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RE \/ IEW Among the major events of the week:
® The Chinese press published the reply of the C.P.C. Central
< ) C(-immitlee to a leuex.' (also published) from the C.P.S.U. Central Com-
bk /’1“ A 4& mitlee dated June 15, 1964.
® A Peking mass rally celebrated the 11th anniversary of Cuba’s
(BEWJING ZHOUBAO) July 26 armed uprising.
A WEEKLY MAGAZINE OF CHINESE ® Chairman Liu Shao-chi and Premier Chou En-lai sent & joint
NEWS AND VIEWS message of greetings to U.AR. President Gamal Abdel Nasser on the
- eve ol the United Arab Republic’s National Day.
July 31, 1964 Vol. VI No. 31 ® Chairman Liu Shac-chi and Premier Chou En-lai on July 22
sent greetings to Emperor Haiic Selassie T of Ethiopia on the occasion
of his birthday and Ethiopia’s National Day.
CONTENTS ® The All-China Federation of Trade Unions and nine other
mass organizations sent messages to their Korean counterparts greet-
THE WEEK 3 ing the 11th anniversary of victory in the Korean national-liberation
war.
ARTICLES & DOCUMENTS ® The Chinese press published:
C.P.C. Cenfral Committee’s — four letters of the Centrai Committee of the Communist Party
Reply to the C.P.S.U. of Japan in reply to letiers of the C.P.S.U. Central Committee,
Central Committee’s Let- — exiensive exiracts of an article in the July 11 issue of Akahata,
ter ol June 15, 1964 5 oregan of the C.P.J., entitled “Anti-A-H-Bomb Movement and the
Lotter of (e Cential Coi- zp!iﬁers’ ’L‘hcori.cs and Prutticc‘; which is an appraisal of the 9th World
miltee of the CP.S.U. of onference Against A- and H-Bombs.
June 15, 1964, to the —an arficle from the Rumanian magazine Econovimic Life (No. 24)
Cetitrsl ‘Committes of the entitled “Concepts Contrary to the Basic Principies of Economic Rela-
C.PC. 19 tions Between Socialist Countries.”
—the July 27 editorial of the Korean newspaper Rodong
Holding Aloft the Banner Shinmoon entitled “Bisruptive Activities Against the Communist
ol Revolution Party of Japan Absolutely Cannot Be Allowed.”
— Renmmin Ribao Editorial 19
Chiiia.  .Acdainia Cuba's Chairman Mao Reaceives U.S-made U-2 plane of the Chiang
Advance Vietnamese Delegafions 1“‘(‘)‘*““:‘ gang. i .
— O RIS i 9 n the evening of the same day,
SiR: Comeespnden) 4 On July 27, Chairman Mac Tse- Chairman Mao and other Party and
Japanese C.P. Central Com- tung received and had a cordial and  giate leaders saw Sperk Amid the
mittee Replies to C.P.S.U. friendly talle with members of three Reeds, a Peking opera on a modern
Central Committee 21 Vietnamese delegations. They were  {heme —an episode of the revolu-
1 Japanese C.P. Severely De- the delegation of the Viet Nam Com- ficnary New Fourth Army’s opera-
nounces Fallacies About mitlee of World Peace and the Viet tions in the War of Resistance
i Tripartite Treaty 24 Nam Commiitee for Afro-Asian Peo- Against Japan. Both the audience
Coiiciols Contiaty &5 1 ple’s Solidarity headed by Tran Huy and the members ol the Peking
';;;-;;;»‘Pri:z :{n\ f” E ‘1(_\ Lieu; the delegation of the South Opcra Theatre of Peking which per-
. DSy S L Viet Nam National Front for Libera- formed gave Chairman Mao and
nomic Relations Belween . i ) £ : s {her leaders a great ovalion as they
Socialist Countries tion headed by Thich Thien Hao and © Q ; g v €]
— Economic Life Article 28 the Viet Nam Journalists Delegation Wwent on stage lo congratulate the
headed by Tran Minh Tuocec. FOMIDBILY:
ROUND TIIE WORLD 41 )
KCHOSS TR LARD 4 | Chairman Mac Receives Qir Force N.P.C. Approves (964 Eudget
Pait Which Townad ¥-2 Flans The Standing Committce of the
On July 23 Chairman Mao Tse- Hational P(..“m.h Ct.:z;l\-s:;.’lle:l'.j i
Published every Friday by PEKING FEVIEW tung and other leaders of the Party 124th meeting on July 22. Alter
Pai Won Chuang, Peking (37), China and state received officers and men hearing a report by Li Hsien-nien,
Coble Address: Peking 2910 of an heroic unit of the Chinese Vice-Premicr of the Stiate Council,
Post Offica Registration No. 2-922 People’s Liberation Army Air Foree il examined and approved the {inal
Printed in the People’s Republic of China that has brought down one more stale accounts [or 1965 and the dreait
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state budget for 1964 submitted by

the State Council. Hsinhua Refutes Pravda’s Slanders

In its 1resolution approving the
final 1963 accounts and 1964 slale
budeet the N.P.C. Standing Commit-
tce notes that the [inal accounts of
both revenue and expenditlure in
1963 exceeded the ecstimate submit-
ted by the State Council fo the last

On July 8, the Sovicl paper Pravda published a slanderous piece alleg-
ing that China collaborates with Portugal, that it does not deny possible
establishment of diplomatic relations with that country and that China
uses Macao to export opium, and so on and so forth. These calumnics
were repeated on July 9 in the news bulletin of the Soviet Embassy in
Ceylon. Therefore, Hsinhua News Agency has been authorized to make
the following statement:

N.P.C. plenary  session.  Revenue

showed an cven greater increase. “The allegations aboul Sino-Portuguese relations published in Pravda
This reflected the new situation of arc oul-and-out fabrications copied from the imperialist press
an all-round turn for the better that with the aim of undermining, as the imperialists are doing, the

comradeship-in-arms between the Chinese people and African peoples
who are waging a heroic struggle against the Portuguese colonialists.
China has never considered establishment ol diplomatic relations with
Portugal and has always given staunch, unconditional support to the
siruggle of the people of Portugucse colonies against Porfuguese colonial
rule, It is the firm and unalterable policy of China to support resolutely
all struggles, including armed struggle, of all oppressed peoples and
nations ol Alrica. Asia and Latin Amcrica and other parts of the world
against U.S. imperialism and old and new colonialism. It is the
leadership of the Soviet Union, not China, that has described the anti-
colonialist slruggle of the people of a certain African couniry as the
internal affair of a certain metropolitan country in Europe. It is the
leadership of the Soviet Union, not China, that has described the armed

has begun in the national economy,
savs the resolution. It describes this
as a great victory of the people of
all nationalities of China under the
leadership of the Chinese Commu-
nist Party and Chairman Mao Tse-
tung. achieved by holding aloft the
banner of the general line for social-
ist construction, by carrying through
’ the genecral policy of taking agricul-
ture as the loundation and industry

as the leading factor in developing
the national economy, and by relying
on their own efforts in building so-
cialism.

The resolution also poinis out that
the 1964 budget guarantees a [urther
all-round  improvement in the na-
tional economy. It describes the na-
tion’s political and economie situa-
tion as excellent and getting betler
and better. In such a situation, it
declares, and with concerted efforts
of the people of all nationalities
throughout the country who are
united as one, it is certain that the
1964 state budget can be successlully
fullilled

International Seciencs Meet
In Peking

Scientists from many countries in
Asia.  Africa. Latin  America and
Occania. including a number of peo-
ple of worldwide fame, are coming
lo attend the international secientific
symposium - scheduled to open in
China’s capital on August 20.

An academic meeting devoted to
various branches of science, the 1964
Peking Symposium was conceived
and decided on at a preparatory con-
ference of scientisis of 22 countries
held in Peking last September. Since
then. intensive preparations have
been under way among the scientists

struggles of the colonial peoples as sparks which can touch off a world

war and thus dares not support them.

Again it is the leadership of the

Soviet Union, not China, that has led the troops of the United Nations
which is under the manipulation of US. imperialism into a newly inde-

pendent African country.

It is ludicrous for Pravda to try to raise its

own status and smear others by borrowing muck from imperialism. China

cannot be harmed by such vilification.

should worry about.

It is you yourselves whom you

By doing as vou did, what difference is there left

between you and Western imperialism?"”

of these countries. On their return
home the participants reported back
to their respective governmenis or
scienlific institutions on the proceecd-
ings and decisions of the preparatory
conference, and publicily and organ-
izational work then got going in all
countries wishing lo take part.

Chinese scientifie circles. in line
with the principles laid down at
the 22-nation preparatory conference,
have worked hard to get everything
in Peking ready for the symposium.

By July 25, the symposium organ-
izevs had already rececived 216 pa-
pers covering subjects on natural
and social sciences, including engi-
neering, agricullure and medicine.
Chinese scienlists are coniributing
42 papers. A preliminary run through
gives a certainty of fruitful dis-
cussions. A number of papers sum
up the resulls of decades of scienti-
fic research: others present new
viewpoints hitherto unrecorded in

existing international scientific lit-
erature; still others supplement and
develop existing theorvies in certain
branches of science or describe new,
practical achievements that have
plaved an important role in devel-
opmg  production in their respec-
tive countries. A characteristic of
these papers is that most are the re-
sult of profound research which,
when carried out, closely considered
actual conditions in the various coun-
tries. and was underfaken in a spirit
of developing science in one’s own
country in a self-reliant way.

The symposium will undoubted!y
make useful coniributions to the
growing co-operation and solidarity
among scientilic circles in the four
continents.  Participants have high
expectations of it in promoting
academic discussion and in helping
the development of the national
economies, culture and science of
their respective countries.
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C.P.C. Central Committee’s Reply to
The C.P.S.U. Central Committee’s
Letter of June 15, 1964

July 28, 1964

The Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Seviet Union

Dear Comrades,

The Central Commitiee of the Communist Party
of China has received the leiter ol the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
dated June 15, 1964. This letter was not delivered to us
until June 20, whercas ils contents had already been
disclosed in the bourgeois press in the West before the
20th.

In your letter you distorl and reject the reasonable
proposal advanced in our lelter of May 7, 1964, and
turn a deal ear to the views of the many [raternal Par-
ties demanding unity and opposing a split. In this let-
ter ol yours. you have laid down a revisionist political
programme and a divisive organizational line for an in-
ternational meeting of the fraternal Parties. This shows
that you are determined to prepare and call such a
meeting arbitrarily, unilaterally and illegally with the
aim of effecting an open split in the international com-
munist movement.

On the question of convening an international meet-
ing of the [ralernal Parties, the Communist Party of
China has always adhered to Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism and advocaled a meeling
of unity on the basis of Marxism-Leninism alter full
preparation and by unanimous agreement reached
through consultation: it is firmly opposed 1o a schismalic
meeting. We have invariably persisied in this stand.
You say in your letter that we “make a volle-lace.”
This is mercely an atlempt to substitute lies for facls.

What are the [acts?

As early as the spring of 1962, that is. shovlly after
the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U., the C.P.C. actively
supported the proposal made by the Communist Party of
Indonesia. the Workers’ Parly of Viet Nam and the
Communist Party of New Zealand for the convoca-
fion of an infernational meeling of the fraternal Par-
ties to eliminate the differences which you had brought
into the open before the enemy. In its letter to you
dated April 7, 1962. the Central Commitiee of the C.P.C.
declared that it “wholeheartedly supports the proposal
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lo convene a meeting of the fraternal Pariies” and
pointed out that to ensure its success “many dilliculties
and obstacles have to be overcome beforehand and
much preparatory work has to be done.” You seem to
have either forgotten or f{ailed to understand these
words. If you have forgotten them, it shows how bad
your memory is; if you have failed to understand them,
it teslifies to the poverty of your comprehension.
Didn’t we clearly state that to make a success of the
meeting “many difficulties and obstacles have to be
overcome beforehand and much preparatory work has
to be done™?

We took this stand with the aim of eliminating the
differences and strengthening unily in the interest of
the common struggle against the enemy. However, in
yvour letter of May 31, 1962, you rejected the proposal
for convening an international meeting of the fraternal
Parties.  You subscquently look a servies of sleps (o
worsen the relations between the Chinese and Soviet
Parties and between our two countries, and at the suc-
cessive congresses of five European [raternal Parties in
the winter of 1962 you stirred up a fresh adverse current
against the Chinese Communist Party and other [rater-
nal Marxist-Leninist Parties.

Despite all this, in July 1963 the Central Committce
of the Chinese Communist Party sent a delegation to
Moscow [or the talks between our two Parties. We had
hoped that these talks would yield positive results and
thus make a confribulion to the preparations for con-
vening an international meeting of the fraternal Parties.
However. you showed not the slightest sincerily with
regard to these talks. In the midst of them you pub-
lished your Open Letter of the Central Commitice of the
C.P.S.U. to Pariy Organizations and All Communists in
the Soviet Union, thus widening and deepcning the
dilferences in the international communist movement
and erecting lurther road-blocks in the way of an in-
ternational meeting.

In the spring of 1964 we made another major effort
to overcome the many obstacles set by you and to bring
about a meeting of unity on the basis of Marxism-Lenin-
ism. Since in your letter to us dated November 29,
1963, you had merely paid lip service to unily and
[ailed to put forward any concrefe measures lor con-
vening an international mecting., we on our part made
a four-point proposal in our letter to you dated Febru-
ary 29, 1964, for the preparation and convocation of an
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international meeting of the fraternal Parties. The pro-
po=al reads as follows: (1) For the cessation of the
public polemics it is necessary {for the Chinese and
Sovict Parlies and other [raternal Parties concerned to
hold various bilateral and multilateral talks in order to
[ind through consultation a [lair and reasonable for-
mula acceptable to all and to conclude a common agree-
ment. (2) The Chincse Comimunist Party consistently
advocates and actively supporls the convening ol a
meeling of representatives of all Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties. Prior to the meeting adequate preparvations
should be made, and difficulties and obstacles should
be overcome. Together with the other fraternal Par-
ties. we will do everything possible (o ensure that this
meeting will be a meeting of unily on the basis of the
revolutionary principles of Marxism-Leninism. (3) The
resumption of talks between the Chinese and Soviet
Partics is a neecssary preparatory step for making the
meeting of the fraternal Parties a success. We propose
that the {alks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties
be resumed in Peking, [rom October 10 to 25. 1964. (4)
In order to make further preparations for the mecting
ol representatives of all fraternal Parties, we propose
that the Sino-Soviet talks be followed by a meeting of
vrepresentatives of 17 fralernal Parties, namely. the
Parties of Albania, Bulgaria, China, Cuba, Czechoslo-
vakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary,
Korea. Mangolia, Poland, Rumania. the Soviet Union
and Viet Nam, and the Parties of Indonesia. Japan, Italy
and France,

On your part what have you been doing in the last
few muonths?

On February 12 this year and behind our backs,
you sent a letter direcled against the C.P.C. to {ra-
ternal Parties in a plot to take “collective measures”
against us. We have repeatedly asked you to send us
a copy of this letter. However, to this day you refuse
to do so and are still obligaicd to us on this score.

At the Plenum of the Central Committee of the
C.P.S.U. on February 14 this year. you delivered an
anti-Chinese report and adopted an anti-Chinese
decision. crying that you would “come out openly and
strongly against the incorrect views and dangerous
actions of the C.P.C. leadership.”

On April 3 you published the anti-Chinese docu-
ments of the February Plenum of the Ceniral Com-
nmittee of the C.P.S.U. and proceeded to launch a new
anli-Chinesa campaign. According to incomplete statis-
tics, in April alone your central press and that of the
Union Republics earvied more than a thousand articles
and other items attacking China.

You have brought great political and organizational
pressure {o bear upon frateinal Parties. intensified your
subversive and divisive activities within fraternal Par-
ties. and extended your collusion with delectors. rene-
gades, Troiskyites, the Tito clique and reactionaries of
every descriplion.  For example. you staged the act of
betrayal by Yoshic Shiga, Ichizo Suzuki and others in
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order {o injure the Japanese Communist Party which
upholds Marxism-Leninism.  You are busy ganging up
with the Indoncsian reactionaries in order to injure the
Communist Party of Indonesia which upholds Marxism-
Leninism.

All this shows that you ave actively working for
an open split in the international communist movement,
In order to rush a schismatic mceting, you proposed a
pressing timetable in your letier of March 7, 1964, in
which the holding of talks beiween the Chinese and
Soviet Parties was scheduled for May this year, that
of the preparatory meeting ol 26 fraternal Parties for
June-July and that of the international meeting of the
[raternal Paiiics for the autumn. This revealed the
steps you wanted to take in hastening an open split.

We have given serious and repeated thought {o the
grave situation caused by your divisive activities and
seen through your intention to hold a schismatic meet-
ing. Therelore, we pointed oul in our letter of May 7
this year that it would be better to hold the interna-
tional meeting of fraternal Parties later rathcr than
earlier, or even not to hold it, in these circumstances.
For the same reason we made the proposal in that let-
ter that it would be more appropriate to postpone the
talks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties till some
time in the [irst hall of next year. say May, and pointed
cut that. judging by present circumstances, it might 1e-
quire perhaps four or five years. or even longer. to com-
plete the preparvations for an interrational meeting.

In shori. in order to eliminate the differences and
strengthen unity in the interest of the common strug-
gle against the enemy, we have always stressed that
“many diiliculties and obstacles have to be overcome”
and “much preparatory work has to be done” so as
to convene a meeling of unity on the basis of Marxism-
Leninisrn. When you failed to make any conerete pro-
posal for convening an inlternational meeting, it was lor
the purpose of upholding unity and opposing a split
that we put forward a concrete proposal for the prep-
aration ol such a meecting in our letter of February 29.
When yeu decided to convene a schismatic meeting, it
was likewise for the purpose of upholding unity and
opposing a split that we called fer more time to over-
come the greater number of dilliculties and obsiacles
and to make a series of preparations in our letter of
May 7. We have consisiently opposed a hurried meet-
ing and the attempt io split the international com-
munist movement, because it would be delrimental to
the strengthening of unity and to the common strugule
against the enemy.

In the past you too said that an international meet-
ing could not be convened belore ample proparations
were made. On January 16, 1963. N.S. I<hrushichov. the
First Secretary of the Ceniral Committee of the
C.P.S.U., said that if the meeting were to be held in a
hurry, it would lead to “the danger of a split.” Why
is it that you have made a volte-face and are trying to
prepare and convene an international meeting in a
blitzkrieg-like manner?

Peking Review, No. 31




Fresumably you think that your so-called preparva-
tions are almost complete. Bul from the above-stated
Tacts people can see clearlv that what vou call prepara-
tions are aimed not at the elimination ol differences
and the strengthening of unity but at the cxacerbation
ol differences and the creation of a split. You are not
preparing to convene a meeting of unity but preparing
io convene a schismatic meceting.

Obvicusly, the more such preparations you make,
the greater the obstacles you place in the way of a
meeting ol unily, the greater the necessity for more
arduous and protracted preparations by the Marxist-
Leninist Parties to overcome these obslacles. and the
farther the date for a meesting of unity on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism will recede.

In your letter of June 15 this year, you insist on
hastily preparing and calling a schismatic meeting. This
runs altogether counter to the common aspirations of
all the Marxist-Leninist Parties of the world for a meet-
ing ol unity. -

Your letter demonstrates that you have prepared a
revisionist political programme for an international
meeting to split the world communist movement.

In your letter you say that at this meeting you
will “seek [or ways to unily and not {o dissociation”
and will concentrale on revealing what there is “in
common’ so as to “fermulate common positions.” This
is a pure [raud.

You arrogantly proclaim in your letier that the
20th Congress of the C.P.S.U. is “the symbol of . . . a
new line of the entire world communist movement™ and
state that you “will firmly continue to follow™ the line
laid down by the 20th and 22nd Congresses of the
C.P.S.U. You also say menacingly that whoever does
not approve of the line of the 20th and 22nd Congresses
ol the C.P.S.U. represenis “the reaction of conservative
forces in the communist movement to the creative
Marxism-Leninism of the medern epoch™ and “is
permeated with the ideclogy of the personality cult.”
This means that you flagrantly want to impaose on the
entire international communist movement the revisionist
line which was initiated at the 20th Congvess of the
C.F.S.U. and rounded off inte a complete system at its
22nd Congress. In asserting that it is necessary, “in
keeping with the changes thal have occuwrred in the
international situation. to supplement and ¢laborate the
ideas of the Declarvation and Statement. and creatively
examine and solve new problems,” you actually want to
substitute the revisicnist line of the 20th and 22nd
Congresses of the C.P.S.U. for the Marxist-Leninist rev-
olutionary principles of the Declaraiion and the
Statement.

In the light of yowr views and activities over the
yesrs, one can clearly see the revisionist ¢ssence of the
major theses which youir letter contains and which you
are irying to impose cn the international meeting.
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In asserting that “moust of the socialist couniries
are completing an important period of their develop-
ment and are approaching new heights in the consiruce-
tion of a new scciety,” you uactually want to intreduce
the “party of the entire people” and the “state ol the
whole people.” change the proletarian character of
the Communist Parties. abolish the dictatorship of the
proletariatl and open the [leodgates to the restoration of
capitalism.

In saying that the socialist countries nced “to im-
preve the ferms of ce-operation and mutual assistance”
and “ce-ordination of political and ccenomic activities.”
you really want the [raternal countries to obey vour
baton and become your dependencies or colonies
ccecnomically, politically and militarily.

In claiming that “there is now much that is new in
the forms ol organization and the metheds™ of struggle
of the working class of the capitalist countries. you are
actually propagating the “parliamentary road” and the
theory of “structural reform,” “peaceful {ransiticn”™ and
the liquidation of proletarian revolution.

In stating that “the disintegration of imperialism’s
colonial system has entered its closing stage.” vou really
want 1o liquidate the struggle of the oppressed nations
against imperialism and old and new colonialism.

In reducing the external policy of the socialist
countries solely to that ol “preserving peace and promot-
ing peaceful coexistence,” you are actually opposcd to
struggling against imperialism and to supporting the
revolution of the oppressed peoples and nations.

In substituting the concept that “the imperialist
reactionaries led by the wild men of the U.S. and other
imperialist powers” for the concept that “US. imperi-
alism has become an cnemy of the peoples of the whole
world™ as slated in the Statement of 1860. you actually
want to ally yourselves with the U.S. ruling clique,
whom you call “wise men,” and in partnership with U.S.
imperialism to carve up the world and oppose the rev-
olutionary struggles of the peoples of all countries.

What you mean by “settling the differcnces.”
revealing what there is “in common™ and the necessity
to “attend the proposed confervence . . . with a construe-
tive pregramme” boils down to one thing: you really
want to force the Marxisi-Leninist Parties to accept the
revisionist line peddled by the 20th and 22nd Con-
gresses of the C.P.S.U.

Your favourite trick is to {ryv and make capital out
of the sentence in the Declaration of 1957 and the State-
ment of 1960 concerning the 20th Congress of the
C.P.S.U. But you know perfectly well that the Chinese
Cemmunist  Party has always been against that
sentence. Al both meetings ol the [raternal Parties, vou
made repeated requesis claiming that you would lace
great difficullies unless the senlence was included. It
was out of consideration for your difficullies that we
made concessions on this point. At the meeling in 1960
the delegation of the Chinese Comimunist Parly stated
that this was the last time il would do so. It is
absolutely impermissible that you should use this
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sentence as a subterfuge for pushing your revisionist
line or as a big stick with which to attack fraternal
Marxist-Leninist Parties. Why must all Parties submit
to the resolutions of a single Party? Why should it be
considered a great crime if they refuse to do so? May
we ask, what kind of logic is this? What kind of
principle for guiding the relations among fraternal
Parties is this?

It must be pointed out that the revisionist line of
your 20th and 22nd Congresses is the root causc of
the dilferences in the present international communist
movement. In recent years, this revisionist line of
yours has met with opposition from more and more
Marxist-Leninist Parties and Marxist-Leninists, and it
is being increasingly discredited. A thorough ecrili-
cism and repudiation of your revisionist line is impera-
tive if the international meeting of the fraternal Par-
ties is to be a meeting of unity on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism. You are trying hard to impose this revi-
sionist line on the international meeting of the fraternal
Parties, and this only serves to show that you are
detfermined to call a meeting o bring about an opcn
split.

The procedure and steps you advance in your
letter for the illegal preparalion and convocalion of
an international meeting constitute a comprehensive
organizational plan for openly splitting the international
communist movement.

You have premedilated everything: what kind of
meeting it is to be. who should prepare it, who should
take part in it and who should convene it—on all
these questions you claim the last word. To you. all
the fraternal Parties are mere puppets qualified only
to move at your command. These practices of yours
are permeated with the spirit of great-power chauvin-
ism and of a “patriarchal father party.”

First, on the preparatory meeting for an interna-
tional meeting of the fraternal Parties. In our leller
of February 29 this year we proposed a preparatory
meeting consisting of the representatives of 17 fra-
ternal Parties, but you did not agree. In our lelter
of May 7 we stated that in principle we are not againsl
increasing the number of participants in the prepara-
tory meeting, bul that first consideration should be
given lo those fraternal Parties which uphold Marxism-
Leninism. In your present letter you still refuse to
consider our reasonable proposal and insist that the
preparatory meeting consist of the representatives of
the 26 Parties.

You cannot have forgotten that it was the Central
Committee of the Chinese Communist Party which. in
its letter to you on the eve of the Bucharest meeling
ol 1960. proposed the formalion of a commiltee to dralt
the decuments for the Moscow meeting of 1960, and
that the 26 members of the dralting commitlee were
subsequently decided on through consullation among
the fraternal Parties. These 26 fralernal Parties werce
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only members of the drafting committee for the Mos-
cow meeting of 1960, and they have no hereditary
rights; they are not the members of a permanent or-
ganization for preparing all international meetings;
moreover, no such permanent organization has ever
existed.

We have already said in our letter of May 7, 1964,
that the situation now is vastly different [rom thal in
1960. Two Parties now exist in some of the 26 coun-
tries and you and we differ as to which of the two
should atiend the meeting. while many f{raternal Par-
ties also hold differing opinions.

On the question of convening the preparatory meet-
ing of ihe international meeting and its participants,
il is necessary to achieve unanimity through consulta-
tion among the fraternal Parties. or otherwise no pre-
paratory meeting of whatever kind will be legal.

Sccond, on the talks between the Chinese and
Soviet Parties. The Communist Party of China and
many {raternal Parties maintain thal the holding of
talks between the Chincse and Soviet Parlies is a
necessary preparatory step for the convening of the
internalional meeting.  You also said so in the past.
Even in your letter of March 7 this year vou still
talked about ““the necessily of continuing the bilateral
meeting of representatives of the C.P.S.U. and the
C.P.C. and of alterwards preparing and calling a
meeting of all the Communist and Workers” Parties.”

But in your present letter you separale the talks
between the Chinese and Soviet Parties [rom the pre-
paratory work [for the international meeting of the
fraternal Partics and avoid giving an answer to the
concrele proposal in our lefter of May 7 concerning
the continuance of these bilateral talks, only mention-
ing vaguely that the question of these talks “can be
decided at any time by agreement between the C.P.S.U.
and C.P.C." Clearly, you now regard the occurrence
or non-occurrence of the talks betwecen the Chinese
and Soviet Parties as of little import and are irving to
brush them aside and to prepare and call an interna-
tional meeting without allaining an agreement through
consultation between our two Parties. What is this
il not a resolve to call a meeting to precipilate a split?

Third. on the composition of the international
meeting of the [raternal Parties. It is stated in your
letter that all those Parties which took part in the
meetings of 1957 and 1960 and signed their documents
are entitled o attend. What is the meaning ol this?
Everyone is aware that the renegade Tito clique took
part in the meeting of 1957 and signed the *Peace
Manifesto.”  Obviously, you intend to smuggle the
Tito clique—a clique which the 1960 meeting unani-
mously condemned — into the international meeting of
the fraternal Parties. We are sirongly opposed to this.

On the question of mew participants in the inter-
national meeling. you have put forward in your lelter
a most absurd criterion, according to which only Lhose
Parties supporting your revisionist ‘“general ling”
should participate, while the Marxis{-Leninist Parties
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which have been rebuilt after breaking with revision-
ism would not be allowed to participate. We tell you
frankly, this will never do. If the international meet-
ing of the fraternal Parties is to be a meeling of unily
on the basis of Marxism-Leninism, these Marxisi-
Leninist Parties will of course be entitled to participate,
and no one has any right to exclude them. If you
intend to hold a schismatic meeting of revisionisls. it
is absolutely futile for you to expect the Marxist-
Leninist Parties to join you in your scheme for split-
ting the international communist movement.

Fourth, on the question of the convener of an inter-
national meeting of the fraternal Parties. In your letter
you say that the C.P.S.U. has a “special responsibility™
in the matter of calling international meetings, and you
quote the decision of the meeting of 1957 and Comrade
Mao Tse-tung’s speech. But the wording of the deci-
sion you quote is clear: “Entrust the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union with the [unction of convening
meetings of the Communist and Workers' Parties in
consultation with the haternal Parties.” In other wovds,
the C.P.S.U. must hold consultations with the fraternal
Parties before calling any meeling.  In relerring to
the C.P.S.U.’s initiative in calling international meet-
ings, Comrade Mao Tse-tung presupposed prior consul-
tations with the [raternal Parties. and there has never
been the slightest implication that you may act arbi-
trarily.  Morcover. we wish to point out that the
principle of reaching unanimity through consultation
among the fraternal Parties was established at the
meeting of the fraternal Parties in 1960. Thercfore,
it is necessary to get the unanimous approval ol the
fraternal Parties to call an international meeling, and
in no case should some of the [raternal Parties impose
their will on others and compel them to agree to the
holding of a meeting. Should you dare to violate this
principle by refusing to reach a unanimous agreement
through consultation with all the fraternal Parlies. you
will have no right whatsoever to call any international
meeting.

On all the above queslions concerning the procedure
and steps for preparing and convening an international
meeting, the fraternal Parties of the world. including
the old ones and those rebuilt or newly founded. may
hold different views. all of which should be fully re-
spected and given ample consideration. Unanimous
agreement must be reached among the [raternal Par-
ties on these questions in accordance with the principle
of consultation on an equal [ooling and through bilater-
al or multilateral talks. It would be completely illegal
for you to prepare and call a meeling by issuing com-
mands as though yvou were an overlord. and to do so
would likewise serve to show thal you are determined
to call a meeting to bring aboul an open split.

v

In recent ycars, the lorces ol Marxism-Leninism
in all parts of the world have rapidly grown and gained
strength in the struggle against modern revisionism.
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Marxist-Leninists in many countries have come out
boldly against the revisionists’ divisive activities and
they have rcbuilt Marxist-Leninist Parties or groups
in a very short time. They have demonstrated the great
revolutionary spirit and heroic militaney of fighters for
communism and have brought about a very promising
situation for the revolutionary movement in their coun-
tries. In this struggle the modern revisionists are in-
creasingly revealing their {rue features in their be-
trayal of Marxism-Leninism. The revisionist leading
cliques of many Parties have been brushed aside by
the revolutionary people. All this runs counter to your
desires, makes you anxious and uneasy and strikes
terror into your hearts.

Your letter brazenly charges us with “the inten-
sification of factional. disruptive activities, and the
ulmost exacerbation of polemies.” This only serves to
show that you are so terrificd by the mighty [orces of
Marxism-Leninism that you have taken leave of your
senses and are talking nonscnsc.

The splits that have occurred in the Communist
Parties of Australia. Belgium, Brazil, Ceylon and many
other countries are the result of your own pursuit
of a revisionist and divisive line and ol your own
frenzied subversive and [lactional aclivities. It is
you yourselves who, by waving the balon, have im-
posed the revisionist line on a number of fraternal
Parties. directed their revisionist leaders arbitrarily to
push aside and persecute Marxist-Leninists and even
to expel them, and thus precipitaled the splits in these
Parties. Because the Marxisi-Leninists in these Parties
are deprived of their right to wage inner-Party sirug-
gle against revisionism, they are compelled to rebuild
revolutionary parties of the proletariat in order to con-
tinue the anti-revisionist struggle. The more you per-
sist in your revisionist and divisive line, the greater
will be the number of Marxist-Leninists who will
rebuild revolutionary parties of the proletariat and
wage struggle against you. This is the inexorable logic
of the struggle.

You set yourselves up as the supreme arbiter of
ithe international communist movement, saying that
the Marxist-Leninist groups and Parties which have
been rebuilt or newly founded “arce oulside the com-
munist movement, and no power on earth can drag
them into its ranks.” Tt scems as though nothing may
exisl on earth without vour recognition or approval.
This is the philosophy ol all decaying forces in relation
to newborn forces. All the newborn forces in the
history of mankind have grown and gained strength
despite the extreme reluctance of decaying forces to
recognize them. Neither the refusal of the revisionists
of the Second International {o recognize the Bolshevik
Parly of Lenin nor the US. imperialists’ non-
recognition of the Soviet stale in the past and ol the
Pcople’s Republic of China in the present succeeded
in prevenling their growth. The newborn forces of
Marxism-Leninism will continue Lo exist and grow
throughout the world despite your refusal to recognize
them. The more vicious your vituperation, the clearer
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the prool that they are doing the right thing and doing
it effectively.

Conirary to your attitude, the Communist Party
of China and other fraternal Marxist-Leninist Parties
show great admiration for those Marxist-Leninists who
have rebuilt revolutionary parties of the proletariat.
It is our unshirkable proletarvian internationalist duty
to maintain close ties with them and to give firm sup-
port to their revolutionary struggle. We did so before,
we are doing so now, and, however you may revile
us, we will continue to do so in the future and do it
more and do it better.

Furthermore, we must warn you that your inter-
ference in and subversion of fraternal Parties which
uphold Marxism-Leninism and oppose revisionism are
doomed fo complefe failure. Such despicable actions
on your pari only serve to expose yvour ugly features
in colluding with the reactionaries and sabotaging
the peoples” revolutionary struggles. Recently you
unilaterally published your letters to the Central
Committee of the Japanese Communist Party and
unscrupulously launched open attacks on the valiant
Japanese Party which is standing in the forefront of
the struggle against U.S. imperialism and domestic re-
action.  You work hand in glove with the US. and
Japanese reactionaries and support Yoshio Shiga, Ichizo
Suzuki and other renegades froin the Japanese Com-
munist Party in your efforts to subvert the Japanese
Party and to undermine the revolulionary movement
in Japan. We resolutely opposc vour criminal action
wlich is a betrayal of proletarian internationalism. We
strongly support the struggle of the Japanese Com-
munist Party against your interference and subversion.
We resolutely support the strugsle of the Indonesian
Communist Parly and other [raternal Marxist-Leninist
FParties against yowr disruptive activities.

Speaking of the public polemics, evervbody knows
that you started them vourselves. At first, you were
determined fo conduct public polemics, vou refused to
listen to any advice, and the more vou were urged
not to do so. the more acitive yvou became. You
imagined thal by keeping up the polemics you could
overwhelm the Marxist-Leninists and wipe them off
the face of the carth. But things have rapidly developed
in a direction opposite o your wishes. In the present
great debate your true featuves as revisionists have
been rapidly exposed and in some respects thoroughly
exposed. while the forces of Marxism-Leninism have
grown rapidly. This great debale has become a furnace
throwing off the dross of revisionism, and it portends
an inevitable new upsurge in the proletarian world
revolution. Today, il is no use your [earing or {rying
to suppress it. You kindled the fire, the flames of
public polemics have spread all over {he world, and
how is it possible for you to wrap them up in paper
now?

In your letter you charge us with “planning to
carry on the public polemics endlessly.” We can tell
you that we have not finished replying to your Open
Letter of July 14, 1963, and have not yet begun to reply
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to the anti-Chinese report and anli-Chinese decision
of your February Plenum this year, and we reserve
the right to reply to the more than three thousand anti-
Chinese articles and other ilems you have published
over the past year. So long as you persist in your
revisionist line and refuse to admit your errors publicly,
we will certainly continue the great debate. Since
vou have put forward an out-and-out revisionist pro-
gramme and persisted in imposing it on the inter-
national communist movement, it is only natural that
we, as a serious Marxist-Leninist Party, should
thoroughly expose and relfute your revisionism. With-
out thoroughly clarilying such major issues of prin-
ciple as the basic tenets of Marxism-Leninism and the
general line of the international communist movement,
how can there be a basis for the unity of the fraternal
Parties and how can an international meeting of the
[raternal Parties be held successfully?

Your lelier once again rejects our proposal for
the publication by ecach side in its own press of the
articles and material of the other side in the polemics.
Apparently our proposal has made you tremble with
fear. Your argument is that you refuse to veprini our
malterial in order to avoid undermining the Soviet
people’s “feeling of [riendship and [raternity” for the
Communist Party and the pceople of China. This is
indeed strange logic. Arve yvou not undermining Sino-
Saviet [riendship when you publish thousands of
ariicles and other items. slandering and vilifying the
Communist Party of China and do your worst to con-
fuse people with lies? You malign us as “pseudo-
Marxists™ and “modern Trotskyites”: as adherents of
“petty-bourgeois Utopianism in an undisguised form,”
“plain  anti-Sovietism.” “‘anti-communism.” “bellicose
nationalism.” “racism.” “great-Han chauvinism” and
“hegemonism™: as “Peking apostates.” “modern strike-
breckers of the revolution.” “pseudo-revolutionarvies”
and “spiritual fathers of the present-day Right-wing so-
cialists”: as “falling into the company of the forces of
imperialist reaction”™ and “the company of inveterate
colonialists,”” etc. Can it be that you are defending
Sino-Soviet friendship by this torrent of abusc¢? You
reject our proposal and dare not publishi our articles
and material which present the facts and reason mat-
ters out. because you are well aware that the broad
masses of the Soviet people and of the membei's of
the C.P.S.U. really cherish Sino-Soviet friendship and
are able to distinguish between right and wrong. and
because it will be still more difficult for you to keep
on going once they have read our articles and know
the truth.

To boost your own morale, you say in your letler
that the more time passes, the more life will prove
vou right and us wrong. If so, why are you so jittery?
Why are you shouiing yourselves hoarse in cursing (he
newborn forces of Marxism-Leninism? Why are you
so anxiously asking for a stop to the public polemics?
Why are you so hastily preparing an international mect-
ing? Isn’t it best for you to let time prove that our
line is wrong? To get to the root of the matter, time
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is not on wyour side, and you have lost faith in your
own [uiure. Reality is a compelling force and your
letter. which lacks reason and conviciion and is char-
acterized by a mouse-like timidily despite its air of
Tevocity, rellects your state of mind. But whal can be
done about it? All this is of your own making. You
have picked up a rock only to drop it on your own
toes, and who else is to blame?

\

The Communist Pariy of China persists in its stand
for an international meeting of the [raternal Parties for
unity on the basis of Marxism-Leninism. to be held
after ample preparations, and we are firmly opposed
to veur schismatic meeting.

The Central Commititee of the C.P.C. solemnly de-
clares: We will never take part in any internalional
meeting, or any preparatory mecting for it. which vou
call for the purpose of splitting the international com-
munist movement.

It is clear to evervone thati. as the differences in
the international communist movement are so serious
and the dispule is so fierce, a hasly international meet-
ing can yicld only bad results and not good ones. Should
you disregard our solemn warning, discard the principle
of reaching unanimity through consultation and insist
on calling an international meetine unilaterally and
illegally, the only consequence will be an open spiil.

During the 14 years from the dissolution of the
Communist International in 1943 to 1957, there was
not a single international meeting of all Communist
Parties. But this did not hinder the progress of the
cause of international communism. On the contrary,
during those 14 years, the Chinese revolulion 1ri-
umphed, the revolutions ol different types in a num-
ber of countries in East Europe, Asia. Africa and Latin
America triumphed, and the revolutionary cause in
other countries made great progress. Experience has
proved that the most important thing for a Communist
Party is to be able fo integrate the universal truth of
Marxism-Leninism with the concrete practice of the
revolution in its own counfry, to adbere to a Marxist-
Leninist revolutionary line and lo carry on the revolu-
tionary struggle independently. Wherever this is done.
the people’s revolutionary cause will advance step by
step towards victory, and a contribution will be made
to the revolutionary cause of the international prole-
tariat.  Wherever this is not done, the revolutionary
cause will suffer setbacks and defeats.

Sinee 1957, two  International meetings of the
fraternal Parties have been held. The 1957 meeting
charted a common programme for the international
communisi movement. Bui soon after the meeling vou
abandoned the revolutionary prineciples of the Declava-
tion. energetically pushed ahead with vour revisionisi
line and tried to nopose it upon {raternal Parties. At
the 1960 meeting ol fraternal Parties. our Party and
other fraternal Marxisi-Leninist Parties justly criticized
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your line of revisionism. However, you did nol in the
least repent and mend your ways but cast aside the
revoluticnary principies of the 1960 Statement, stuck
to your anti-Marxist-Leninist stand and kept on widen-
ing and deepening the dilferences in the international
communist movement. In these circumsiances, how
can a meeling of unity based on Marxism-Leninism be
held?

That is why we say, “Tt would be hetter to hold the
international meeting of fraternal Parlies later rather
than earlier. or even not to hold it, in these circum-
stances.” No harm was done but much good occurred
during the 14 years when no international meeling of
the fraternal Parties was held. Why should a meeting
be called in such a great hurry now?

Now you want to convene a grand assembly for a
split— rather it should be called a minor schismalic
gathering. In relation to the tolal number of Com-
munists in the world, those who really believe in revi-
sionism constitute cnly a small fraction, and they are
bound to come to griel. The revisionists are seriously
disunited and divergent in their views. There are some
who dance obediently in response to your baton, but
their number is dwindling. Therefore, history will
prove that the meeting you intend to call unilaterally
and forcibly, without consultation with the [raternal
Parties and without their agreement, can be nothing but
an insignificant meeling which is against communism,
against the people and against the revolution and which
serves the bourgeoisie, like the “congresses” called by
the Second International to oppose Leninism.

Since you have made up your minds, you will most
probably call the meeting. Otherwise, by breaking your
word would you nol become a laughing-stock down the
centuries? As the saying goes, you can’t dismoun! [rom
the tiger you are riding. You are caught in an insoluble
dilemma. You are falling into a trap of your own
making and will end by losing your skin. If you do
not call the meeting. people will say that you have [ol-
lowed the advice of the Chinese and the Marxist-
Leninist Parties, and you will lose face. If you do call
the meeting, you will land yourselves in an impasse
without any way out. In the present historical junciure
this is a grave crisis [or you modern revisionisis, a crisis
of your own making. Are you not aware of it? We
firmly believe that the day your so-called meeting takes
place will be the day you step into your grave.

Dear comrades! Once again we sincerely advise
you to rein in on the brink of the precipice and not to
prize such false and useless “face-saving.” PBut if yvou
refuse to listen and are determined to take the road to
doom, well, suil vourselves! Then we will only be able
to say:

Flowers fall off, do what one may:
Swillows return, no strangers they.

With [raternal greetings,

The Cenira! Commitiee of the
Communist Party of China
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Letter of the Central Committee of the
C.P.S.U. of June 15, 1964, to the
Central Committee of the C.P.C.

To the Central Commitiee of the Communist
Party of China

Dear Comrades,

The Central Committee of the Communist Parly
of the Soviet Union has received your letter of May
7. which contains an answer to owrs of March 7 last.
In your letter you not only reject all the proposals of
the CPSU and other Marxist-Leninist Parties aimed at
overcoming the difficulties in the communist move-
ment, bul virtually refuse to meet with representatives
of parties, to hold talks and discuss with them common
problems of concern to the Communists of the whole
world. Never before has the CC CPC sp frankly ex-
pressed its scorn of the opinion of [raternal parties,
and its refusal to lend ear to them and take part in a
joint search for ways ol overcoming the dillerences.
The entive conlent ol your letter, as well as its rude
tone, shows that for all the numerous CC CPC declara-
tions to the ellect that it is anxious Lo prevent a split
and uphold unity, you do nol. want the dillerences to
be overcome. and in practice oppose the unity of the
world communist movement. You even make no at-
tempt to deny that your aim is to have your hands free
in order to carry on factional, splitting activities. This
is the only way the Marxist-Leninist parties that are
concerned about the dilficullies which have arisen
within our movement can interpret your letter,

In sending you its letter of March 7, the CC CPSU
believed that the situation in the world communist
movement called for a collective examination of the dif-
ficulties, a colleclive formulation of advisable ways of
overcoming them, and for unity of all the [raternal
parties. With these aims in view, we proposed calling
a CPSU-CPC mecting and a preparatory conference of
delegates from twenty-six parties as speedily as possi-
ble, and holding a world Meceting even this year, by
agreement among the [raternal partics. We [elt that
open polemics must be discontinued and all manner of
subversive, splitting activities within the socialist com-
monwealth and the communist movement — practices
which have already done considerable harm to our cause
—renounced if those measures were to succeed. We
reckoned with the will of most of the fraternal parties,
which insist that CPSU and CPC delegates meet and
that an infernational Communist forum be held to dis-
cuss the problems that have arisen in a comradely at-
mesphere, within the fraternal family of Communists,
and remove the divergencies caused by the CPC
leaders’ splitting activilics,
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The proposals put forward in the CC CPSU leiter
of March 7 were actively supported by the world com-
munist movement. By now the overwhelming majority
of the fraternal parties have declared for convening a
Meeting without delay. Some parties, while [avouring
a conlerence in principle, make certain reservations as
to the specific time when it should be called, bearing
in mind your opposition to a Mecting. But as far as
we know no leadership of any party, except that of the
CPC and the Albanian Party of Labour, rejects the
necessity for collective measures to overcome the dif-
ficulties in the communist movement and promote its
unity.

The CC CPC letter of May 7 proposes posiponing
the conference for “four or five ycars or more” and,
moreover, declares that “it would even be better not
to convene it than to convene it.” Onece again you put
off for a long time the bilateral mecting which the CC
CPC proposed a short time ago holding in Qctober 1964,
and make such reservations to your consent fo it as
give cause for doubt whether the Chinese side is in-
terested in it at all.

We state, therefore, that the CC CPC is going back
on its own proposals. The CPC leaders have for a long
time posed as initiators of an early conlerence. making
it appear as if the CPSU were against it. When, in the
winter of 1962, the Communist parties of Indonesia,
Vietnam and New Zealand proposed a conference, you
supported their proposal. You wrote on April 7. 1962,
that a conlerence would be of “topical. positive signif-
icance in overcoming the differences existing between
fraternal parties today.” At the end of 1962 that at-
titude of the CC CPC was publicly realfirmed in the
speeches made by your delegations at the congresses of
the fraternal parties of Hungary and Czechoslovakia,
Afterwards you declared for a conference in your let-
ters to the CC CPSU of March 9, 1963. and Junc 14,
1963. Lastly, your letter of February 29, 1964, said in
black and white: *“The Communist Parly of China in-
variably [avours a conlerence of representatives of the
Communist and Workers™ parties ol all countrics, and
actively supports it.”

Nevertheless, the CC CPSU and other [raternal
parties had only to put the question of a conference on
a specific basis for you to make a volte-face. Anvone
will be struck by the extremely contradictory and
illogical position of the CC CPC. Until recently you
enthusiastically supported the idea of a conference. and
were even proud of having been the first to support the
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proposal for convening it because you considered it
useful, Today the CPC leaders say something different.
From what they say, a conference would be untimely
and would, indeed, threaten the communist movement
with all sorts of calamities. That wavering seems to be
due solely to the fact that you have never before
thought seriously of a conference — any more than you
do now — because you could not count on support for
your ideological and political platform on the part of a
world Communist forum. It is legitimate {o presume
that the CC CPC is little concerned about the problem
of prescrving and strengthening the unity of the com-
munist movement and that it is turning the issue of a
conference into an objeet for an unseemly political
game to breed more difficultics.

Although you vigorously flaunt your indifference
to the opinion of other parties and declare that you are
unafraid of a “resolute rebufl” [rom them, in fact you
are afraid to attend a world Communist conference be-
cause vou are anxious to evade a fair and siraight-
forward discussion, and a comparison of your erroneous
platform and the line of the world communist move-
ment.

Your objections to a conference are utterly inde-
fensible.  You conlend thal a world conference, like a
CPC-CPSU meceting., would merely “end in a quarrel
and in all parties going away without achieving any
results,” and that “‘there will be an open split and
everyone will go his own way.”

No one can pose the issue like that or predict a
split as the resull of a conference unless he himself
has decided on a split. Indeed, if at a conference the
line pursued is one of aggravaling differences and if
ils purpose is seen as one of condemning somcone,
slapping on offensive labels and making irresponsible
charges, the result may be [urther dissociation rather
than greater unity.

But the CPSU and those fraternal parties which at
every stage of the differences have consisiently favoured
a new infernational meeting emphatically reject such a
line, the very idea of such an approach to a conference.
As far as we are concerned. the issue of a conference
is inseparable from the problem of maintaining and
promoting the unity of our movement. We believe that
in view of the differences which the Communist move-
ment has come up againsl. it is necessary. lirst and
foremost, to concentrate on revesaling what the fraternal
parties have in common and what unites them, on scek-
ing ways ol overcoming the dilliculties that have arisen.
Fraternal parties have no better method for overcom-
ing differences and formulating common positions than
a collective exchange ol views at an international
forum that would enable each party to fully retain its
sovereignty and yet take an active part in formulating
the common line of the world communist movement.

The differences and disputes which have broken
out in the communist movement and are causing it con-
siderable damage alfect the interests of every single
party. That is why each party is entitled and obliged
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to contribute to the discussion and solution of urgent
problems and to the common cause of promoting unity.
It is precisely a conference that would give each party
an opportunity to hear all opinions and staie its point
of view [rankly and seriously, so that it could subse-
quently be taken into consideration when a common
line and common decisions were formulated,

As regards the CPSU, in proposing a conlerence, it
aims —in full accordance with the principles estab-
lished within the communist movement afier the Twen-
tieth Congress of the CPSU and the Moscow Meetings
of 1957 and 1960 — to pursue at it a line for unity, the
normalisation of the situation in our movement. and a
serious discussion of disputed issues, such as will make
for greater unily on the basis of principle. and not for
an aggravation of dillerences. It is our deep conviction
that there are no insurmountable obstacles to this. All
that is necessary is for every participant in an inter-
national meeting to show at least a minimum of good-
will, to be willing to listen carefully to other opinions
and to understand them, and seek for ways to unily
and not to dissociation. If the representatives ol every
party show an interest in overcoming the dilliculties,
and if the CPC delegation attends the proposed con-
ference with a desire to seek mutual understanding
with the other participants, and with a constructive
programme, which the CPSU and other parties think
necessary, then the conference may become a turning
point in the effort for greater unity.

The CC CPSU is perfeetly aware that the diver-
gencies between the CC CPC and other [raternal
parties are very serious and have gone far, A good
deal of extraneous matter, of artificialitics which
hinder mutual understanding, has accumulaled in the
relations between the two partics. A whole series of
fundamental differences over highly important prob-
lems of today and of the policies of world commu-
nism have emerged and become acute. It is possible,
therefore, that whatever the efforts which the Marx-
ist-Leninist parties may make, the conference mayv not
fully succeed in arriving at a common view on all
maiters. The CC CPSU is convinced. howover, that
even such an outcome of the conference will not
amount to a split. which the CPC leaders persistently
forecast. Even in a case like that, we think it possible
to reach at the conference an agreement that the Com-
munist parties commit themselves to take account of
the opinions of all the conference dclegates. all the
Marxisi-Leninist  parties, to cooperate conscientiously
in those fields in which their positions and interests
will have turned out to be common. and relrain from
any [lurther action aggravating the difficulties and
gralilying none but the class enemy. One may well
ask: given this approach, why should a conference lead
to a split or so much as worsen the situation in the
communist movement?

We consider that the procedure for the conference
proceedings suggested by us [fully accords with the
standards and principles of relations between Com-
munist parties and is perfectly realistic. It is a question

13




of really showing eclementary concern for unity,
tolerance and geoed faith. which the communist move-
ment has a right to expect from any one ol ils con-
tingents. There can be no doubt at all as to the success
of a conference provided every firaternal party and ils
leaders are aware of their historic responsibility for the
destinics ol our movement and realise the gravily of the
siluation and the possible consequences ol a split,

In upholding the idea of a new international meet-
ing, the CC CPSU maintains that if is indispensable not
only for overcoming the differences. important as this
task may be in itself. Communists should not for one
moment forget their rvesponsibility in the struggle
against imperialism, for peace. demociracy and national
independence. for a successful advance along the road
ol socialism and communism,

About four years have passed since the last world
conleience. In this period, many important changes
have taken place in the world which require study,
generalisation and  conclusions. The world socialist
system has made notable progress in the past years. Iis
cconomic poewer has increased. and so has its political
and ideological impacl on world development. Most of
the socialist countries are completing an imporiant
period of their development and are approaching new
heights in the construction of a new society. Their
further advance 1o socialism and comimunism malkes it
increasingly imperative {o improve the forms of co-
opceration and mutual assistance, cxchangss of ex-
perience, and coordination of political and cconomic
activitics,

Two opposed world policics are in evidence today,
more clearly than ever befere. One is divected towards
preserving peace and promoting peacelful coexistence;
it is pursucd by the socialist countries and is supported
by the majorily of mankind. The other is aimed at in-
creasing international tension and the war menace: it
is pursued by the imperialist reactionarvies led by the
wildmen of the US and other imperialist powers. The
past yvears have shown how very correct were the Com-
munist parties: conclusions regarding the possibility of
averting war and isolating and defeating the forces op-
posed to peace.

The recenl period has seen even more obvious signs
of an aggravation of the general crisis of capitalism, of
the growth ol the social and political antagonisms
rending the capitalist system both within hbourgecis
socicty and internationally. There is now much that is
new in the forms of organisation and the methods uszs
by the working class of the capitalist countries in fight-
ing for its immediate and ultimate goals. The disinte-
graiion of imperialism’s colonial system has entered its
clesing stage. The newly-free mnations’ irresistible
desire for socialism. and their effort to take the non-
capitalist read ef development has become particulariy
evident in recent years.

The revolutionary mevement, and the champions of
peace and socialism now have new great opportunities,
and we Communisis should think of the best ways of
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using these cpportunities in the interests of the working
class and all nations.

We are firmly convinced that a conference would
be just the place to make a collective analysis of new
economic and socio-political developments and proe-
csses, coordinate appraisals and positions, and enrich and
specify the common political line accordingly. We state
with satisfaction that the general line of {he world com-
munist movement. as defined in the 1937 and 1960 doc-
umentis. has been proved by reality to be perfectly cor-
rect and has brought Nulornal parties further achieve-
ments.  On the other hand. there is now a pressing
need to meet in order fo sum up the progress made.
compare noles. review the problems conlronting world
communism and. in kecping with the changes that have
occurred in the international situation. supplement and
claborate the ideas of the Declaration and Statement,
and creatively examine and solve new problems.

In the light of all these tasks, the CC CPC proposal
for putting ofl' a new world conlerence for a long time
is particularly unacceptable. All indicalions ave that the
conference is indispensable and the question of conven-
ing it cannot be shelved.

The most imporlant thing., however. is. as the CC
CPSU sees if, for every Marxist-Leninist party to con-
lribule even today. regardless of the specific date of a
new World Meeting. to the causs which the Meeting is
to serve, that is, {o the unity of the Communists of the
waorld, and to the cffort towsards allaining common
goals. At the moment it is important for every frater-
nal party to fight for these goals still more actively.
Every Ivalernal parviy is faced with tasks brooking no
delay; it must make a thorough study of the sitvation
that has developed in the communist movement. pui-
ticipate consfructively in the discussion of difficulties
and in the search for ways of cevercoming them and
subordinate ils evervd: wctivities to the inlevests of
the infernational unity of owr ranks. This is the prac-
tical method for proving cnc's loyalty to the principles
and exigencies of proletarian internationalism and lo
the spivit of Marxism-Leninism. It is also the surest
way to convene and successfully carry through a world
Communist forum. We are emphatically sagainst mak-
ing the issue of the date of a conference a pretext [or
further argument and a siumbling-block to the solution
of the main tasks confrenting the communist move-
ment. However, we are emphalically against pestpon-
ing a conference for “four ur five years or more,” which
is what the CC CPC proposes.

Such is our positien on the main issue raised in the
latest letters which the CC CPSU and the CC CPC have
exchanged concorning the aims and prospects of a new
World Meeling.

The CC CPC letter of May 7 deals with a number
of other problems, both concerning a world mesting and
having no direct bearing on it. Among th=m is, [or
example, the question of the procedure ol convening
the cenlerence.
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Tne CC CPC asserts that in present-day conditions
no one has a right to call a world conference since there
is no permancnt bedy of the Comintern type. From
the point of view of the denocralic principles of which
the communist movemen! is based, it must be rec-
cgnised that any parly or group of parties is free to
take such an initiative. In that event it is the duly of
the other contingenls of the communist movement to
carclully examine and support that initiative. provided
it benefits cur common cause. As for the CPSU. it will
be recalled that the fraternal parties have placed on it
a special responsibility with regard to the convening of
world meetings. The decision adopled by the 1957
Meeting reads: “Entrust the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union with the function of convening Meetings
of the Communist and Workers’ Parties in consultation
with the fraternal parties” This decision was passed
unanimously, with the CPC delegation participating.
What is more. Comiade Mao Tse-tung, who spoke at
the alternoon siiting of November 14, 1957. said that
“it is necessary Lo recognise the CPSU as the party
which shauld take the initiative in calling Meetings.”

We are citing these facts to establish the truth and
preveni the issue of the initiative in calling a Meeling
from being made a new object of argument and a pre-
text for delaying a wotld forum of fraternal parties,
which has become urgent.

The CC CPC. raising one obstacle after another to
a Meeting. writes that there is a need of “great prepara-
tory work.” Our Party has always considered that the
confercnce has 1o be prepared [or carvefully if it is to
succeed. It is with this aim in view that we have pro-
posed again and again stopping public polemics and
renouncing the methods of lactional activity within the
world communist movement.

Everything suggests that the CC CPC, in speaking
of “preparatory work,” means something that is the
exact opposite of it, namely. the intensification of fac-
tional, disruptive activities, and the utmost exacerba-
tion of polemics. Frankly speaking, that is, in effect,
the true reason for the Chinese leaders’ stalline. At a
time when the struggle is becoming more and move
acule, it counts. as everything seems to indicate, on
forming a bloc of parties and groups subservient to
Poking. Another fact indicating this is that you are
now openly trying to secure the invitation to the Meet-
ing of fellow-thinkers you have rvecruited in various
countries.

Since the CC CPC is turning the question of the
composition of the Mreting into another point of
difference, we consider it necessary to state our atti-
tude to it. We are of the opinion that all those parties
which took part in the Meetings of 1957 and 1960 and
signed their documents arve entitled to attend. This is
all the more so because the differences in the commi-
nist movement concern the interpretation of the Dec-
laraiion and Statement. Obviously, only a forum of
the parties which formulated and signed those docu-
ments are in a position to interpret them correctly. Only
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the conference itself has a right to decide whether any
new participants should be invited. In the years that
have passcd since the last world Meeting there have
arisen in several countries (including some African
countries) parties which agree with and implement the
general line of the communist movement expressed in
the Declaration and Statement and are the recognised
spokesmen of the working-class movement of their
countries.  Naturally, those parties are entitled to
expect an invitation to allend the new international
meeting,

But when the CC CPC poses the question of invit-
ing new participants to the Meeling. it is thinking not
of those parties but of the anti-party [lactional groups
which it has broughl into being and which it tosig-
nales by (he high-sounding name of “parties.” However,
those groups do not represent the working-class move-
ment of iheir countries but have been artificially set
up from without. It is no chance coincidence that the
anti-party groups in Australia. Brazil, Belgium, Ceylon
and some other countries sprang up just when the CC
CPC launched ifs [actional activities within the world
communist movement. Secondly. those groups do not
adhere. either in theory or in practice, to the general
line of the world communist movement defined in the
Declaration and Statemenl. On the contrary. the views
they advocate betray them completely as opponents of
this line. Thirdly. they are made up ol anti-party
oppositicn elements expelled from Marxist-Leninist par-
ties and lighting against lawfully elected cenfral com-
mitlees. against tested leaders of those parties who en-
joy prestige. It is indicative of the political character
and composition of thoss groups that they have bcen
joined by Trotskyists, anarchists and all manner of
renegades and apostates. It should be said in so many
words that this type of adherents to the Chinese leadzer-
ship’s line is no credit to it. No matter how hard you
try to vrepresent those impostors as “true revolu-
tionaries,” they are outside the communist movement,
and no power on earth can drag them into its ranks.

The CC CPSU cannot overiook the attempts the
letter from the CC CPC of May 7 makes (o defame the
tested Marxist-Leninist parties ol Auslralia, Brazil and
India. We emphatically reject the unworthy methods
by which the leaders of one party, the Communist
Party of China. lay claim 1o a special position in the
communist movement, to the right to pass judgement
on paities as a whole and their leaders and arbitravily
decide issues that are only for the working class of the
given couniry lo decide.

If you persist in this sort of “preparatory work®
for the Mes=ting, i.e.. sirive 1o extend factional activity,
yvou will only confirm the established opinion thal the
CPC leadership is laking malters directly towards a
splitl.

The siriving of the CC CPC to aggravale the open
polemics in the comimunist movement has long become
obvicus. The propaganda campaign started by it has
gone beyond the framework ol any ideological po-
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lemics and developed into an open political siruggle
against Marxist-Leninist parties. It has nothing in
common with an elucidation of the truth, with the
working out of pressing problems of the theory and
policy of our movement. The content. methods and
tone of your statements show that you deliberately try
to expand the range of issues, distort the real stand of
the Marxist-Leninist parties, slander their leadership
and turn the masses against it. It is patently clear to
everybody that this is not polemics any longer but a
Tomenting of differences and enmity. It shatters friend-
ship amoeng the peoples of the socialist countries, sows
conlusion and distrust in the ranks ol the revolutionary
working-class and national liberation movement and
compromises world socialism. The CPC leaders thereby
bring grist to the mill of the aggressive cireles ol im-
perialism. who, as everybody knows, are eagerly help-
ing to circulate Chinese propaganda materials.

We approach the preparations for the Meeling
dilferently. The CC CPSU has always held that in the
course of the preparations there should be a creative
discussion of important problems of the communist
movement on the basis ol comradely exchanges of
opinion as provided for by the 1960 Statement. We
regard a discussion ol urgent problems of Marxism-
Leninism. of problems of the strategy and tacties of our
movement. as normal and useful. Such discussions help
to advance Marxist thinking, to bring the activily of
the Communist parties closer to the requirements of
realilty and to work out a common policy in course of
preparations forr meetlings and conferences. However,
the CC CPC’s propaganda campaign, which is hostile to
the communist movement in no way serves this pur-
pose.

You threaten that you intend answering “the more
than two thousand anti-Chinese articles and materials”
allegedly published in the Soviet press as well as “the
numerous dccisions, statements and articles ol several
tens of [raternal parties.” In other words, you plan to
carry on the public polemics endlessly. That, evident-
ly. is your objective. You started the polemics, forced
the fraternal parties to give a rebuff to your erroneous
views and now, under the guise of “answers,” you in-
tend to exlend the political struggle against the Marxist-
Leninist parties still further.

The CC CPC’s proposal, confained in its letter of
May 7, for concluding an agrecment between the two
Parties to publish materials of the other side in their
press unambiguously exposes vour design, which is to
fan the polemics to even greater proportions.

We should like to note that while there was hope
that the discussion would not go beyond a principled
debate of theoretical and political issues we reprinted
some Chinese materials in our press. But when it be-
came clear that it was not a principled discussion but
hostile propaganda we had to change our approach to
this question. No Communist party has ever under-
taken to reprint, circulate and propagate slanderous
materials that are alien to socialism. No matier from
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whom such materials come, they help only the reac-
tionary circles of imperialism in their struggle against
world socialism.

The reprinting of articles in which our country is
accused of “plotting with US imperialism,” “betraying
the revolution” and “restoring” capitalist practices
would have served no purpose other than to undermine
our people’s feeling of friendship and fralernity for the
Communist Party of China and the Chinese pcople,
who. of course, cannot bear the responsibility for the
present actions of their leaders. By printing a succes-
sion of such articles, the Soviet press would have had
to answer each one of them. The polemics with the
Chinese leadership would have thus become the prime
content of our couniry’s entire ideological life. This
would have meant distracting the attention of the Party
and the people from the cardinal tasks, namely com-
munist construction, the siruggle against imperialism
and aid to the revolutionary working-class and national-
liberation movements. It is clear that this is something
our Party will not do.

It must be reiterated that all yvour thoughts are
direcled towards further aggravating the polemics, in-
tensifying factional activity and rejecling any collec-
tive discussion of the problems facing the communist
movement. On  all questions  worrying Communists
throughout the world, the CC CPC has taken a stand
that runs counter to the common interests of our
movement. to the interests of strengthening the unity
of its ranks.

In this light, facts gainsay the claim that the CC
CPC “consistently delends unity and struggles against
a split” and that it is “making unflagging efforts to re-
move differences.” Under present conditions. as never
before, the struggle for unity requires practical con-
structive action. However, your actions are aimed at
hindering the settlement of the dillcrences and worsen-
ing the situation in every possible way. The negative
approach which runs through the CC CPC letter of May
7, and the utter unwillingness to meet the initiative of
the fraternal parties hall way can have only one ex-
planaiion, namely, that the Chinese leaders do noi wish
to take into consideration the opinions and interesis of
the overwhelming majority of the Communist parties,
that they are waging a bitler struggle against them and
deliberately secking to split the communist movement.

It is clear to all the participants in the communist
movement that by postponing a world meeting to a
remole dale, the CC CPC hopes in thal time to increase
the number of ils supporters. turn them into obedient
tools of its policy and thereby attempt to create favour-
able conditions for itsell at this future meeting. One
does not have to be a prophet to forecast the complete
failure of these calculations. We have not the least
doubt that with time life will prove with increasing
force the indefensibility of the ideological and political
platform and tactical line that the CPC leaders are try-
ing to impose upon the communist movement. The un-
seemly objective pursued by the Chinese leadership will
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become increasingly clear and those who have been
temporarily deluded will see the light. It goes without
saying that the splitting activity of the CC CPC can
inflict and has already inflicted harm on the communist
movement, particularly on those of its contingents that
are waging a struggle for the cause of the werking class.
against imperialist reaction in the capitalist countries
under the difficult conditions. DBut each step forward
in the struggle of the working class and each new
success in the development of the world socialist sys-
tem will deal a blow ai the erronecus and unrealistic
propositions of the Chinese leaders and will prove the
correctness and vilality of the Leninist line of the com-
munist movement.

In its letter the CC CPC touches upon certain
points of ils ideolegical and political differences with
the CPSU and other Marxist-Leninist parties.  Our
Party has repeatedly set forth its stand on those points.
We therefore do not find it necessary to return to them
again in this letter. especially as your letter contains
nothing new. For a long time you have subsisted on
outright abuse and on the slapping on of labels, substi-
tuting this for an honest discussion of questions on
which the CC CPC has its own special opinion. The
CC CPSU emphatically rejects as patent slander your
irresponsible assertion that the CPSU “strives for an
alliance with US imperialism with every fibre of its
body,” “opposes the national liberation movement and
the proletarian revolution” and is “plotting a major
conspiracy, an open split of the socialist camp and the
world communist movement.” Statements of this kind
only discredit those who make them, those who take
the liberty of making such malicious attacks against
the first country of victorious socialism, a country that
carries the main burden of the struggle against impe-
rialism. Who are these clumsy [abrications intended
for? Do vou sericusly hope to [ind simpletons who
would believe such slander? The real purport of your
assertions is that you wanl to delude the masses ol
China. set them against the Scviet people. who are the
friend and brother of the Chinese workers and peas-
ants.  All this benelits only the imperialist reaction.
whose cherished hope is to split the peoples of the
socialist countries, sow enmity among them and bring
them inte conflict with each other.

With these acts you are trying to screen the real
essence of the differences that you actually have with
the present political line of the world communist move-
ment. Throughout the world. Marxist-Leninisis have
long ago realised that the Chinese leaders have drilled
away from the communist movement in such questions
as war and prace. the peaceful coexistence of stales
with different social sysiems, the ways of accomplish-
ing the socialist revolution. the role and ways of {ur-
thering the national liberation movement. the struggle
against the ideology and practice of the personality
cult and the methods of building socialism and com-
munism.

From all the rooftops you claim that you are irrec-
oncilable adversaries of the ideas put forward by the
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Twentieth CPSU Congress. It is in vain that you are
proud of this, comrades! You must realise that more
than anything else this betrays you as the people who
today adhere to outdated positions, which have long
been rejected by life, by the practice of the entire
world liberation movement, the entire world commu-
nist movement. The Twentieth Congress of the CPSU,
as is recognised by the entire world communist move-
ment and officially affirmed in the Declaration and
Statement, initiated a new stage in the development
of our movement. It has become the symbol of the
creative spirit of Leninism, of a new line of the entire
world communist movement, a symbol of the change
from the ideology and practices ol the Stalin personal-
ity cult to Leninist principles and norms.

This was the change that laid the foundation for
further successes in the struggle against imperialism,
for peace and socialism, for an enhancement of the
prestige and influence of the world communist move-
ment, for iis iransition {o a fresh offensive against
the forces of reaction and war. The savage attacks
against the decisions of the Twentieth and Twenty-
Second Congresses of the CPSU, against the proposi-
tions and directives of the Declaration and Statement
are nothing more than the reaction of conservative
forces in the communist movement to the creative
Marxism-Leninism of the modern epoch.

Evidently you do not even notice the extent to
which the letter of the CC CPC of May 7 is permeated
with the ideology of the personality cull. Your demon-
strative disregard of the will of the fraternal parties,
your undisguised attempt to avoid a collective discus-
sion of the problems that have arisen and vour methods
of conducting polemics by piling up all sorts of politi-
cal insinuations, of the most fantastic accusations, your
intolerance and bitterness with regard to comrades-in-
struggle bear the indelible imprint of personality cult
practices.

The CC CPC Luries to cover up its departure from
the general line of the communist movement with the
flag of revolution and struggle against imperialism,
which is sacred to all Communisis. But the real worth
of this “revolutionary spirit” is shown by the practical
deeds of the CPC leaders. by their enlire activity aimed
at splitting the revolutionary forces of modern times.
Recently. for example. the meaning that the CPC
leaders attach to their notlorious theory of a so-called
“intermediate  zone” ombracing. besides China, the
imperialists of Japan, the Federal Republic of Ger-
many. France and Britain, has become especially clear.
The extent ts which manilestations ol a split in the
communist movemenl, in the socialist camp. brings
joy te the imperialists is seen by their atlempts to find
some way of elfecling a rapprechement with those
who are causing this split. Have the CPC leaders paid
attention to the fact that namely loday when Chinese
propaganda is shouting loudest of all aboul “revolu-
tion” and a *struggle against imperialism.” lhe ruling
circles of these powers are displaying special readiness
lo estiablish closer relations with Peking. Even the U3
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imperialists, as can be seen from many statements by
US officials, declare that despite the bellicose tone of
Chinese propaganda China is behaving “moderately”™
and that therefore the United States must ‘“keep the
door open” should there be changes in relations with
China.

Teday it is becoming inereasingly clear to Marxist-
Leninists throughout the world that on the lips of the
CPC leaders “leftist” phrases mean nothing bui a
screen for great-power designs and claims to hegem-
ony which manifest themselves with growing clarity
in their practical aclions in the world and in the com-
munist movement. We should like to warn you, com-
rades., that the road you are taking is extremely
dangerous, thal you are gambling with the destiny of
the people of China and with their revolutionary gains.

You are trying to portray criticism of your anti-
Leninist views and stand as an “anti-Chinese cam-
paign.” You know perfectly well that in all of our
Party’s documen.s special emphasis is laid on the
heartfelt friendship of Soviet Communists for the
Chinese people, to whom we have rendered and are
prepared to continue rendering the utmost aid in the
building of socialism. The CC CPSU is not engaged in
stirring up among our people distrust and hostilily
towards China, towards ils great people and towards
the peoples of other countries.

It is precisely because we cherish the friendship
between the Soviet and Chinese peoples, the unity be-
tween the Communist Party of the Soviel Union and
the Communist Party of China and the solidarity of
the entire world liberation movemen! that we are not
relaxing our efforts to mormalise relations with the
CPC despite the fact that the Chinese leadership is
demonstrating with increasing clarity its unwillingness
to improve these relations. Our long enduring patience
and restraint are explained by the lact that we are
devoted to the Leninist principles of internationalism,
have our eyes on the future and believe in the ultimate
triumph of these principles in the socialist community
and the communist movement.

We reaffirm our stand with regard to the need
for convening a World Meeting of Communist and
Workers' Parties as a reliable and tested method of
securing the unity of Marxist-Leninist parties. We
suggest that in the immediate future we should agree
in principle that a Meeting must be convened and that
it should not be put off for long, and that agreement
on its specific date as well as on its agenda and
composition should be reached through [urther consul-
tations with the fraternal parties.

The CC CPSU considers that at the present stage
the main effort should be concenirated on holding a
preparatory conference. We reiterale our proposal
that a preparatory conference should be convened and
attended by representatives of the 26 Parties nominat-
ed by the World Meeting of Communist Parties as
members of the Drafting Commission in 1960 and rep-
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resenting the interests of Communists in all the main
regions of the world. We consider it necessary to
reach agreement with the fraternal parties on the
specific date of such a conference in the immediate
future.

As before, the CC CPSU expresses its preparedness
to hold a bilateral meetling of repiesentatives of the
CPSU and CPC on any agreed date. This question can
be decided at any time by agreemeni between the
CPSU and CPC.

A collective examination of problems of the Com-
munist movement is at present the only true method
recognised by all Communist parties. Therefore no
Parly can. withecu! breaking with internationalism.
hinder the convocation of the Meeting or unilaterally
dictate terms under which such a Meeting must be
held. All Parties are squal and, on the basis of the
democratic principles proclaimed in the Declaration
and Statement, jointly decide questions concerning our
entire movement.

In conclusion the CC CPSU considers it necessary
to emphasize that the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union will firmly continue to follow the Leninist line
laid down for it by the Twentieth and Twenty-Second
Congresses and consistently implement the general line
of the world communist movement as set forth in the
1957 Declaration and 1960 Statement. Our Party and
the entire Soviet people are faced with the epoch-
making task of building a communist society. Togeth-
er with all peace-loving lorces we bear the responsi-
bility for averting a world thermonuclear war, for the
triumph of the cause of peace, democracy, national
independence and socialism. We shall spare no effort
in the struggle for the attainment of the great goals
of the modern epoch.

Such, too, is the position from which we approach
the matter ol surmounting difficuliies in the world
communist movement, and strengthening the unity of
its ranks. We place the interests of world communism
above all else and are guided by them in our relations
with the Communist Party of China as with any other
Party.

The CC CPSU should like to hope that the CC
CPC studies the proposals made in this letter with all
seriousness, once again weighs all the possible conse-
quences of the stand taken by it and. on its part.
takes steps thal would lead to unity with all Marxist-
Leninist Parties rather than to a split.

With [raternal greetings.

Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union

June 15, 1964

(Reprinted from “The Deily Review" published by
Novosti Press Agency, Moscow, Vol. X, No. 167, July
16, 1964.)
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Holding Aloft the Banner of Revolution

Following is an abridged translation of the July 29
“Renmin Ribao™ editorial “Hold Aloft the Banner of
Revolution and Carry the Struggle Through to the
End.” — Ed.

HE “Declaration ol Santiago de Cuba™ was adopted

by the Cuban people at a rally on July 26 which
celebrated the 11th anniversary of their armed uprising.
The Declaration strongly condemned U.S. imperialist
aggression and intervention in Cuba, solemnly an-
nounced rejection by the people of Cuba of the O.A.S.
Foreign Ministers’ Conference resolution vilifying and
applying “sanctions” against Cuba. and reiterated the
Cuban people’s determined stand to be prepared to shed
their last drop of blood in defence of their fatherland.
It is a most powerful reply to the O.A.S. Foreign
Ministers’ Conference’s counter-revolutionary resolu-
tion and statement.

Forcing the O.A.S. conference to pass a resolution
on further intervention in Cuba does not indicate U.S.
imperialism’s strength, but, on the contrary, is a mani-
festation of the fact that it is at its wit’s end in the face
of the heroic and staunch Cuban people. In the last
five years and more, U.S. imperialism has tried by hook
or by crook to strangle the Cuban revolution, only to
wind up in ignominious defeat. This is why it has been
seeking in a thousand and one ways to line up other
Latin American countries for “collective intervention™
against Cuba. But this conspiracy has consistently
failed. It was only after making a desperate effort that
the United States succeeded in cooking up the resolu-
lion on so-called “sanctions” against Cuba. Even so.
Mexico, Chile, Uruguay and Bolivia still opposed this
counter-revolutionary resolution when it was put 1o a
vote.

Does U.S. imperialism think its present action can
isolate Cuba? This is a vain hope pure and simple.
Whether or not the United States can force all the mem-
ber states of the O.A.S. to accept its order to apply
“sanctions” against Cuba, revolutionary Cuba can never
be isolated. No conspiracies can destroy the Iriendship
and unity between the pcoples of other Latin American
countries and the Cuban people. Have not the govern-
ments of many countries in Latin America seversd dip-
plomatic relations with Cuba at Washington's orders?
But the people of these countries continue to side with
the Cuban people, giving resolute support to their just
struggle. The shameful resolution of the O.A.S. Foreign
Ministers’ Conference is arousing an angry wave ol pro-
test in Latin American countries, and the movement to
support and defend Cuba is unfolding more vigorously
than ever. U.S. imperialism will find that it has raised
a rock, only to crush its own toes.

The Washington meeting has brazenly threatened
Cuba with collective or unilateral “use of force.” Does
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Yankee imperialism sericusly believe that it can thus
gcare the Cuban people stiff? This is outright daydream-
ing. The Cuban people not only have the experience
but, what is more, they are ready to repulse any armed
aggression by Yankee imperialism and its flunkeys. The
valiant Cuban people will never cringe before Yankee
imperialism threatening the use of force. “Fatherland
or Death!” —this is the clarion call with which they
answer the aggressors’ threat. Premier Castro has re-
stated the just position of the Cuban people to support
the people’s revolutionary movements in the Latin
American countries. He was completely right in saying,
“Support of revolutionary movements is not negotia-
ble.” He also said, “Our sympathy lies with all revolu-
tionary movements, no matter where they arise.” The
Cuban people will continue to hold high the revolu-
tionary banner of the two Declarations of Havana and
the Declaration of Santiago de Cuba and press on to
the end in the struggle against the counter-revolu-
tionary policy of Yankee imperialism and its running
dogs.

Employing the tactics of a thief crying “stop thief,”
U.S. imperialism is trying to use the pretext of checking
Cuban “‘aggression” and “‘intervention™ to carry out its
own aggression and intervention in other Latin Ameri-
can countries. But do the Yankees really believe that
they can thus put down the people’s revolutionary
movements in the Latin American countries? This also
is sheer daydreaming. As the Second Declaration ol
Havana pul it:

Revolution is inevitable in many countries of

Latin America. Nobody's will determines this fact.

1t is determined by the frightful conditions of ex-

ploitation which afflict mankind in! America. It is .

determined by the development of the revolutionary

consciousness of the masses, by the world crisis of
imperialism and by the universal movement of strug-
gle of the world's subjugated pcoples.

Four years ago, when the O.A.S., manipulated by
the United States, adopted the San Jose Declaration,
the Cuban people answered it with the First Declara-
tion of Havana. Two years ago, when the U.S.-domi-
nated O.A.S. adopted the Punta del Este Resolution,
the Cuban people’s answer was the Second Declaration
of Havana. And now. the Cuban people have issued a
new, revolutionary call to rebuff Washington’s counter-
revolutionary call. In this sharp struggle between the
revolutionary forces represented by Cuba and the
counter-revolutionary forces represented by Yankee
imperialism on the American continent, the people
throughout the world stand with the people of Cuba
and the people of all other Lalin American countries,
while Yankee imperialism can only find its allies {rom
among the most reactionary forces in these countries.
This struggle will go on until Yankee imperialism is
liquidated and until the American continent is resur-
rected.
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