afghan Government Delegation on separate occa-
sions during their stay in Peking. Premier Chou En-lai
also received the visitors and gave a dinner in their honour.

On November 20 when they arrived in Peking by
special plane, they were given a warm welcome by Chen
Yi, other government ministers and several thousand peo-
ple at the flag-decorated airport.” On that evening, Chen
Yi gave a banquet in honour of the distinguished Afghan
guests. Next evening, accompanied by Chen Yi, they saw
a Peking opera specially arranged in their honour.

On November 22, a banquet was given by the Afghan
Ambassador to China, Mohammad Chouaib Miskinyar, for
the Afghan visitors. Premier Chou En-lai and Vice-
Premier Chen Yi were present. On November 23 the
Afghan guests received an enthusiastic welcome when,
accompanied by Chen Yi, they visited the Peking College
of Physical Culture.

The following day, Dr. Abdul Kayeum gave a recep-
tion for Chinese government leaders. On November 25,
the Afghan guests left Peking for a tour of other parts of
China. They arrived in Shanghai that day.

Boundary Treaty Between the People’s Republic
Of China and the Kingdom of Afghanistan

HE Chairman of the People's Republic of China and His
Majesty the King of Afghanistan,

With a view to ensuring the further development of the
friendly and good-neighbourly relations which happily exist
between the two independent and sovereign states, China and
Afghanistan;

Resolving to formally delimit and demarcate the bound-
ary existing between China and Afghanistan in the Pamirs
in aecordance with the principles of respect for each other’s
sovereignty and territorial integrity and mutual non-aggression
and the ten principles of the Bandung Conference, and in the
spirit of friendship, co-operation and mutual understanding;

Firmly believing that the formal delimitation and demar-
cation of the boundary between the two countries will further
strengthen the peace and security of this region;

November 29, 1963

Have decided for this purpose to conclude the present
Treaty, and appointed as their respective plenipotentiaries:

For the Chairman of the People's Republic of China:
Chen Yi, Minister of Foreign Affairs;

For His Majesty the King of Afghanistan: A. Kayeum,
Minister of Interior;

Who, having examined each other’s full powers and found
them to be in good and due form, have agreed upon the
following:

Article 1

The Contracting Parties agree that, starting from a peak
with a height of 5630 metres (the reference co-ordinates of
which are approximately 37°03” N, 74°36” E) in the southern
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extremity, the boundary line between the two countries runs
along the Mustagh Range watershed between the Karachukur
Su River, a tributary of the Tashkurghan River, on the one
hand, and the sources of the Aksu River and the Wakhjir
River, the upper reaches of the Wakhan River, on the other
hand, passing through South Wakhjir Daban (called Wakhjir
Pass on the Afghan map) at an elevation of 4923 metres, North
Wakhjir Daban (named on the Chinese map only). West
Koktorok Daban (named on the Chinese map only), East
Koktorok Daban (called Kara Jilga Pass on the Afghan map),
Tok Man Su Daban (called Mihman "Yoli Pass on the Afghan
map), Sarik Tash Daban (named on the Chinese map only),
Kokrash Kol Daban (called Tigarman Su Pass on the Afghan
map). and reaches Peak Kokrash Kol (called Peak Povalo
Shveikovski on the Afghan map) with a height of 5698 metres.

The entire boundary line as described in the present
Article is shown on the 1:200,000 scale map of the Chinese
side in Chinese and the 1:253,440 scale map of the Afghan
side in Persian. which are attached to the present Treaty.
Both of the above-mentioned maps have English words as an
auxiliary,

Article 2

The Contracting Parties agree that whercver the bound-
ary between the two countries follows a watershed, the ridge
thereof shall be the boundary line, and wherever it passes
through a daban (pass), the water-parting line thereof shall
be the boundary line,

Article 3
The Contracting Parties agree that:

1. As soon as the present Treaty comes into force, a
Chinese-Afghan Joint Boundary Demarcation Commission
composed of an equal number of representatives and several
advisers from each side shall be set up to carry out on location
concrete surveys of the boundary between the two countries

and to erect boundary markers in accordance with the
provisions of Article 1 of the present Treaty and then draft
a protocol relating to the boundary between the two coun-
tries and prepare boundary maps setting forth in detail the
alignment of the boundary line and the location of the bound-
ary markers on the ground.

2. The protocol and the boundary maps mentioned in
Paragraph 1 of the present Article, upon coming into force
after being signed by the representatives of the two Govern-
ments, shall become annexes to the present Treaty, and the
boundary maps prepared by the Joint Boundary Demarcation
Commission shall replace the maps attached to the present
Treaty.

3. Upon the signing of the above-mentioned protocol and
boundary maps, the tasks of the Chinese-Afghan Joint Bound-
ary Demarcation Commission shall be terminated,

Article 4

The Contracting Parties agree that any dispute concerning
the boundary which may arise after the formal delimitation
of the boundary between the two countries shall be settled
by the two Parties through friendly consultation.

Article 5
The present Treaty shall come into force on the day of
its signature.

Done in duplicate in Peking on November 22, 1963, in the
Chinese, Persian and English languages. all three texts being
equally authentic.

(Signed)
CHEN YI

Plenipotentiary of the
People’s Republic of China

(Signed)
A. KAYEUM

Plenipotentiary of the
Kingdom of Afghanistan

Chinese Government’s Statement

® Wholeheartedly Supporting Cambodia in the Struggle to
Defend Its State Independence and Sovereignty

® Resolutely Opposing Intervention and Aggression Against
Cambodia by the U.S. and Its Vassals

Following is the full text of the Chinese Government’s
statement supporting the Royal Government of Cambodia
published on November 21, 1963. — Ed.

ECENTLY, the United States and its vassals, the

authorities of south Viet Nam and Thailand, have step-
ped up their activities of flagrant aggression and subversion
against the peace-loving Kingdom of Cambodia, seriously
threatening its independence and security and the peace of
Southeast Asia.

In disregard of the repeated solemn warnings of the
Royal Government of Cambodia, U.S. imperialism has time
and again instigated south Viet Nam. Thailand and the
so-called Free Khmers composed of a handful of Cambo-
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dian traitors fostered by it to carry out frequent intrusions
and subversive activities against Cambodia. Since last
September, the United States has incited the so-called
Radio Free Khmer in south Viet Nam to make virulent
attacks on the Royal Government of Cambodia and ifs
Head of State, Prince Norodom Sihanouk. After it engi-
neered the military coup d'etat in south Viet Nam on
November 1, the United States has further intensified its
aggressive activities against Cambodia. Two *“Free
Khmer” elements recently arrested by the Royal Govern-
ment of Cambodia confessed that the United States and
its vassal south Viet Nam are plotting a massive invasion
of Cambodia by armed bandits and assassination of Prince
Norodom Sihanouk, the Head of State of Cambodia. The
Special Congress of the Cambodian People held on No-
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vember 19 publicly tried these “Free Khmer” elements,
decided to reject U.S. military, economic and cultural aid
and demanded the withdrawal of all U.S. organs in Cam-
bodia, military, economic and cultural. These just actions
taken by the Kingdom of Cambodia in defence of its state
independence and sovereignty and against foreign inter-
vention and aggression have won the hearty support of
the Cambodian people and the sympathy and approval of
peace-loving and justice-upholding countries and people all
over the world. The Chinese Government and people res-
olutely support the just struggle of the Kingdom of Cam-
bodia and oppose any armed intervention and aggression

perpetrated by U.S. imperialism and its vassals against
Cambodia.

The Kingdom of Cambodia has consistently persued
a policy of peace and neutrality and has made positive
contributions to the defence of peace in Indo-China and
Southeast Asia. For this very reason it has been regarded
by U.S. imperialism with bitter hostility. In order to push
its policies of aggression and war in Southeast Asia, U.S.
imperialism has in the last few years tried by every means
to wreck the peace and neutrality of the Kingdom of Cam-
bodia and incessantly directed its vassals to infringe on
Cambodia’s sovereignty, independence and territorial in-
tegrity. It is explicitly stipulated in the 1954 Geneva
agreements that all the countries concerned undertake to

International Communist Movement

respect the sovereignty, the independence, the unity, and
the territorial integrity of Cambodia and to refrain from
interference in its internal affairs. The U.S. imperialists’
intensified acts of aggression and intervention against
Cambodia are the crudest violations of the 1954 Geneva
agreements and constitute a serious menace to peace in
this area.

The People’s Republic of China is a neighbour of the
Kingdom of Cambodia and a signatory to and guarantor
of the 1954 Geneva agreements. It cannot ignore the
flagrant violation of these solemn international agree-
ments by the United States and its vassals and their open
acts of aggression against Cambodia. The Chinese Govern-
ment hereby solemnly declares that if the Kingdom of
Cambodia which has persevered in its policy of peace and
neutrality should encounter armed invasion instigated by
the United States and its vassals, the Chinese Govern-
ment and people will firmly side with the Kingdom of
Cambodia and give it all-out support. U.S. imperialism
must bear responsibility for all the consequences arising
therefrom. The Chinese Government hopes that the
countries concerned will take the necessary measures to
put an immediate stop to U.S. imperialism’s armed in-
tervention and aggression against Cambodia and preserve
peace in this area.

Statement of Ten Central Committee
Members of the Ceylon
Communist Party

Following is the full text of the statement issued on
October 27, 1963, by ten Members (four Full Members and
six Alternate Members) of the Central Committee of the
Ceylon Communist Party in reply to the Party leadership
statement of September 26, 1963. — Ed.

Reply to the Majority of the Central Committee
Of the Ceylon Communist Party

ON the 14th of July 1963, the Central Committee of

the Communist Party of the Soviet Union published
an open letter to Party organizations and all Communists
in the Soviet Union in which they slandered the correct
Marxist position of the Communist Party of China and
gave full rein to their revisionist views. Dutifully obeying
the baton, the majority of the Central Committee of the
Ceylon Communist Party on September 26, 1963, issued
a statement entitled “On Questions of the International
Communist Movement” which faithfully re-echoes the
revisionist viewpoint of the open letter of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union.

No Mandate From Party

The undersigned Marxist-Leninists in Ceylon feel
that we cannot let this statement go unchallenged not
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only because it is incorrect and deviates from the funda-
mental principles of Marxism-Leninism but also because
it does not represent the views of the overwhelming
majority of the membership of the Ceylon Communist
Party. In the first place we wish to point out that the
present Central Committee, with its temporary majority
in support of its revisionist policies, has no authority to
speak on behalf of the Party. According to the Constitu-
tion of the Ceylon Communist Party a congress of the
Party should normally be held once in two years. In pur-
suance of this provision a congress should have been held
before the end of December 1962. This provision in the
constitution was specifically introduced at the last Party
congress held in December 1960 because of the fact that
the previous Central Committee had not convened a con-
gress for five years. Despite this specific decision of the
last congress, the present Central Committee has flouted
the expressed will of the congress and has thus outlived
its constitutional span of life. It is not open to the major-
ity of the present Central Committee to argue that it could
not hold the congress in terms of the constitution because
of any abnormal situation in the country which could
have legitimately prevented the holding of such a con-
gress. No such circumstances existed and the Central
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Committee never discussed such an eventuality for post-
poning the congress. The only reason why the Party con-
gress was not held was the fear of the leadership of being
repudiated by the membership. Having failed to convene
a Party congress in terms of the Party constitution the
present Central Committee has no authority to speak on
behalf of the Party, particularly on such burning question
over which opinions are sharply divided.

No Adherence to Democratic Centralism

Precisely because of the failure to convene a Party
congress in time the Central Committee must have been
more careful in adhering to the principles of democratic
centralism. That is, they should have tested the opinion
of the majority of the Central Committee by consulting
the views of the Party rank and file before releasing their
views as the views of the Party to the general public.
The present Central Committee refused all these months
to discuss these burning questions that divide the interna-
tional communist movement despite the repeated request
from a section of the Central Committee. Now, at a time
when the Party congress is overdue and has been promised
for April 1964 the Central Committee, which has outlived
its mandate from the rank and file, rushes through a
statement with the aid of its mechanical and temporary
majority and without consulting the rank and file and
completely callous as to the harmful results that may
follow such precipitate action. In doing this therefore the
majority of the present Central Committee is trebly guilty.
That is why we feel that these actions must be exposed
and made clear to the rank and file.

I
Origins of the Dispute

The majority of the Central Committee of the Ceylon
Communist Party would have us believe that the present
controversy in the international communist movement
arose as a result of the attempts of the Communist Party
of China to re-agitate issues which have already been
settled by the two conferences of the world communist
movement held in 1957 and 1960. In particular they
traced the origin of the dispute to the publication of the
articles entitled “Long Live Leninism” in April 1960. This
is nothing but an attempt to confuse the cause and effect.
The present controversy in the international communist
movement was not sparked off by the Communist Party
of China or by their publication of the articles, ‘‘Long
Live Leninism.” The Chinese Communist leaders were
forced to write these articles “Long Live Leninism” and
to vindicate the principles of Marxism-Leninism because
the leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and of certain other European Communist Parties
had started slipping down the path of revisionism and
away from correct Marxist-Leninist positions — ever since
the first major attempt at revisionism was made at the
20th Congress of the C.P.S.U. in 1956. Therefore, the
correct position is that the present controversy has be-
come necessary and has in fact been forced upon the inter-
national communist movement because of the attempt by
the leadership of the C.P.S.U. and other European Com-
munist Parties to revise the basic tenets of Marxism-
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Leninism at the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U. and since.
It is important that this fact be kept clear in mind before
we proceed further.

Who Has Deviated From Moscow Declaration
And Statement?

The accusation is now sought to be made that it is
the Communist Party of China that has deviated from the
generally agreed conclusions of the world communist
movement as expressed in the two documents, the Mos-
cow Declaration of 1957 and the Moscow Statement of
1960. This is nothing but a travesty of facts. Exactly
the opposite is the case. One has only to ask himself the
following questions to get a correct answer to the ques-
tion as to who has deviated from the Marxist-Leninist
positions of the 1957 Declaration and 1960 Statement:

a) Who was it who unilaterally revised the unani-
mous conclusions of the communist movement for the
necessity for the exposure of and active struggle against
Yugoslav revisionism which was described as a betrayal
of Marxism-Leninism?

b) Who was it who violated the principle laid down
in the Moscow Declaration and the Statement that the
relationship between the fraternal Parties and fraternal
countries should be guided by the principle of indepen-
dence, equality and attainment of unanimity through
consultation; who was it who first used the platform of
one's own Party congress to attack and denounce publicly
another fraternal Party, Albania?

c¢) Who is it that, despite the equal emphasis laid
on peaceful and non-peaceful methods of transition to so-
cialism laid down in the Declaration and Statement. today
preaches exclusive reliance on the “parliamentary method”
and the possibilities of peaceful transition?

d) Who is it that has revised the conclusion in the
Declaration that “so long as imperialism exists there will
always be soil for aggressive wars” by prattling about “a
world without wars and a world without arms” even be-
fore the final elimination of imperialism and capitalism?

e) Who is it that, despite the assertion by the
Declaration and Statement that *“U.S. imperialism is the
main force of aggression and war,” attempted to
prettify imperialism, talk such dribble about *‘the spirit
of Camp David” and extolled Eisenhower, chieftain of
U.S. imperialism as a sincere advocate of peace, a man
who “sincerely wishes to put an end to the state of cold
war” (speech by Khrushchev at a mass meeting on his
return from the U.S.A. in 1959); and preached about the
possibility of preventing war not by the united struggle
of all forces fighting against imperialism, but by agree-
ment and co-operation with imperialism.

One has only to ask these questions to know the
correct answers. In the face of these facts it is pre-
posterous for the majority of the Central Committee of
the Ceylon Communist Party to attempt to suggest that
it is the Communist Party of China that has deviated
from the Moscow Declaration and Statement. It is the
revisionists and their followers all over the world who
have done so. As far as we are concerned we like to
take this opportunity to re-assert that we take up our
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position in complete support of the Moscow Declaration
and Statement.

It is equally preposterous to suggest that by their
letter of June 14, 1963, the Communist Party of China
had violated the agreement to cease polemics and further
aggravated the controversy inside the international com-
munist movement. This forces us to point out the follow-
ing facts. It is the C.P.S.U. which, through Khrushchev,
first openly criticized the Communist Party of China.

(1) it was Khrushchev who, on the eve of his visit to
the United States, on September 9, 1959, publicly
blamed China for its dispute with India.

(2) it was Khrushchev who, on his return from his Amer-
ican trip, attacked China openly but indirectly on
September 30, 1959, at Peking, on October 6, 1959, at
Vladivostok and on December 1, 1959, at the Hunga-
rian Workers’ Party’s Congress.

(3) it was Khrushchev who, on February 4, 1960, made a
speech at the banquet for the political consultative
conference of the signatory countries of the Warsaw
Treaty in Moscow wherein he referred to Comrade
Mao Tse-tung as “a man old, but unwise, reminds
one of a worn-out galosh which can only be put in
a corner of a room to be admired.”

(4) it was the C.P.S.U. that unilaterally distributed to
fraternal delegates at the congress of the Rumanian
Party a “lelter of information of the Central Com-
mittee of the C.P.S.U.” which made attacks on the
Communist Party of.China and repeated those attacks
in the presence of correspondents of the imperialist
countries and of Yugoslavia.

(5) it was China which, in 1962, called for a cessation of
open polemics and supported the convocation of a
world conference of Communist Parties.

(6) it was the Communist and Workers' Parties of Bul-
garia, Italy, Hungary, German Democratic Republic
and Czechoslovakia that used the platform of their
congresses to openly attack and slander the Marxist-
Leninist positions of the Communist Party of China.
The climax was reached at the Congress of the So-
cialist Unity Party of Germany when the delegates
of the Communist Party of China were hooted and
booed and the Korean delegate refused a speech while
Yugoslavia was treated as an honoured guest.

(7) it was the C.P.S.U. and the leaders of certain Euro-
pean Communist Parties who used the columns of
Pravda and Izvestia to attack the principled positions
of the Communist Party of China.

China Exercises Right to Reply

During all this time the Communist Party of China
contented itself with merely re-stating correct Marxist-
Leninist points of view in the three articles entitled “Long
Live Leninism.” Even in those articles they never attacked
any fraternal Party direct. It was only after the chorus
of anti-Chinese attacks had reached its crescendo at the
Congress of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany when
the delegate from the Communist Party of China was
subjected to uncivilized behaviour that the Communist

November 29, 1963

Party of China decided it was time to reply. Even then
they first published the long spceches of Khrushchev and
the editorials of Pravda and Izvestia allacking them along
with summary of the attacks on the Communist Party
of China by 44 Communist Parties before they replied to
those attacks in a series of seven articles which have be-
come famous for the clarity of views, simplicilty in ex-
pression and for the profundity of Marxist thought. It
was after these replies which were such a telling refuta-
tion of the revisionist distortion of Marxism-Leninism that
Khrushchev was compelled to call for a halt of open
polemics. This was in effect asking the Chinese comrades
to refrain from replying to the slanderous attacks on
them by other Communist Parties. But they were even
prepared to do this provided there was a complete cessa-
tion of open attacks on fraternal Communist Parties in-
cluding the Albanian Party of Labour. This guarantee
was not given by the C.P.S.U. and the polemics continued.
It is therefore puerile for the majority of the Central
Committee of the Ceylon Communist Party to be shocked
by the June 14 letter of the Communist Party of China.

Soviet People Prevented From Knowing the Truth

In passing it may be noted that while the Communist
Party of China has published in their press all the im-
portant articles of C.P.S.U. and other Communist Parties
attacking their position, the Soviet press has so far pub-
lished only the June 14, 1963 letter of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of China in reply to the
letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. of March
30, 1963. Even this was done after world-wide publicity
due to a diplomatic incident arising out of the Chinese
Embassy in the U.S.S.R. distributing the June 14 letter.
This is in itself a clear demonstration of the immense
faith of the Chinese leaders in the political consciousness
and wisdom of their own people and a lack of faith which
borders on fear of their own people by the leadership
of the C.P.S.U. The leadership of the C.P.S.U. plainly
lacks the courage to let the Soviet people know the truth.

I

Imperialism, War and Peace

An acute controversy has now arisen over the nature
of imperialism and the question of war and peace. Both
the Moscow Declaration and Statement derive their stand-
point from the fact that “as long as imperialism exists
there will always be soil for aggressive wars.” Equally
and unequivocally they point to U.S. imperialism as “the
main force of aggression and war.” But at the same time
they pointed out that “at present the forces of peace
have so grown that there is real possibility of averting
war” and again that “the time has come when the at-
tempts of the imperialist aggressors to start a world war
can be curbed.” This correct assertion which takes into
account the changed balance of forces in the world arena
and postulates the possibility of the forces of peace and
progress preventing the imperialists from unleashing an-
other world war is now interpreted in such a way as to
lay emphasis on the possibility of preventing wars even
before the final elimination of imperialism rather than
laying emphasis on the necessity for the final elimination
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of imperialism as the necessary pre-condition for the
guarantee of world peace.

Imperialism — Source of All Wars

It was Lenin who taught us that imperialism is the
source of all wars and that as long as imperialism ex-
isted there was no guarantee of stable peace in the world.
This has been amply proved by the fact that imperialism
has provoked two world wars within the last 50 years and
several local colonial wars since the end of World War II.
It is no doubt correct to postulate that a real possibility
now exists for preventing the imperialists from unleashing
a third world war because of the development of the
forces standing for peace and progress. The possibility
therefore exists of preventing another world war even
before the final elimination of imperialism and capitalism
but let us remember that the Declaration and Statement
only speak of a possibility, not of a guarantee. But the
guarantee for stable peace can only be created by the
final elimination of imperialism and the success of the
proletarian revolution in at least the major imperialist
countries." This point is brought out in the Moscow State-
ment when it states that the “victory of socialism all
over the world will completely remove the social and na-
tional causes of wars.” Therefore, till such time as the
achievement of world socialism the prevention of world
wars will remain only a possibility, however real. There-
fore, the correct tactics should not be to lay emphasis on
achieving peace while imperialism is still alive but to lay
emphasis on the necessity to finally eliminate imperialism
as the only guarantee for stable and lasting peace.

How Can Disarmament Be Realized?

The slogan of general and complete disarmament is
raised in such a way by the majority of the Central Com-
mittee of the Ceylon Communist Party as to suggest that
it is capable of being realized even befere the destruction
and final elimination of imperialism. This slogan is un-
doubtedly a correct one and helps to bring out the peace-
ful intentions of socialism and to expose the war-like
aims of imperialism. But it is one thing to put forward
a slogan to rally the masses in their fight against war
and imperialism and quite another thing to spread the
illusion that general and complete disarmament can be
achieved even before imperialism is finally climinated.

It was Lenin who pointed out in the “War Programme
of the Proletarian Revolution” that “only after the pro-
letariat has disarmed the bourgeoisie will it be able. with-
out betraying its world-historical mission. to throw all
armaments on the scrap heap; and the proletariat will
undoubtedly do this, but only when this condition has
been fulfilled, certainly not before.”

To suggest as the statement of the majority of the
Central Committee of the Ceylon Communist Party does
(re-echoing a speech of the Soviet First Deputy Prime Minis-
ter, Mikoyan in Armenia and repeated in New York Times
of March 15, 1962) that general disarmament would ‘“de-
prive the imperialists of the major weapons and armed
forces that they now use to threaten new world war and
oppress national-liberation movements” is nonsensical and
totally unrealistic and is putting the cart before the horse.
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The threat of war comes not from armaments as such but
from imperialism which uses them. Gencral and com-
plete disarmament cannot be achieved without at the same
time destroying imperialism.

No Armed Struggles

In trying to refute the necessity for armed struggle
as a means for achieving the liberation of oppressed peo-
ples, as put forward by the Chinese comrades. the state-
ment of the majority of the Central Committee of the
Ceylon Communist Party comes out with a perfect gem
when it states that “many oppressed peoples. including
the people of Ceylon, were able to win their political
freedom by forms of struggle other than armed struggle.”
One cannot help but point out the political chicanery by
which political freedom is palmed off as the achievement
of national liberation from imperialism. calmly forgetting
that the Ceylon Communist Party has itself proclaimed
on all occasions that our country is still subject to im-
perialist economy and that our anti-imperialist tasks re-
main unfulfilled. This is not just a mistake or oversight
but sheer political dishonesty. It is necessary to point
out in this connection that the only countries that have
liberated themselves from the shackles of imperialism in
recent times are those where national liberation was
achieved as a result of armed struggle against imperialism.
The examples of Indonesia, north Viet Nam, Cuba, Algeria
easily come to mind. In all cases, like Ceylon where
only political freedom was won through the so-called
peaceful method, imperialism has been able to retain its
strangle-hold in one form or arother to the detriment
of the peoples of these countries.

Imperialism Is a Paper Tiger, Even With Nuclear Teeth

The statement of the majority of the Central Com-
mittee of the Ceylon Communist Party questions the valid-
ity of the description of imperialism and all reactionaries
as paper tigers on the ground that they are armed with
nuclear weapons. It also re-echoes the slander spread
by revisionists that the Chinese comrades want to destroy
half of mankind through a nuclear war and build socialism
on the basis of the other half. These slanders and dis-
torticns need to be answered.

What did Comrade Mao Tse-tung mean when he de-
scribed imperialism and local reactionaries as paper tigers?
He was not trying to underestimate the strength of im-
perialism and local reaction. He was merely saying that
strategically speaking i.e. from a long-range point of view
imperialism and all local reactionaries are like paper
tigers. that is, that they all will be destroyed by the peo-
ple. This concept is necessary to give hope and courage
to the masses who are struggling against heavy odds.
This conception is not vitiated by the possession of nuclear
weapons both by imperialism and the Soviet Union. In
fact Comrade Mao Tse-tung made the original statement
in 1946 when American imperialism had the monopoly
of the atom bomb. But this did not prevent the Chinese
people from achieving nationwide victory and defeating
Chiang Kai-shek and his patron, American imperialism.
The latter in fact proved to be a paper tiger despite the
possession of the monopoly of the atom bomb. Today
the position is infinitely better because imperialism no
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longer holds the monopoly in nuclear weapons. It is
therefcre essential to reiterate that weapons, however
powerful or destructive, are not the decisive factors in
history. The decisive factor is man and it is only through
the class struggle that he can bring about the desired
social change.

Another World War Would Mean End of Imperialism

The accusation that the Chinese leaders want to bring
akbout the destruction of half of mankind and to build
sccialism on the basis of the other half is nothing but
a gross distortion of a statement by Comrade Mao Tse-
tung before the conference of world Communist Parties
in Moscow in 1957 and which finds repetition in the arti-
cles “Long Live Leninism.” In this statement Comrade
Mao Tse-tung referred to a conclusion of a foreign states-
man that a third world war would mean the end of human
civilization. Comrade Mao had pointed out that if the
imperialists were mad enough to unleash a third world
war it would mean the end, not of human civilization
but of imperialism. No doubt it might mean the destruc-
ticn of halfl the world but the other half would still re-
main and on its basis a new civilization based on socialism
would be built.

It must be pointed out that Comrade Mao Tse-tung
does not advocate a nuclear war to destroy half of man-
kind and to build socialism on the other half. He is merely
peinting out what would happen if the imperialists (not
we) were mad enough to unleash a third world war. In
doing £0 he was re-stating a fundamental Marxist tenet.
That is: we are against war and will do everything in
our power to prevent a world war; but at the same time
we are not afraid of war. No one is going to hold an
atem bomb in his hand and intimidate or blackmail us
to prevent us from carrying out our revolutionary
tasks for a radical change of society. It must also be
pointed out that the Moscow Statement makes the same
point when it says, “but should the imperialist maniacs
start war, peoples will sweep capitalism out of existence
and bury it.”

Peaceful Coexistence

The statement of the majority of the Central Com-
mittee of the Ceylon Communist Party accuses the Com-
munist Party of China for its stand on the question of
peaceful coexistence. It is correct to regard peaceful ce-
existence as an important factor in the foreign policy of
sccialist countries. That is, all sccialist countries take
the stand that countries with different social systems must
not go to war to settle disputes or differences among
themselves. This is a perfectly correct standpoint which
receives the support of all Communists. But the policy
of peaceful coexistence and the inspiration that oppressed
peoples receive from the demonstration of the superiority
of the socialist system through successes in peaceful com-
petition with capitalism is no substitute for the struggle
of the oppressed peoples to liberate themselves. They
can at best act as a spur to revoluticns in non-socialist
ccuntries.

The undue emphasis laid on peaceful coexistence
and peaceful competition by revisionists tends to exag-
gerate the role played by these factors in the promotion
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of revolutions by oppressed peoples and, on the other
hand, tends to underestimate the importance of the role
of the struggle by the oppressed peoples themselves. For
instance, what is the use of preaching peaceful coexistence
to the people of south Viet Nam who are engaged in a
life-and-death struggle with U.S. imperialism and its
puppet Diem; or to the people of Black Africa who are
struggling against most brutal forms of imperialism? Can
there be peaceful coexistence between the brave Cuban
people and the American imperialists who are daily plot-
ting the destruction of Cuban independence? Or, between
the peoples of Latin America and the dollar monopolists
who extract 4,000 dollars per minute from Latin America
and leave behind four people dead every minute due to
preventikle diseases and hunger and starvation. It must
also be stressed. and it needs to be stressed, that there
can be no peaceful coexistence between imperialism and
the colonial peoples, between the capitalist class and the
working class, between oppressors and oppressed.

C.P.S.U, Guilty of Adventurism and Capitulation
In Caribbean Crisis

The statement of the majority of the Central Com-
mittee of the Ceylon Communist Party extols the role of
the Soviet Union during the Caribbean crisis, and want us
to believe that the Soviet Union saved the world from
war by its intervention. But what they forget is that the
whole crisis became hotted up because of the adventurist
act of the Soviet Union in introducing missiles into Cuba.
It was this act which simply played into the hands of the
United States imperialists. “The real deterrents to a U.S.
attack on Cuba must be the will of the Cuban people to
fight to the death, the condemnation of world opinion and
the wrath of Latin America; and with regard to these
deterrents the missiles could not but do more harm than
good.” The mistake therefore lay in the stupidity which
put the missiles in Cuba, “which could never save Cuba
but only provoke attack from America’s overwhelming
strength. while alienating Cuba’s much greater weapon,
the Latin American people’s support.”

Therefere when Khrushchev removed the missiles
from Cuka. he was “not an angel saving the world but a
comrade correcting a mistake.” Even so Khrushchev of-
fended against all principles of equality between nations
and respect for the sovereignty of nations when he agreed
to the removal of the missiles without consulting the
Cubans as well as to the unilateral inspection by the
United Nations. In other words, Khrushchev made a deal
with imperialism at the expense of another nation’s sov-
ereignty. This is what the Chinese opposed and attacked.
They correctly accused Khrushchev first for the error of
adventurism and then of the error of capitulation. The
hcllowness of the promise that Kennedy is alleged to have
given Khrushchev not tc attack Cuba already stands ex-
posed by the recent attacks on Cuba with American sup-
port and from American soil.

Nuclear Test Ban Treaty — A Deceit

The attitude of the Chinese comrades to the nuclear
test ban treaty seems to amaze and shock the majority of
the Central Committee of the Ceylon Communist Party.
But there is no reason for shock or amazement. The posi-
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tion of the Communist Party of China is perfectly plain
and straightforward. They stand for the complete ban on
the manufacture of all kinds of nuclear weapons and the
destruction of all existing stockpiles. It is precisely be-
cause the treaty does not guarantee this, but on the
contrary, legalizes nuclear tests underground that the Chi-
nese comrades criticized the treaty and exposed this as a
fraud which was meant to capitalize on the hunger of
the peoples of the world for peace.

The description of the treaty by the majority of the
Central Committee of the Ceylon Communist Party as
the outcome of many years of determined struggle by the
peoples of the world is nothing but an attempt to de-
ceive oneself. We cannot help but point out that U.S. im-
perialism was ready to sign this treaty a year previously
when it was the Soviet Union which correctly opposed it.
The signing of the treaty now, therefore, is not a victory
for the people but a victory for American imperialism.
The treaty has not stopped nuclear tests nor has it stopped
the manufacture and stockpiling of nuclear weapons; while
it reserves the right to any country to resume nuclear
tests after giving three months’ notice.

I

General Line of the Communist Movement

The majority of the Central Committee of the Ceylon
Communist Party attempt to find a contradiction between
the general line of the communist movement as expounded
in the Moscow Declaration and Statement and the “Pro-
posal Concerning the General Line of the International
Communist Movement” put forward by the Communist
Party of China in its letter of June 14, 1963. They try to
suggest that the Chinese comrades are trying to separate
and divide the national-liberation movement from the
international working class and the world socialist camp,
thereby disrupting the unity between these two main
streams of world revolution. Nothing can be further from
the truth.

Asia, Africa and Latin America — Storm
Centres of World Revolution

The arguments of the Chinese comrades proceed from
their analysis that the underdeveloped countries of Asia,
Africa and Latin America constitute “the weakest link in
the imperialist chain” and that therefore the key to the
successful fight against imperialism is to be found in the
revolutionary struggles of the peoples of those areas.
This is what they mean when they say that “the various
types of contradictions in the contemporary world are con-
centrated in the vast areas of Asia, Africa and Latin
America,” and that these areas are “the storm centres of
world revolution” and that therefore “in a sense, the whole
cause of the international proletarian revolution hinges on
the outcome of the revolutionary struggles of the peoples
of these areas who constitute the overwhelming majority
of the world’s population.”

This is neither a geographical approach as opposed to
a class approach nor is it an attempt to drive a wedge
between the national-liberation movements and the so-
cialist countries. This is a realistic and sober appraisal
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of the historical developments of the revolutionary forces
which in no way contradicts the appraisal found in the
Moscow Statement. The description of our epoch found
in the Moscow Statement and the description found in
“More on the Differences Between Comrade Togliatti and
Ourselves,” though using different words are fundamen-
tally the same in content. The only difference is that
while the characterization of our epoch found in the Mos-
cow Statement is general, the Chinese comrades have con-
cretised it in terms of the areas where the contradictions
have become most acute. Tt must also be stressed that
when the Chinese comrades are referring to the “revolu-
tionary struggles of the peoples of these areas,” they are
not merely referring to the national-liberation movements
which are led even by “certain patriotically minded kings,
princes and aristocrats,” but they are referring to the
revolutionary struggles of the most downtrodden human-
ity in the world who inhabit these areas and who are
today fighting not only for political emancipation from
imperialism but also for a radical change in their social
system which shall, once and for all, end the system of
exploitation of man by man. They feel confident that the
new democratic revolution that is being ushered in these
countries, under conditions where world revolution has
triumphed over one-third of the human race and where
the working class is beginning to play an increasing role
in the leadership of the revolution. shall develop as part
of the world revolution and proceed without interruption
to achieve the socialist aims for which the vast masses of
these areas are hungering.

The Chinese comrades are acutely conscious of the
interaction and the inter-development of the revolutionary
movements in the vast colonial and semi-colonial areas of
Asia, Africa and Latin America and the revolutionary
movement of the metropolitan countries. This is how they
postulate their position in their major theoretical work
“More on the Differences Between Comrade Togliatti and
Ourselves™: “The proletariat of the capitalist countries of
Europe and America, too, must stand in the f[orelront of
those supporting the revolutionary struggles of the op-
pressed nations and people of Asia, Africa and Latin
America. In fact, such support simultaneously helps
the cause of the emancipation of the proletariat in
Europe and America. ... Therefore the proletarian
parties of the metropolitan imperialist countries are
duty bound to heed the voice of the revolutionary people
in these regions, study their experience, respect their
revolutionary feelings, and support their revolutionary
struggles. . .. It should be understood that according to the
teachings of Marxism-Leninism, without a correct stand,
line and policy on the national-liberation movement and
the peoples’ revolutionary movement in the countries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America, it will be impossible for
the workers’ parties in the metropolitan imperialist coun-
tries to have a correct stand, line and policy on the strug-
gle waged by the working class and the broad masses of
the people in their own countries.”

It will thus be seen that the movements for the
proletarian revolution in the advanced capitalist countries
and the revolutionary movement in the colonial and
semi-colonial countries are inextricably linked and inter-
twined and share common interests and therefore cannot
be separated one from the other. The success of the revo-
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lutionary movement in the colonies and semi-colonies in-
directly helps the movements for proletarian revolution
in the metropolitan countries and vice versa. It is hardly
necessary to add that the success of the revolutionary
movements in the colonies and semi-colonies and the ex-
pansion of the areas of world revolution is in the best in-
terests of the countries that have achieved socialism just
as the existence of the socialist camp is the spur as well
as the source of strength to the revolutionary movement
in the colonies and semi-colonies,

| Y

The Transition From Capifalism to Socialism

The statement of the majority of the Central Com-
mittee of the Ceylon Communist Party accused the Chi-
nese comrades that they now question the unanimous con-
clusion of the 1957 and 1960 meetings that “in a number
of capitalist countries” the working class has the oppor-
tunity, given certain concrete conditions, to win state
power and accomplish the task of the socialist revolution
without civil war.

. Two Eventualities: Peaceful and Non-Peaceful

Both the Moscow Declaration and the Statement speak
about the possibility of both eventualities of transition
to socialism, the peaceful and the non-peaceful. There
can be no quarrel about this. It would naturally be in the
interest of the proletariat and the entire people, as the
Chinese comrades have pointed out, if peaceful transition
could be realized. But “possibility and reality, the wish
and its fulfilment, are two different things.” Moreover, up
to now. “history has not witnessed a single example of
peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism.”

But, “even when it is possible to secure state power
through peaceful means, one must be prepared to deal
immediately with armed intervention by foreign impe-
rialists and with counter-revolutionary armed rebellions
supported by the imperialists. Communists should con-
centrate their attention on the accumulation of revolu-
tionary strength through painstaking efforts and must be
ready to fight back against armed attacks by the bour-
geoisie whenever necessary. They should not lay one-
sided stress on peaceful transition and concentrate their
attention on this possibility; otherwise they are bound to
benumb the revolutionary will of the proletariat, disarm
themselves ideologically, be utterly passive and unprepared
politically and organizationally, and end up by burying the
cause of the proletarian revolution.”

One-Sided Emphasis Wrong

On the question of the transition from capitalism to
socialism, therefore, we should refer to two possibilities,
the possibility of peaceful transition and that of non-
peaceful transition, and should be prepared for both even-
tualities; and in our work we should place the emphasis
on painstakingly gathering the revolutionary forces and
be prepared at all times to repulse the counter-revolu-
tionary attacks. There is no harm in raising the question
of the possibility of peaceful transition; what is wrong is
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the view which places one-sided emphasis on the possi-
bility of peaceful transition.

This is what the revisicnists are today propagating.
While paying lip-service to the possibility of non-peaceful
transition, they are at all times directing their energies
and fashioning their tactics with the peaceful method of
transition as the only eventuality in sight. The source of
this revisionist distortion goes back to the first draft of
the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. prepared for the
Moscow Meeting in 1957. This draft referved only to the
possibility of peaceful transition and not at all to the
other possibility, namely, non-peaceful transition. It re-
ferred only to the parliamentary road and not at all to
any other form of struggle. This draft pinned the hope of
seizing state power by the parliamentary road on so-called
“cc-ordinated action of the Communists and socialists.”
In that document, even the idea of the possibility of non-
peaceful transition in some countries was not conceded.
That document actually and explicitly regarded the par-
liamentary road as the only road to socialism.

It is no wonder that the majority of the Central Com-
mittee of the Ceylon Communist Party who have turned
their back on revolutionary struggle and pinned their
hope exclusively on the parliamentary method of achiev-
ing victory for the working class, derived their inspira-
tion from the original draft of the Central Committee of
the C.P.S.U. This is clearly demonstrated by the complete
lack of any reference to, and their failure to define their
attitude to the theory of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat which Marxism has taught us, is the only means
by which the working class can achieve socialism.

Workers Must Be Warned About Possibility
Of Counter-Revolution

To the majority of the Central Committee of the
Ceylon Communist Party whose eyes are glued to the
portals of the bourgeois parliament we would like to point
out that, apart from the fact that history has not given us
a single example of peaceful transition from capitalism
to socialism, whenever the working class had become
powerful enough to be able to obtain a majority in parlia-
ment, the bourgeoisie has always dropped the pretensions
of parliamentary democracy and resorted to naked and
brutal dictatorship. History abounds with these examples.
Therefore, under these circumstances, not to warn the
working class to be ready to use revolutionary violence to
repulse the counter-revolutionary violence of the bour-
geoisie, i.e., in other words 1o be prepared for the even-
tuality of non-peaceful transition is in effect to leave the
working class disarmed in the face of the bourgeois
onslaught.

That is why we must refer to the two possibilities,
peaceful and non-peaceful transition. This would place us
in the position where we can have the initiative any
time. While we must refer to our desire for peaceful
transition, it would be wrong to over-emphasize such a
possibility. We must fully utilize the parliamentary strug-
gle (not to do so would be sheer sectarianism) but we
must realize its limited role. What is most important is
to proceed with the hard work of gathering the revolu-
tionary forces. We must take care that peaceful transi-
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tion to socialism should not be interpreted in such a way
as solely to mean ftransition through a parliamentary
majority. We must realize that the main question is that
of seizing state power, smashing the old state machinery,
and establishing a new state machinery that is, the dicta-
torship of the proletariat. The guarantee for the basic
means of production passing into the hands of the people
is first of all the seizure of state power by the working
class.

Lenin on Peaceful Transition

It is true that Marx and Lenin did raise the question
of peaceful transition under certain historical conditions.
Hewever, the “peaceful transition” spoken of by modern
revisionists and the peaceful transition mentioned by
Marx and Lenin are two fundamentally different concepts.
Under whatever historical conditions, with or without the
possibility of peaceful transition, Marx and Lenin always
proceeded from the standpoint of changing the status quo,
the standpoint of revolution and the standpoint of class
struggle, and thus arrived at the conclusion that the tran-
sition from capitalism to socialism is realized through pro-
letarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Let us clinch the issue with a quotation from Lenin:
“The dictatorship of the proletariat is so important that
anyone who repudiates it, or who merely renders lip-
service to it, cannot be a member of the Social Democratic
Party. It cannot be denied, however, that in certain cases,
as exceptions to the rule — for example, in a small state
adjacent to a big state in which the social revolution has
been accomplished — the bourgeoisie, having become con-
vinced that resistance is useless and preferring to save
their heads. may surrender power peacefully. It is much
more probable, of course, that even in small states, so-
cialism will not be achieved without civil wars. and there-
fore, the only programme international sccial democracy
can advance is the recognition of such a war, notwith-
standing the fact that violence against the person is not
part of our ideal.”

The section dealing with Yugoslavia is the most con-
fused section of a very confused document. The majority
of the Central Committee of the Ceylon Communist Party
de not seem to be able to make up their mind as to wheth-
er they should follow the baton and openly welcome
and embrace Yugoslav revisionism or whether they
should accommodate some of their important followers
inside the Central Committee who are still squeamish
about too openly violating the Moscow Declaration and
Statement.

It is only necessary to quote one paragraph from the
Moscow Statement on Yugoslav revisionism to demon-
strate how far the revisionists have departed from agreed
conclusions of the international communist movement:
“The Communist Parties have unanimously condemned
the Yugoslav variety of international opportunism, a
variety of modern revisionist ‘theories’ in concentrated
form. After betraying Marxism-Leninism. which they
termed obsolete, the leaders of the League of Communists
of Yugoslavia opposed their anti-Leninist revisionist pro-
gramme to the Declaration of 1957; they set the L.C.Y.
against the international communist movement as a whole,
severed their country from the socialist camp, made it
dependent on so-called ‘aid” from the U.S. and other im-
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perialists, 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-tloc 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 revision-
ists and active struggle to safeguard the communist move-
ment and the working-class movement from the anti-
Leninist ideas of the Yugoslav revisionists, remains an
essential task of the Marxist-Leninist parties.”

Hardly had the ink been dry on the signatures to
this document, within 24 hours, Khrushchev was toasting
Yugoslavia as a socialist country. His more recent con-
duct needs no ccmment. They provide an effective con-
trast to the way he handles relations with socialist China
and Albania.

Before we cenclude we cannot but comment on the
reference by the majority of the Central Committee of
the Ceylon Communist Party to extreme or ultra-revolu-
ticnarism. Men who have never been even within a
thcusand mile distance from any real revolution, men who
do not contemplate even the remotest possibility of a rev-
clution even in their wildest dreams. men who are fright-
ened at the very mention of the word revolution and who*
have turned their backs against all revolutionary strug-
gles — these are the men who are cautioning about ultra-
revolutionarism. And, whom are they cautioning? — the
tested and tried leadership of the Communist Party of
China who did not ccme to power in the wake of a vic-
torious Soviet Red Army but who, on the contrary, led
their Party and country to success in one of the most
complicated and protracted revolutions that the world has
ever seen. For the majority of the Ceniral Committee
of the Ceylon Communist Party to presume to advise
such a leadership. from whose advice they had benefited
in the past during two particular stages in the history
of the Party, is nothing short of impudence.

N. Sanmugathasan, Member of the Political Bureau of
the Central Committee

Premalal Kumarasiri, Member of the Political Bureau
of the Central Committee

D.N. Nadunge, Full Member of the Central Committze

D.K.D. Jinendrapala, Full Membter of the Central
Committee

Higgoda Dharmasena, Alternate Member of the Cen-
tral Committee

N.L. Perara, Alternate Member of the Central Com-
mittee

K. Kulaveerasingham, Alternate Member of the Cen-
tral Committee

W.S. de Siriwardana, Alternate Member of the Cen-
tral Committee

K.A. Wimalapala, Alternate Member of the Central
Cecmmittee

K. Manickavasagar, Alternate Member of the Central
Committee
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Protesting the Revisionist Leadership of
The Ceylon Communist Party

TITH 14 of its 35 members not present, the Central
Committee of the Ceylon Communist Party on Octo-
ber 27 passed a resolution te expel Sanmugathasan, Mem-
ber of its Political Bureau; two full and two Alternate
Membars voted against the resolution. Two days earlier,
the Party’s Central Committee suspended another Member
of the Political Bureau, Kumarasiri, from Party member-
ship. This unwarranted action followed in the wake of
the return of the Party’s Chairman S.A. Wickremasinghe
from his Moscow visil in mid-August.

Manipulated by some leaders of the Ceylon Communist
Party, its Central Committee on September 26 issued a
statement entitled “On Questions of the International Com-
munist Movement.” Parroting the tone of the C.P.S.U.
leaders, the statement attacked the correct stand of the
Cemmunist Party of China and also libelled the Albanian
Party of Labour.

The leaders of the Party then levelled charges against
Sanmugathasan and prohibited him from publishing
pamphlets and distributing “‘Chinese propaganda material.”
In early October, they dismissed Kumarasiri from his post
as editor-in-chief of the weekly Mawbima, a Sinhalese
organ of the Party, as well as H.M.P. Mohiden, editor-
in-chiefl of the weekly Deshabimani, a Tamil organ of the
Party.

Sanmugathasan’s Protest

Sanmugathasan issued a statement on October 28 pro-
testing against the Party leaders' action to expel him. “This
is unfortunate,” he said, “in the sense that it is going
to affect the unity of the communist and working-class
movement and give encouragement to the recactionaries
at a time when the maximum unity of the movement is
demanded, both in the political and trade union fields.
But, in another sense, this break was inevitable. We could
not have gone on for long carrying the dead weight of
revisionism inside our Party.”

Sanmugathasan pointed out that the majority of the
Party’s Central Committee were not interested in winning
power for the working class except keeping the parlia-
mentary seats of a few of its leaders safe and warm. “The
communist movement in this country,” he declared, “needs
a new and more dynamic and genuinely working-class
leadership which can recapture the old revolutionary spirit
and take the entire Left movement forward.”

In the statement he listed the immediate tasks for
his comrades and himself as follows:

“First. iranslate and publish immediately as many
Marxist classics as possible into Sinhalese:

“Second, bring out Kamkaruwa and Tholilali as good
working-class weeklies, with the perspective of turning
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them into the first working-class dailies within a
year;

“Third, start a Marxist theoretical journal in Sin-
halese and Tamil;

“Fourth, build the unity of the trade union movement
and achieve a united trade union centre as soon as pos-
sible;

“Fifth, organize the peasantry and build up a worker-
peasant alliance.”

Kumarasiri’s Reply

Kumarasiri published a letter in the Daily News of
Ceylon on October 26 in reply to the Party's Central Com-
miltee’s decision to suspend his Party membership. He
pointed out that the Party leaders have grossly violated
the Party Constitution, democratic centralism and the long-
cherished traditions of the Party, and have flagrantly
departed from and opposed the agreed conclusions of the
international communist movement and dragged the Party
into the mire of revisionism.

In his letter Kumarasiri pointed out that the charges
the Party’s Central Committee levelled against him “are
absolutely false.” He was even denied the right to put
his case before the Central Committee when he was dis-
missed from the post of editor-in-chief of the weekly
Mawbima and suspended “forthwith” [rom his Party mem-
bership.

Widespread Opposition

The anti-China statement of the leaders of the Ceylon
Communist Party and the punitive actions against San-
mugathasan and Kumarasiri met with widespread opposi-
tion from many Party organizations, rank-and-file mem-
bership and popular organizations.

Ten members of the Party’s Central Committee issued
a statement on October 27 (for full text. see p.9) refut-
ing the Party leaders’ anti-China statement.

More than half the number of the Party’s district
committees protested against the high-handed action of
the Party leaders. Cadres of the Czylon Trade Union
Federation and many trade unions affiliated with the
C.T.U.F. passed resolutions against the expulsion from the
Party of Sanmugathasan, who is General Secretary of the
C.T.UF.

On November 6, the Central Committee of the Fede-
ration of the Communist and Progressive Youth Lecague
of Ceylon passed resolutions condemning the Party’s Cen-
tral Committee’s decision to expel Sanmugathasan and
suspended Kumarasiri's membership, and called on mem-
bers of the youth federation to fight the revisionists
resolutely.



WELVE days of colourful and friendly contests, which
caught worldwide attention, marked the first Games of
the New Emerging Forces (GANEFO) which came to an
end on November 22. In spite of a sudden downpour the
final day saw a cheering crowd of 150,000 on hand to
watch the parade of 2,200 athletes from Asian, African,
Latin American and European countries while national
flags flew amidst the glow of a myriad of floodlights.
The keynote of the parade —and GANEFO itself — was
to be found in one of the huge slogans that draped the
grandstand in the main stadium of the Bung Karno sports
complex, “Onward, No Retreat!”

With Indonesian government officials, members of
the diplomatic corps in Djakarta and China’s Vice-Premier
Marshal Ho Lung attending, the closing ceremony was
presided over by President Sukarno who declared the first
GANEFO a great success. Calling all young men and
women of the new emerging countries to go to the second
GANEFO, he ended his speech by shouting: “Onward,
onward, no retreat! Onward to a new world, to a new
world of harmony among the people of all lands, to a new
world of mankind’s brotherhood!”

Spectacular Ball Games

Although the days of excitement in Djakarta are now
over, they will long remain in the memory of athletes and
fans alike. While the first five days of the games saw
five world records in track and field, weightlifting and
archery fall by the wayside, the last days were highlighted
by spectacular ball games.

One of the biggest attractions was the star-
studded table tennis tournament, in which 76
players from 15 Asian, Latin American and
European countries took part. The deft and ver-
satile Chinese men's and women's teams won all
the seven titles contended. The Korean men's
team was runner-up, edging out the Japanese
team which included Nobuya Hoshino, a former
world doubles champion. The Japanese women’s
team finished second, thanks to such top-notch
veterans as Fujie Eguchi. In the men’s singles,
first and second place went to China's Chuang
Tse-tung and Li Fu-jung, twice winner and
runner-up respectively in the world champion-
ships at Peking and Prague.

The football matches were cven more
spectacular. The battle in the [inals and for third
and fourth place kept the crowd on edge
throughout. In a match which was extended an
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First GANEFO Comes Through
With Flying Colours

extra 30 minutes, Uruguay played Democratic Viet Nam
to a 2-all draw with the former gaining third place only
by a flip of the coin. The final between the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea and the U.A.R. came im-
mediately before the closing ceremony. The regulation
90-minute contest was scoreless, each team having strong
backs and a shrewd goalkeeper to stave off all onslaughts.
During the 30-minute extension, the U.A.R. inside-right
slammed home a goal from five metres out. The Korean
team squared accounts when its halfback headed the ball
into the net. This ended scoring for the day, and the
issue was also decided by tossing a coin with the U.AR.
coming out on top.

In basketball, China won the men’s title after defeat-
ing Indonesia 103:70. Indonesia beat Korea 90:76 to take
second honours. Korea won the bronze medal after
defeating Brazil by default, the latter placed fourth after
going down before Indonesia 80:90, and losing to China
and Korea by default in the final round. The women's
title also went to China which defeated Korea and Indo-
nesia which finished second and third respectively.

The New Spirit at GANEFO

The more than 2,000 men and women from four con-
tinents who participated in the first GANEFO can look
back on a job well done. While some improved on na-
tional records in their own countries, others smashed con-
tinental records and a few set new world marks. The
people of the new emerging forces have thus made great
contributions to the development of physical culture and
have opened a new chapter in the history of world sports.

Swapping experience for common progress: a gel-togeiher of
Mexican, Chinese, U.A.R. and Indonesian divers
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GANEFO contestants at the main stadium of the Bung Karno sports complex

“We value medals but we value friendship more.”
This not only was the byword spoken in Indonesian, Chi-
nese, Japanese, English, French or Spanish in Djakarta
but also a guide to action on the field. Instances of ath-
letes from all countries learning from each other for com-
mon progress during the games were many. In fact, the
four-day track and field events were so peaceful that
members of the arbitration committee jokingly referred
to themselves as “the men who lose their job at the Games
of the New Emerging Forces.” All the athletes were as
good friends off the field as they were keen competitors
on the field. On the basis of democracy, unity, equality
and mutual help, they learnt from each other so that they
all raised their athletic level together.

This new spirit of the first GANEFO was praised by
China’s Vice-Premier Chen Yi at a Peking reception given
by the Afghan Minister of Interior now visiting China.
“The first GANEFO,” Vice-Premier Chen Yi said, ‘“has
fully demonstrated the new spirit and new style of the
Asian-African countries. They are: to respect each other
instead of giving oneselfl airs; to learn from ecach other
instead of looking at others with a jaundiced eye: to co-
operate and help each other instead of acting in one’s own
interest at the others’ expense; to draw a line between
friend and foe instead of acting as a cat’s-paw.” He be-
lieved that as long as this new spirit and new style was
carried on by the Asian-African countries, they would be
able to create fresh and still greater achievements in other
fields as well.

Before leaving Djakarta for home, China's Vice-
Premier Ho Lung pointed out that “the first GANEFO is
another event of tremendous historic significance after the
Bandung Conference, a great victory of the Indonesian
people, and the common victory for the peoples of Asia,
Africa, Latin America and the rest of the world in their
fight against imperialism and old and new colonialism.”

Writing editorially to hail the successful end of the
first GANEFO, Renmin Ribao (November 23), declared:

Today, monopoly, restrictions and political prejudice,
which are the practice of the imperialist elements in world
sports, have seriously worsened relations between sports
circles in various countries and poisoned the atmosphere
in world sports. For many years, imperialist elements
have held the international sports organizations in
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their grip. done things in their own arrogant arbitrary
way and done as they please to oust and hit the new
emerging forces. In striking contrast, GANEFO is a full
display of the spirit of democracy and equality; through
democratic consultations, exchange of views and joint
decisions, there has been true equality, mutual respect
with equal rights for all countries big or small,

The paper predicted that this new spirit of GANEFO
will have a far-reaching influence on sports throughout
the world.

Sports officials and athletes from various countries
also are unanimous in their praise of GANEFO for reflect-
ing the spirit of equality and democracy, brotherhood and
mutual respect among athletes of different countries.
Officials of GANEFO's organizing and competitions com-
mittees disclosed that, in contrast to the imperialist-
controlled Olympic Games, GANEFO has no discrimina-
tory rules and regulations. It has drawn up new com-
petition rules by taking into consideration the opinion of
the participating nations in the spirit of democratic con-
sultation.

To enable late-comers to take part. new regulations
were instituted as regards the deadline for entries. Thus,
in track and field competitions, entries could be made
two hours before an event began. For instance, Mohamad
Abdullah from Iraq, who entered the decathlon event the
day it started, emerged a gold medallist. Another case
in point was B. Ali of Algeria. Flying in on open-
ing day, he entered the following day and turned out to
be the gold medal winner in the men’s long jump. The
words of Abdel Ramadhan, leader of the Lebanese delega-
tion, are perhaps typical of the impressions of many in
GANEFO. He noted that all participating nations, big or
small, had the right to take part in GANEFO affairs and
to compete on an equal footing. “In other international
competitions,” he added, “we have often witnessed the
big nations bullying the smaller ones. But this never
happened at GANEFO.”

Excellent Organizational Work

No evaluation of the success of the first GANEFO,
however. is complete without reference to the excellent
organizational work of the host country which impressed
many people. An illustration was the comment of the
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Tunisian delegation head Lassaved Abdelhak who said
that the Indonesians “have done everything for satis-
factory organization — from living accommodations to
technical facilities.”

The excellent organizing work was made possible by
the enthusiastic support of the Indonesian people. Twenty-
five thousand worked for GANEFO to make it a success.
Indonesian youths volunteered to serve as typists, inter-
preters and guides. Many of them put in more than ten
hours at a stretch. Government offices and public
organizations in Djakarta loaned more than 1,000 cars and
buses for the use of the GANEFO participants. Workers,
students, office clerks, and housewives as well as business-
men throughout Indonesia donated a total of 2,000 million
rupiahs to finance the games.

The fact that it took only eight months to prepare
for the games, at which a total of 20 events took place
with competitions being held in as many as 14 different
locations daily, alone shows that people of the new emerg-
ing nations have the will and the ability to organize inter-
national sports meets of their own, and organize them
well.

GANEFO's Permanent Body Founded

The first GANEFO set the pace for making it a per-
manent fixture. The peoples of the new emerging coun-
tries and the rest of the world deem it necessary to ensure
that the games will be held regularly.

On November 24, the first GANEFO congress opened
in Djakarta. According to Maladi, Indonesian Minister of

Sports, one of its jobs was to confirm the principle of
opposing imperialism and colonialism and other basic
principles adopted last April at the GANEFO preparatory
conference.

Addressing the opening session, President Sukarno
proposed that the next step to be taken was to set up a
permanent sports organization for the new emerging
forces, which, he said, “can be found in any part of the
world, in the new emerging countries as well as in the old
ccuntries.”

The Chinese people back the carrying of GANEFO
forward. Jung Kao-tang, leader of the Chinese sports
delegation to GANEFO declared: “The Chinese people
and their sportsmen hope that a GANEFO organization
and a permanent body will be set up by the first GANEFO
congress, so that GANEFOs will continue to be held and
the GANEFO spirit will shine for ever.”

After a two-day session, by unanimous vote it was
decided to set up a permanent organization for the sports
movement of the new emerging forces and to formally
approve the GANEFO charter. The congress also decided
on the founding of the GANEFO Federation and elected
an executive board of 14 members as its governing body.
The charter stipulates that games shall be held once every
four years; in the intervening years members are en-
couraged to organize competitions among themselves.

A permanent international secretariat will be ac-
commodated at the headquarters in Djakarta and Cairo
was named the venue for the second GANEFO in 1967
with Peking as an alternate site.

Scenes of an Ili Autumn

— Visit to Ili Kazakh Autonomous Chou in Sinkiang

by KUO HSIAO-CHUAN

AFTER flying over grey stretches of desert, pale yellow

croplands and the snow-capped peaks of the Tienshan
Mountains, our plane suddenly landed at the edge of a
city amply planted with trees.

I was as dazzled as a bird from mountain wastes find-
ing itself in a garden ablaze with colour. It was quite
right that this city of Ining, the capital of the 1li Kazakh
Autonomous Chou in the Sinkiang Uighur Autonomous
Region, should have been called a *“‘garden city.” With its
flowers and its fruits, its trees and its roadside streams,
it makes a brilliant impression from spring through to au-
tumn. But for the moment I could not appreciate this:
I was fascinated by the brilliant and multicoloured clothes

of the people passing by which outshone the “garden city”
itself.

When I told some new acquaintances about these first
impressions of mine they explained to me that there are
people of over 13 different nationalities in the autonomous
chou and in Ining: Kazakhs, Uighurs, Huis, Hans, Man-
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chus, Mongols, Kirghiz, Uzbeks, Tatars, Tajiks, Hsipos,
Dahurs and Russians. There are also one or two Koreans,
Chuangs, Salas and others living there. The Kazakhs pre-
dominate in this rich and colourful multinational area.
But the richest and most colourful parts of it are not the
towns but the countryside.

Colourful Farms Give Good Harvest

We made a quick start and went along the banks of
the Ili to Huocheng where we visited several people’s com-
munes and state farms. Then we turned round and went
upriver, driving over 300 kilometres along the broad valley
of the Ili River and the Gungnais, one of its tributaries.
At Hsinyuan we visited two more people’s communes and
the state farm run by the No. 12 Regiment of the Produc-
tion and Construction Corps of the People’s Liberation
Army, famous for its high wheat and maize production.

Wherever I went — to people’s communes, state farms
or the steppe — I always saw marvellous scenery. In large
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fields and in small the fresh green shoots ol
the winter wheat were already burgeoning,
and beside the wheatfields the maize that was
still unharvested shone golden in the sun. In
the fields where the maize had already been
reaped Dongfanghong (East Is Red) tractors
and horse-drawn ploughs were busily turning
over the dark brown soil.

On the outskirts of villages were thresh-
ing-floors where the maize lay piled in rich,
yellow heaps and the straw was stacked, and
where the air was filled with the sounds of
winnowing-fans and threshing machines as
people worked. Over the walls and through
the gateways of the peasants’ houses could be
seen red apples in the orchards and grapes the
colour of green and purple jade hanging from
trellisses. Out on the steppe the greens, reds
and yellows of the grass were relieved by
white flocks of sheep just down from the
mountains and the reddish brown of cat-
tle and horses. A painter could not have done better.

This year's harvest has certainly been a good
one for this valley as well as for the rest of the
autonomous chou. This was proved at every commune
and state farm 1 visited. The Qingshuihe People’s
Commune in Huocheng, and the October and Red
Banner People’s Communes in Hsinyuan have all put
their grain output up well above last year’s. At No. 12
Regiment’s Farm the average per-mu yield of wheat
was over 350 jin, while that of maize was over 600
jin. Many comrades who knew the district well told
me that industry, stockbreeding, farming and cul-
tural and educational work were making rapid progress
in the autonomous chou. In farming, for example, the
cultivated area has been more than trebled since libera-
tion, the average annual harvests for grain from 1950 to
1961 have been 74.4 per cent higher than the 1949 one,
and those for oil-bearing crops during the same period
were 204.8 per cent above the output of 1949. Although
the Ili area suffered natural calamities of unusual severity
last year, the harvest was reasonably good. Even before
the harvest had all been brought in this year, it was clear
that it was better. Stockbreeding has done very well in
the past three years.

Secret of lli’s Success

I asked some of my companions to explain to me how
this multinational area has gained these brilliant suc-
cesses. This is what they told me.

“The most important thing has been putting into
effect the nationalities policy and achieving solidarity
between nationalities under the leadership of the Com-
munist Party.”

They went on to say that without the leadership of
the Party and close solidarity between the people of all
nationalities such splendid achievements and such rapid
development would have been impossible. Experience
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A sheep ranch in the Ili area

has shown that the roots of national strife and friction
lay in the oppression and exploitation by the reactionary
ruling classes, and that while these have been fundamen-
tally abolished the last traces of their influence have not
yet been completely wiped out. Dilferent religious be-
liefs and social customs between nationalities can also
lead to disharmony. Bul now there is mutual respect
between different religious beliefs and different customs.
They have also learnt from experience that language bar-
riers can prevent understanding. But now many Han
cadres and ordinary people have learnt the minority
languages, while cadres and masses of the Kazakh, Uighur
and other nationalities have learnt Han. Many Han chil-
dren have such Kazakh or Uighur names as Kamela, Ba-
timai, or Wanlakahan; while some of the children of the
minority peoples have Han names like Hsing-fu (Hap-
piness), Ho-ping (Peace) or Chieh-fang (Liberation).

Anyone who has no ulterior motives can see that here
the people of all nationalities are united. But what has
this unity got to do with the rapid development of all
kinds of socialist undertakings and the great successes in
farming and stockbreeding?

National Question Is a Class One

On the morning of the second day after my return
to Ining I put this question to the chou head Irhal (a
Kazakh) and to the vice-head Abdulharman Sulitan (an
Uighur). Irhal. able but youthful, was a poor herds-
man by origin. He answered my question in an easy
manner.

“The national question is really a class one: and
national solidarity is basically class solidarity. (In the
interests of the working people we must, of course, unite
with all possible forces besides them.) All the workers
and peasants of the world are one big family, and there
exists the basis for close solidarity between the different
sections of working people. Our unity shows itselfl prin-
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