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THE WEEK

Among the major events of the weck:

© Speaking at the banquet welcoming the Indonesian delegation
led by First Vice-Premier and Forcign Mintster =ubandrio, Premier
Cheu En-lai deciared that the United Nations now under the control
of U.S. imperialism must be thoroughly reorganized or anoiher United
Nations, a revolutionary one, be set up.

Pcking held a mass rally, pledeing firm support for the Indonesian
peaple’s strugele agamst British and U.S. imperialism.

®  Poreign Minister Chen Yi wrote to the Co-Chairmen ol the
Geneva Conference, drawing atiention to the wanton U.S. homhing of
Laotizn liberated areas and calling on them to take action (o stop the
U.S. scheme (o expand its war of aggression in Indo-China.

® Renmin Ribao and other leading newspapers published a TASS
report on the Warsaw meeting of the Political Consultative Com-
mittee ol the Warsaw Treaty and the full text of a communique on
the meeting released by the Polish news agency PAP.

€ The Chinese press published excerpts from:

—*“In the Eurocpe Wkhkich Breeds Revisionism, Revolutionary
Marxism-Leninism Will Triumph,” an article published on January 6
by the editorial depariment of the Albanian paper Zeri i Popullit.

— “Proletarian Internationalism — October’s Living Behest” by
Jam Szimek, which appeared in issue No. 11 (1964) of the Czechoslovak
journal Nova Mysl.

—a speech by T. Zhivkov. First Secretary of the C.C. of the Bui-
zarian Communist Party and Chairman of the Council of Ministers of
Bulgaria, on December 7. 1964.

— the December 6, 1964 editorial of Rabotnichesko Delo, organ of
the C.C. of the Bulgarian Communist Party.

— “Several Pressing Issues in CQur Ideological Work™ by Molnar
Endre, published in the November 1964 issue of the Hungarian journal
Partelet.

—*“An Eventiul Year” and “How Degmatism Has Distorted
Marxist-Leninist Views on Social Laws,” both from the December 1964
issue of the Hungarian journal Tarsadalmi Szemle.

— the summing-up speech by Walter Ulbricht, First Secretary of
the C.C. of the Socialist Unity Parly of Germany, at the 7Tth plenary
session of the Party’s Central Committee which closed on December
5, 1964.

— a commentary from the Italian journal Rinascita of December
19, 1964.

— "New Attack by Chinese Leaders on the General Line of the
World Communist Movement,” a news report published by the French
paper "'Huniuniie on November 21 and “New Attack from Pcking” by
Yves Moreau, published in U'Humanite Dunanche on November 22,
1964.

— the editorial comment “Two Major Events: A First Look” and
“Preletarian Internationalism and Beurgeois Nationalism™ by Hyman
Lumer, both from the November 1964 issue of Political Affairs, journal
of the CP.USA.
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Check U.S. Aggression in Laos  On January 20 Forcign

The recent wanton bombing of the
Xieng Khouang liberated areas in
Laos by U.S. fighier-bombers was
ancther grave U.S. move {o expand
its war of aggression in Indo-China.

Chen Yi wrole to the Co-Chairmen
of the Geneva Cionference. drawing
attention to the U.S. Government’s
encroachment  on Laotian  sover-
eignty and independence and gross
viclaticn of the Geneva agreements.
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Foreign Minister Chen Yi said in
his letter that if no efforts were
made o check U.S. actions, the situa-
tion in Indo-China would develop to
a dangerous point.  He urged the
Soviet and British Governments, as
Co-Chairmen ol the Geneva Con-
ference, to face up to the grave situa-
tion prevailing in Lacs and Indo-
China, earnestly assume their
ponsibilities and Like aclicn o cheek
diveot US, armed ageression in Laos
and ils adventurist scheme for
panding the war in Indo-China.

res-

ex-

Reply 1o Prince  Souphanouvong.
Vice-Premier and Yoreign Minister
Chen Yi on January 24 sent a lele-
graom  to Prince  Souphunouvong,
Vice-Premier of the Government of
National Union of Laos and Chair-
man of the Noo Lao Haksat, in reply
to his wrgent message of January 16
on the further expansion of divec
armed aggression agoeinst Laos by
U.S. imperialisin

Vice-Premier Chen Y1 expressed
firm support for Prince Souphanou-
condemning the US.
tinperialists and his reasonable de-
mand for the immediaie convo.
ol the l4-nation conflerence.
signatory to the Geneva
agreements and a close neighbour of
Laos.” the “the Peo-
ple's Republic of China has all along
clusely followed the developmont of
the situation in Lacs. The Chinese
Government  consistently  calls  for
the reconvocation of the conference
ol the 14 signatories to the 1962
Geneva agreements fo seek a peace-
vl settlemont of the Laotian ques-
ticn.  We  consider that., in  the
present circumstances in which ULS.
mmperialism  is  making  intensive
elfovts to expand ils direct armed
aguression in Laos and in which the
Geneva agreements are being com-
pletely torn up, it is all the more
mmportant to convene the 14-nation
conference speediiv,”

vonu's  stang

\tign

As 4

message  said,

international Lawyers in Paking

Three members of interna-
tional group of lawyers working to
effect the release of the nine Chinese
now illegally detained by the Bra-
zilian authorities recenily arvived in
Peking for o visit at the inviiation
of the China Political Science and
Law Association. They ure Kunisuke

the
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Nagano, senior member of the group
and Chairman of the Japanese Liai-
son Council of International Jurists,
the Indonesian lawyer Suprapto and
the Pakistan Iawyer Fakhruddin G.
Ebrahim.

In Peking, they met members of
the families of the nine Chinese who
gave first-hand accounts of how the
nine had gone to work in Brazil in
full conformity with legal procedures
to promote friendship between the
people of China and Brazil., and
trade and cultural exchange belween
the two countries. Thoey tnanked the
international lawyers zioup for up-
holding justice and hoped for success
in their efforts 1o secure freedom for
the ninc.

Following iheir inlerviews on Jan-
uary 22 and 23, Kunisuke Nagano
ind Suprapto issued a joint state-
ment which deseribed the sentence
passed by the DBiazilian authorities
on the nine as out-znd-out political
persecution. It has become over
ciearer, the slatement said, that the
trial of the nine Chinese by the
Brazilian military tribunal and (ke
sentence of ten years' imprisomaong
imposed on them are not only an in-
tolerable violation of the basic prin-
ciples of internationa! law but iliegal
in terms of Brazilian law. They
pledged their utmost efforts to have
the nine declared innocent.

Fakhruddin G. Ebrahim, in a stale-
ment following his meeting with the
families on Januury 24, analysed the
case, and on sevoral points showed
the absurdily of pretexis on
which the Brazilian authorities had
convicted the Chinese of “subversive
activities.”  He  called on  world
opinion to condemn the illegality of
the seniences.

Nan Han-chen, Chairman of the
China Council for the Promotion of
nternational Trade, and Miao Hai-
ling, Depuly Director of the Isinhua
News Agency, met the three lawyers
on separate occasinns and had cordial
talks with them.

the

Protest Againsi Indian Intrusions

Despite protesls by (he Chinese
Government. Indian froops and air-
craflt repeatedly iniruded into Chi-
nese territory and air spuce during
the second hali of 1964 The Chinese
Foreign Ministry, in a note to the

Indian Embassy in Peking on Janua-
ry 18, lodged another slrong prolest
with the Indian Government against
these intrusions.

The note pointed out that, during
the second half of 1964. Indian troops
made 24 infrusions into Chinese {er-
ritory across the line of actual con-
trol on the Sino-Indian border or
acress the China-Sikkim borde: It
listed the following instances as par-
ticularly serious. (1) In the middle
sector of the Sino-Indian border. 1n-
dian military and  adminisirative
personnel  again intruded into  the
Wiuje area and entvenched themselves
there. This is an arca which China
vacated on its own initialive as one
of the places concerning which there
is a dispute about the ceaselive ar-
angements.  (2) At the Hsialinkung
Terrace in the ecaslern sector of the
Sino-Indian border, the Indian troops
have to date not dismantled the ag-

gressive mililary  structures which
they have built beyond the line
of actual control on the Chinese

side. Moreover, they have [requentiy
carried  out  reconnaissance  and
hinassing activities across that linc

(3) Along the China-Sikkim border
Indian  toops  have  built  about
all  aggressive military  structur s

cither bevond or on the boundar:
line at Tungchula, Jelep La and Cho
La. and posted guards there.

The note also pointed out that du-
ring the last six months of 1064
Indian aircraflt flew 21 sorties across
the line of actual on  the
Sino-Indian border as well as across
the China-Sikkim and China-Bhutan
borders. infruding into Chinese air
space  over  Sinkiang and Tibet
These Indian aircraft brazenly cai-
ried out prolonged reconnaissance
and harassing aclivities over China's
territory, peneirating as far as such
important cities and towns of Tibet
or Sinkiang as Lhasa  Shigatsc,
Damshune, Pishan and Tloticn.  One
aircrall even penetiualed far
Szechuan Province

“The Chinese Government™  the
note declarod. “hereby lodges a strong
protest with Lhe Indian Government
agaits'  the above-mentioned grave
intrusions into China's territory and
air space, and urges the Indian side
to put an immediate end (o
unlawlul intrusions.”

conlro!

as as

such
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Premier Chou’s Speech

U.N. Must Be Thoroughly Reorganized

® The United Nations has committed too many mistakes. It must correct them cnd
it must be thoroughly recrganized.

® Or a revolutionary United Nations may well be set up.

°

't the British and U.S. imperialists dare to impose @ war on the Indenesian

people, the Chiness people will absolutely not sit icdly by.

Foilowing s ¢ transietion of Premier Chou En-lai’s
Speccho on denuary 24 at the benguet in honour of the
Indepesian delegation led by Dr. Subandrio, Indonesian
First Vice-Premier and Foreign Minister.  Boldfuce
eniphases are ours. — Ed.

'WTE are very happy lo weicome in Peking now the

¥ Indonesian Mission of President Sukarno led by
First Deputy Prime Minister Dr. Subandrio. Dr. Suban-
drio is an old friend of ours. Pleasc allow me, on behalf
of the Chinese Government and pcople. to expross our
warmest welcome to Dr. Subandrio and the other distin-
guished guests on the mission. and to pay high tribute
to President Sukarno and the Indonesian people.

Indonesia is a heroic nation. The Indonesian people
are a revolutionary people. The Republic of Indonesia,
under the leadership of President Sukarno, has made
tremendous contributions to the Asian and African peo-
ples’ common cause of opposing imperialism, colonialism
and neo-colonialism, safeguarding national independence.
upholding Asian-African solidarity and defending world
peace. In order to oppose “Malaysia.” which is a prod-
uct of neo-colonialism, and to oppose the imperialists’
prolection of “Malaysia” through the instrumentality of
lhe United Nations, Indonesia has withdrawn from the
United Nations and the Indonesian people are rising in
a4 new nationwide upsurge of patriotic anti-imperialist
struggle. The visit of the distinguished Indonesian
guests to China al this imporiant moment is a forceful
expression of the trust the 104 million Indonesian peo-
pie place in the 650 million Chinese people.
rialists have been bullying both you and us.
peoples have always supported each other in the common
struggle against imperialism. Our Indonesian iriends
may rest assured that we will not fail this trust.

The impe-
Our two

“Malaysia™ is an artificial creation of Britain in col-
iusion with the United States. i is well known that
there exists a Malaya on this glebe, but not such a thing

January 29, 1965

as “Mulaysia,” The so-called “Malaysia™ is something
\ g

pore. Sarawak and Sabah in order to perpetuate its
colonial rule. Britain is an ¢ld hand at “divide and
rule.” When the tactics of “divide and rule” no longer

which Britain imposes on the people of Malaya Singa-

work, it switches to the taclics of “merge and ruie”
It has been doing this both in Asia and in Africa. A
most striking example was olfered by the case of the
Central African Federation, or the Federation of Rho-
desia  and Britain insisted on merging
Zambia, Malawi and Zimbabwe in that federation so as
to perpetuate its colonial rule. Zambia and Malawi have
now atlained independence. The Alvican peoples were
all aware that the so-called Central African Federation
was utterly detestable. “Malaysia™ is of the same stuff.
Independent nations may merge on a voluntary basis.
However, the peoples of the states and regions forcibly
incorporated within “Malaysia™ are still fighting for in-
dependence or complete independence. and hence a
voluntary merger is entirely out of the question. In fact,
it is the same British colonialists and their armed forces
that wield control over “Malaysia® today. Without
Britain and the United States, the ruling clique of “Ma-
Iaysia” could not possibly live for a single day. By
including Sarawak and Sabah in “Malaysia.” Brit-
ain is in effect planling a bayonet in the chest of the
Republic of Indonesia. It is only natural that the Indo-
nesian people cannot tlolerate the EBritish menace 1o
their security through its tool “Malaysia,” just as the
Arab peoples cannot tolerate the menace of Israel.
Indonesia’s struggle against “Malaysia™ is entirely just.
“Malaysia™ represents a menace to the Indonesian people
as well as to the peoples of other Southeast Asian coun-
The Chinese people resolutely support the people
of North Kalimantan in (heir struggle for national inde-
pendence and the Indonesian and Southeast Asian peo-
ples in their siruggle to confront “Malaysia.”

Nyasaland.

iries.

The illegal seating of “Malaysia” in the United
Nations and its Security Council adds one more item to
ihe many evil things done by the U.S. and British
imperialists through the instrumentality of the United
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Nations.
the United Nalions created an Israel and has adopied an
inimical attilude towards the Arab countries: it com-
mitled aggression in Korea while slandering Chii s
the “aggressor”: it shields Chiang Kai-shek while ostra-
cizing the People’s Republic of China: it senl troops to
the Congo and brought about the murder of Patrice
Lumumba and the imprisonment of Antoine Gizenga;
it levelled lalse charges against Cambodia and is making
attempts 1o intervene in south Viet Nam and Laos: and

Under ihe manipulation oi U.5. nimperialism,

so on and so forth. It practises various discriminations
against the new emerging Asian and African countries,
so much so that these countries are slill prevented from
attaining the positions they are entitled to in the United
Nations. All this conslitules a total violation ol the
purposcs and principles of the U.N. Charter The
United Nations has committed too manyv mistakes. It
has utterly disappointed the Asian and African countries.
It must correct its mistakes. Tt must be thoroughly
reorganized.

In order to reovganize the United Nations and make
il conform to the aspirations ol the Asian and Alvican
countries. it is necessary Lo expose the crimes commitied
by U.S. imperialism and its followers in manipulating
the United Nations and to shatter the blind faith in the
United Nations. As far back as in 1960, President Su-
karno already proposed the reorganization of the United
Nations. In deciding on Indonesia’s withdrawal from
the Uniled Nalions. President Sukarno opened the eves
of the people. They have come to realize that the U.S.
imperialist-manipulaied United Nations is by no means
something sacrosanct, that one can oppose the United
Nations and withdraw from it and thal one can do with-
out cntering il. Countries embracing over one guarier
of the population of the gilobe, such as China. Korea,
Viet Nam, are not in the United Nations. nevertheless,
they are getling along fine, and faring even better. On
the other hand, of those countries which have joined the
United Nations. some are controlled by its master, viz.,
the United States, or have U.S. military bases on their
soil. They have very little independence and freedom
to speak of. and there are quite a few countrics in this
category. Others have fallen victim to its aggression,
and the Congo (Leopoldville) is a case in point. In these
circumstances, another United Nalions, a revolutionary
one, may well be set up so that rival dramas may be
staged in cempetition wilh that body which calls itself
the United Nations but which is under the manipulation
of I.S. imperialism and therefore can only make
miscliief and do nothing good. Ilow can it be that only
the United Slates is allowed to stage its own dramas,
while we are not? In a word., US. imperialism must
not be given a free hand to do whatever it pleases
through the United Nations. Indonesia’s revolutionary
move of withdrawing from the United Nations has given
a powerlul impetus to the just struggle of the Asian and
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Adrican geoples Tor the reovganization of the United Na-
tions.  No matter what slanders U.S. imperialism and
its followers may make and no matter how many people
may still fail to understand it now. this meritorious {eat
of President Sukarno and the Indonesian people will

be recorded in the annals of history.

The United Nations can cow no one.  Briluin is
aware of that and so is the United States. Britain is
now trving to rig up a military force. Pinching and
scraping, it has managed to do no more than to concen-
trate several tens ol thousands of troops and a few dozen
warships in “Malaysia” and. with this force, attempts o
invade or harass Indonesia and to overawe the greut
Indonesian people. In so doing, Britain has been ap-
plauded by the United States The United States. on
its own part. has sent out a small number of ground,
air and naval forces to occupy south Viet Nam., bomb
the Laotian liborated areas and raid the Democratic
Republic of Viet Nam. It has staged the [arce of
fighting shadows on sceveral occasions in Bac Bo
Gulf., It has instigated Thailand and
south Viet Nain to make provocations against Cam-

noreover,
bodia.  Relying on those miserably meagre and feehis
forces. the United States is erying out for the enlarge-
ment of the war in Seutheast Asia and is trying to drag
Britain dewn inte the mire with i, Baring its fangs
and showing ils ciaws, this paper tiger. U.S. imperialism,
fancies itsell to be formidable. But the Chinese people
ave not afraid of this trick, and oniy hold it to be quite
miserable and ludicrous. We are convinced that it is
the revolutionary people in action who are genuinely
powerfal, and that in front ol the revolutionary peo-
ple the imperialists are doomed to defeat in the end
no matler how rampant they may be at present.

The Chinese people sternly condemn the U.S. and
British imperialists for their playing with fire. The
U.S. and British imperialists must dismantle all their
military bases and withdraw their armed forces from
Asia.

The Chinese people staunchly suppori the peopic of
Southeast Asian countries in their patriotic, just struggle
1o rvesist imperialism. If the British and U.S. imperialisiy
should dare to impese a war on the Indoncsian peopie,
the Chinese peopie will absolutely not sit idly by.

Distinguished Indonesian guests! Our two peoples
are close comrades-in-arms in the common sirussle
against imperialism. colonialism and neo-colonialism. 1
am convineed that your present visit will greatly en-
hance the solidarity and co-operation and the militant
friendship between our two countries. Our two peoples
will for ever march forward hand in hand and [light
iogether for the cause ol opposing imperialism. safe-
guarding world peace and building our respective
countries.

Peking Review, No.-5




Vice-Premier Chen Yi Declares

China Backs Indonesia

Indonesia’s withdrawal from the U.N. has defended its national interest and the
interests of all the world’s revolutionary peoples.

( N January 26, at a rally in Peking to welcome the

- Indenesian delegation led by Dr. Subandrio, Vice-
Premier and Foreign Minister Chen Yi reaffirmed the
Chinese preople’s unshakable support for the Indonesian
people’s just struggle of conlronting ““Malaysia™ and for
their revolutionary move to withdraw from the United
Nations. The Chinese people would delinitely not sit
idly by should the British and U.S. imperialisis dare
o Impose a war on the Indonesian people, Chen Yi
declared.

The present United Nations. he =1id. is an organ-
ization which divides the world and is conivelied by
the United States and a lew big powers.

“The U.S. imperialist-manipulated United Nations
has been increasingly reduced to a tool of the world's
decadeni forces. The United Nations has commitied toc
many evils. It must correct its mistakes and be thoroughly
reorganized. or it will have no future,” Chen
Yi stressed. “‘Indonesia’s withdrawal {rom the United
Nations is the first step in promoting such a reorganiza-
tion.  Consideration may also be given to the setting
up of another United Nations, a revolulionary one. so
ihat rival dramas may be slaged in cempetition with
ihe existing. U.S-manipulated United Nations for peo-
ple to make the comparison.”

In short, the existing organization known as the
United Nations is by no means sacvosanct, Blind wor-
ship of this idol must be ended. U.S. imperialism’s
use of the United Nalions to do whatever it pleases
must not be allowed, the Vice-Premier declared.

Chen Yi noted:  “Some people say that by with-
drawing [rom the United Nations, Indonesia has pulled
ithe rug from under the feet of the United Nations and
thereby set a dangerous precedent. No! It is the
United States, not Indonesia, that has set this dangerous
precedent. The United States has excluded the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China with one-quarter of the world’s
population from the United Nations. Is this not pull-
ing the rug from under the (eet of the United Nations?
Why is it that only the United States is allowed to pull
the rug while others are not?

“Some people say that the only positive approach
is 1o remain in the United Nations and carry on the
struggle there, while withdrawal from the United Na-
{ions is negative in all circumstances. In our view. the
conirary is true. In the specific circumstances coniront-
ing Indonesia, only resolute and determined withdrawal
from the United Nations can give the imperialists a
bitter lesson. Continued slay in the United Nations will
only inflate the arrogance and peremptoriness of the
imperialists.  With Indonesia’s withdiawal from the
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United Nations, U.S. imperialism has to be a litile more
careful in the future in approaching questions concern-
ing Asian and African countries. This greatly helps
the struggle of the Asian and African countries for the
reorganization ol the United Nations.”

Chen Yi also declared: “Some people say that
withdrawal from the United Nations will resull in one's
isolation. We hold a diametrically opposite view. China
is not in the United Nations, but we do not feel isolated.
Indonesia’s withdrawal from the United Nations in
opposition to the imperialists’ manipulation has made
its voice more resonant in international affairs. The
criterion of whether a country is isolated or not is not
whether it is a member of the United Nations. but
whether or not it pursues policies in the interests of
its own people and the people of the world. Superfi-
cially, the United States should be the least isolated
gince it has put the United Nations under its manipu-
lation. In our view, however, the Uniled States is
most isolaled.  According to U.S. news reporls, in the
recent period dozens of U.S. embassies and information
centres abroad have been attacked or set on fire. Is
this not proof of its isolation?”

Vice-Premier Chen Yi warmly praised the Indone-
sian people who are fearless and ave imbued with a
revolutionary spivit. He paid tribute 1o President
Sukarne who played a most outstanding leading role in
developing this revelutionary spirit.  “The Indonesian
people. raising high the banner of anti-imperialism and
anti-colenialism, of Asian-African solidarity and of the
new emerging forces, have made tremendous contribu-
tions to the common cause of the Asian-African people
for unity against imperialism. . . ."”

“The Indonesian people’s struggle.” Chen Yi con-
tinued. “to support the North Kalimantan people’s fight
for national independence, confront ‘Malaysia.” and
saleguard the security of their own country is an
mmportant  component of the anti-imperialist. anti-
colonialisi struggle of the people of Southeast Asia and
Asia as a whole. The Chinese people, together with the
people of the Southeast Asian countries. staunchly sup-
pori this just struggle of the Indoncsian people.”

Vice-Premier Chen Yi also touched briefly on the
talks wnich took place beiween Dr. Subandrio and
Premier Chou En-lai and other Chinese government
leaders. He said: “Our talks have been long, exten-
sive. thoroughgoing and exceilent. It can be said with
certainty that these talks will definitely usher in a new,
still higher phase in the comrade-in-arms relations of
friendship, solidarity and mutual help between our two
countries.”



Sino-Indonesian Solidarity

Peking Welcomes Indonesian
First Vice-Premier Subandrio

by OUR CORRESPONDENT

Vl"ill-? 4Z-member Indonesian special delegation, sent

by President Sukarno and led by First Vice-
Premier and Forcign Minister Subandrio, arrived in
Peking last Saturday aflternoon, January 23, at the
invitation ol the Chinese Government. The delegation
received a rousing welcome at the beflagged airport
from Chinese government leaders and thousands of
Peking citizens.  Among those greeting the distin-
guished guests at the plane-side werc Promier Chou
En-lai; Marshal Chen Yi. Vice-Premicr and Foreien
Minister: Senior Goneral Lo Jui-ching. Vice-Premier
and Chiel ol the Gonoral Stafl of the Chinese People’s
Liberation Army; and Kuo Mo-jo, Vice-Chairman of
the Sianding Commitli2e of the National People’s
Congress.

The delegation, the largest ever to visit this coun-
try from Indonesia, has brought with it the comrade-
ship-in-arms of the Indonesian people now fighting in
the forefront againsl imperialism and colonialism. Oc-
curring al a time when the Indonesian people’s anti-
imperialist struggle has reached a new height and when
the people of our two countries are faced with new,
common lasks in this struggle, the visit is of great signif-
icance. Welcoming the envoys of [riendship, Renmin
Ribao in its January 23 editorial said: “Indonesia’s
withdrawal from the United Nations and its unflinch-
ing conlrontation with ‘Malaysia’ have enraged the U.S.

Indonesian First Vice-Premier Subandrio and his delegation
receive a warm welcome al Peking Airport

and British imperialists. Regarding Indonesia as a thorn
in their side, these imperialists are blatantly threatening
it with the use of force and war, bringing economic
pressure to bear, and resorting to subversion and sabo-
lage and other vile means against it. . . . Butl the In-
donesians are a great people whom no threat can cow,
no pressure can bend and no force can crush.”

Indonesian People Are Not Alone

In their struggle to uphold their sovereignty and
national dignity, the Indonesians arve not alone. The
people of Asia, Alvica and Latin Amevica and peace-
loving people throughout the world are on their side.
China’s 650 million have pledged unequivocal support.
At the banquet he and Vice-Premier Chen Yi save on
January 24 for First Vice-Premier Subandrio and the
other Indoncsian guests. Premier Chou En-lai scerved a
warning on U.S. and British imperialism. Said the Pre-
micr: “If the British and U.S. imperialists should dare
to impose a war on the Indonesian people, the Chinese
people will absolutely not sit idly by.” (For text ol Pre-
mier Chou's specch, see p.s)

First Vice-Premier Subandrio. in his speech, said
that the purpose of Indonesia’s withdrawal [rom the
U.N. “is to strengihen the progressive and revolutionavy
Torces in the light against colonialism and imperialism.”
“Indonesia’s withdrawal.” he said, “has inspired the

fighting spirit of {he
e, people of various coun-

507 tries fighting
colonialism  and

against
impe-
rialism, increased their
sell-conflidence and
freed them from fear of
imperialism.”
that  the
people’s struggle was a

Stressing

Indonesian

just one and that the
struggle of countries {or
national  independence
must include the strug-
gle against imperialism
and  colonialism, he
called on all the new
emerging forces and the
world’s progressive and
revolutionary forces to
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unite and eliminate imperialism and colonialism reso-
lutely and completely

Mass Rally Pledges Support

More than 10.000 people gathered in the Great Hall
of the People on Januarv 26 to welcome the visitors.
When First Vice-Premier Subandrio and members of his
delegation appeared on the rostrum with Premier Chou
En-lai. Vice-Premier Chen Yi and Mayor Peng Chen of
Peking, the huge hall gave them a standing ovation as
an expression of solidarity with the Indonesian people.
In his opening address. Mayor Peng Chen extended his
warm welcome to the Indonesian guests and paid iribute
to President Sukarno for his wise decision in withdraw-
ing Indonesia [rom the U.N. This. Peng Chen said, was
an action arousing the world’s people to oppose U.S. im-
perialist manipulation of the United Nations. He de-
clared: “The Chinese people will for ever support your
revolutionary and just struggle. We are firmly con-
vinced that all the U.S. and British imperialists’ policies
ol aggression and war are doomed to failure and that
the revolutionary Indonesian people will trivmph.”

Vice-Premier Chen Yi also addressed the rally. He
described the United Nations as an organization divid-
ing the world and controlled by the United States and a
few other big powers. He realfirmed China’s full sup-
port for Indonesia in its anti-imperialist struggie. (Sce
excerpts of speech on p.7.)

When First Vice-Premier Subandrio took the floor.
the gathering burst into thunderous applause. In his
speech, he stressed that President Sukarno’s decision on
withdrawing Indonesia from the U.N. had been made
in the interests of the struggle against imperialism and
colonialism. Tt is obvious.” he said. “that the United
Nations is increasingly becoming a body which is manip-
ulated by the U.S. and British imperialists and their

lackeys.,”  Relerring to the view held by some people
that, as a resull of its withdrawal, Indonesia would be-
come increasingly encivcled and menaced by impevial-
ism, he declared: “The situation in this century shows
that countries encircled and menaced by imperialisim
have forged ahcad faster than those backed and fed by
imperialism.”  As to the view held by some countries
that Indonesia’s withdrawal would lower the prestige
of the United Nations and create a erisis for it, he
pointed to the fact that the prestige of that world organ-
ization had begun to fall as early as 1950 when it re-
fused 1o restore to the People’s Republic of China its
legitimate seat. The denial to China of its legitimate
rights in the United Nations and the progress China had
made outside tha organization “clearly expose the
bankruptey of the U.N.,” he said.

Tirst Vice-Premier Subandrio also spoke ol the close
friendship between the Indonesian and Chinese peoples,
noling that they had always united closely in dealing
with U.S-led imperialism and colonialism. Declaring
that the will to bury imperialism was the basis of Sino-
Indonesian friendship, Subandrio expressed conlidenca
that, fighting shoulder to shoulder, the Chinese and
Indonesian peoples would surely triumph.

Since their arrival. the Indonesian guests have had
a busy schedule. Generals from the Indonesian armed
forces who are among the members of the delegation
were enlerfained to a luncheon by Senior General Lo
Jui-ching. while journalists attended a reception given in
their honour by the All-China Journalists™ Association.
First Vice-Premier Subandrio has held talks with Pre-
micr Chou En-lai and Vice-Premier and Foreign Minis-
ter Chen Yi. These talks. as Vice-Premier Chen put i,
have been extensive and exhaustive. Fruitful resulls
leading to a new phase in the comradeship-in-arms be-
tween the two couniries can be expecied.

Sato Aids U.S. Imperialism

by OBSERVER

Following is a transtation of the January 20
“Renmin Ribao™ articte entitled “Eisalku Sato Renders
Big Services to U.S. Imperialism.” Boldface emphases
are ours. — Ed.

q{)ME dayvs ago. Japan's Prime Minister Eisaku Sato
W visited Washington and issued a joint communique
with the U.S. President. That communique makes il
clear that on many imporiant issues Sato, in disregard
of Japan's national interests, is following the U.S. policy
ol aggression. This has been strongly condemned in all
circles in Japan.

Masayoshi Oka, Member of the Central Commillee
ol the Japanese Communist Parly, pointed oui that
the jeinl communique showed that the U.S. and Japa-
nese ruling groups sought to co-ordinate their aims
and exfend their collaboration in order to enforce the
U.S. policy of “containing China,” aggression in Asia
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and unleashing a nuclear war, and the Japanese policy
ol getling nuclear armaments and reviving militarism.

Tomomi Narita. General Secretary ol the Japanese
Socialist Party, said that, in the Washingion talks, Sato
had failed to uphold an “independent stand” for Japan.
On the question of China Sato had adopted a policy
of “looking backwards,” and in the matter ol south
Viet Nam. Japan had been commitled to bear a very
heavy burden under imprecise terms.

Yoshitaro Hirano, Chairman of the Japanese Na-
tional Peace Commiltee. pointed out that Sato had tied
Japan closer than ever to U.S. policies of war and
agoression in Asia.

The Japanese paper Mainichi Shimbun said that
Sato, by agreeing to prior consultations with the United
Slales on Japan’s policy to China, “has bound ilsell to
the limils set by the Uniled States.”



Sato has repeatedly declared his intention of fol-
lowing in the footsteps of Hayato Ikeda, but it appears
ihat he has gone further than his predecessor in toeing
the U.S. line.

Compared to his earlier professions, what Eisaku
Sato did in the United States is a big step backwards.
Here are the facts:

On May 14 last year, Salo declared that: On the
question of China, politics and economics “actually
cannot be separated.” Yel, today, in the Japan-U.S.
communique he makes an about-face and talks aboul
“separation ol political matters from economic matters.”

Soon after assuming office on November 10 last
year. Sato said: “Foreign countries should not assert
that there are ‘two Chinas,’ not one. To do so would
amount to interference in China’s internal affairs.”
But less than a month later he himsell asseris that
China is “actually separated into lwo.” and adds that
the U.S. theories of “sell-determination™ and “trus-
teeship” for Taiwan are “very good.”

In the latter part of November last year Sato
declared that, on the question ol China, Japan had to
“make decisions ilsell from the standpoint of ils nation-
al interests.” Now he says: “close consultations™ with
the United States must be conducted before acting.

After assuming office. Sato declared time and
again thal. on the question of China. Japan must take
a “forward-locking” attitude. During his visil to the
United States he said. however. that on this queslion
Japan had taken neither a “backward-looking™ nor a
“forward-looking™ atiitude. He cven went so lfar as to
make out that Japan is even “more concerned” by
China’s “aggressive tendencies” than Washington and
made it clear that together with the United States it
would use the method of the so-called “two-thirds
majority vote” to obstruct the restoration of China’s
legitimate rights m the United Nations.

Sato repeatedly asserted before that Japan would
pursue an “independent” policy. But today. even on
the question of recovering the U.S.-occupied Japanese
ferritories of Okinawa and Ogasawara. he has agreed
to the United Stlates putling off action in this matier
indelinitely.

Salo has olten declared that Japan is “a member
of Asia,” and must conduct an “Asian diplomacy.” But
in the Japan-U.S. communique, he says that he com-
pletely “agrees”™ with Johnson that the United States
must “persevere’ in its war, a war of aggression, in
south Viet Nam.

All these facts show that Sato is contlradicting
himsell and going back on his word. In view of this,
how can people believe him in the future?

The present world situation is most unfavourable
for U.S. imperialism. It is suffering a time of acute
stresses.  Ils aggressive war in south Viet Nam is on
the brink of utter defeat. Indonesia’s withdrawal [rom
the United Nations has dealt a severe blow to U.S. im-
perialism as the manipulator of that international or-
ganization. The tendency to oppose U.S. conirol and to
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take the path of independent development is growing
stronger  and  stronger among  Washingion's  allies.
Recently a severe crisis has hit the US. dollar.  The
Johnson Administration is in despcerate straits.  Just
when the United States was feeling most isolated and in
need of help, Sato hurried to Washington to present
tribute. Willing to be buried along with U.S. imperial-
ism, he tied Japan still tighter to the U.S. war chariot.
Is there any semblance of an “independent” policy
about this? It is reported that Sato’s prestige at home
is sinking lower and lower. This is the inevitable
result of his activities going against the current, in dis-
regard of the trend of international events.

On the question of Sino-Japanese relations we have
always exercised the utmost patience and done every-
thing we could. Although the state of war between China
and Japan has not yet been formally terminated, we
have, nevertheless. made continuous efforts to promote
economic and cultural exchanges and promote recipro-
cal visits between the peoples of the two countries.
We have actively. and on our own initiative, advised
Japan to take part in the Asian-African Conference
hoping that it will, on the basis of equality and mutual
benelil, contribule to the efforts of the Asian and
African countries to achieve prosperity through seli-
reliance. But this wish of ours has not met with a
response in a like spirit. On the contrary. the Japan-
U.S. talks show that Sato is going out of his way to
toe the U.S. line to “contain” China. Leading Japanese
papers have revealed that the Japancse authorities ave
even ready to lake an active part in the so-called U.S.
crescent of encirclement around China. What is more.
Japanese government officials have even openly ad-
vanced the absurd argument that “the status of Taiwan
is undetermined.”  All these facts cannot but alert the
vigilance of the Chinese people.

U.S. imperialism is ai the end of ils tether; what
vood will it do Japan for Sato fo render big services
to it? It will only damage the interests of Japan but
not harm a single hair of China. It will only increase
dissatisfaction among broad sections ol the Japanese

cople. Even in the Liberal Democratic Party the far-
sighted will not endorse Sato’s actions. These activities
will enable the peoples of the Asian couniries to see
even more clearly the true features of the Sato govern-
ment. The fond dreams of being “the leader of Asia”
which Sato and his like cherish will certainly be dashed
to the ground. How can those who are willing to he
buried alive in the tomb ol U.S. imperialism play a
“leading” role in Asia?

We are not in Lhe least pessimistic about the [u-
ture of Sino-Japancse [riendly relations. The Japanese
people want to oppose U.S. imperialism and want
friendship with China. This is an irresistible historical
trend. We wish to be friends with Japan just as we
wish to be [riends with all those who desire {riendship
with us. We believe that the day will come when coura-
geous statesmen will arise in Japan and put an end to
its subservience to and dependence on the United States,
and bring about a genuinely independent, democratic,
peaceful and neutral Japan.
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U.S. Monopoly Capital and the Nuclear
War Industry

by TUNG WEI-JEN

I\, ODERN militarism is the resull of capilalism™ and
- in the imperialist cormtrics “militavization is now
permeating all socia! Hife. ™= So wrote Lenin more than
40 years ago. Since then there has been an unprece-
dented development of militarism  and militarization
of economic life in the imperialist countries. This is
especially so in the United Stales where todav these
phenomena have developed to an unparalleled ex-
tent. Branch aflter branch of industry in the Uniled
States has been sucked into the whirlpool of the arms
drive and preparations for war. Some branches. such
as the nuclear industry, have been in the service of
war from the very moment thev were born.

Gigantic Nuclear War Industry

Since August 6. 1945. when. over Hiroshima in
Japan, the Uniled Stales exploded the first atomic
bomb to be used in warfare, nuclear weapons have
become the treasured means of U.S. imperialism for
realizing its nelarious plot to subjugate the world. In
the decade and more since World War I preparations
for nuclear war and nuclear blackmail have been the
consistent government policy ol successive U.S. Ad-
ministrations. Frenzied expansion ol nuclear arms pro-
duction in the allempt to retain the U.S. nuclear monop-
oly and later to gain nuclear supremacy have charac-
terized the Administrations of Truman., Eisenhowor,
Kennedy and Johnson — the agents of big monopoly
capital.  With a blind faith in new weapons. the U.S.
monopoly capital groups have long established a gigantic
nuclear industry which has assumed a uniquely im-
portant position in the U.S. war industry.

The U.S. nuclear industry is subject to striet
“security regulations™ and a lurge part of the plants, in-
slallations, laboratories and olher equipment used in
the manufacture of fissionable material and nuclear
arms are government propervly. In and after June 1940,
the U.S. Government set up successively the Nalional
Defence Research Council. the Office of Scientific Re-
scarch and Development, the Manhatlan Engineering
District under the Army’s Corps ol Engineers and, aller

1'V.I. Lenin, “Bellicose Militarism and the Anti-Mili-
tavist Tacties of Social-Democracy,” Collected Works,
Foreign Languuges Publishing House. Moscow, 1963, Vol.
15, p. 192

2 V.I. Lenin, “On the Slogan of ‘Disarmament,’” Collect-
ed Works, Fourth Russian edition, State Publishing House of
Political Literature, Moscow, 1950, Vol. 23, p. 87.
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the world war, the Atomic Energsy Commission 1o su-
pervise and develop this branch of war indusiry. To
keep pace with the growth ol the nuclear industry and
stockpile nuclear weapons, over the last 20-odd vears
the US. Government has invesied an astounding
amount of money in the indusiry. Up to [iscal 1964 it
had invested the huge sum of U.S.$35.800 million, a
tolal bigger than the combined capital of the live big-
gest U.S. industrial monopoly  concerns  including
General Motors and Standard Oil of New Jersey. Today
plants and installations of the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion can be found in at least 27 stales. occupying an
area ol move than 2.1 million acres, with buildings tak-
ing up 76.7 million squarc feet, and a stalf of about
140.000 of whom 20.000 to 30.000 are scienlists or en-
gincers.  Each year the nuclear industry uses one-tenth
of the nation’s total output of electricity or one-hall of
Lthat reguired for domestic needs.

Who Controls it?

The nuclear industry is a typical case of the inte-
gration of monopoly capital and stale power and of the
further subordination of the state apparalus to the big
monopoly concerns.  In actual fact this enormous in-
duslry set up by the Government is controlled by a
handful of the biggest monopoly groups and is an im-
portant source of their monopoly profits. The label
“government owned” is used by them as a fig leaf lo
hoodwink the American people and cover up the
plunder of the stale treasury by the monopolies.

Atomic energy is one of the newest branches of
science. In the early days of World War 11 research into
the use of alomic energy was still in its initial stages;
a rather complicated technological process is involved
in making fissionable material and turning it into
atomic weapons. TFor these reasons and because it was
uncertain whether the huge amount of capital requived
would yield quick and big profits, the big U.S. monopoly
concerns got the U.S. Government to launch the venture
and shoulder the risks. This is why the nuclear indus-
try started with the government financed and run
plants like the ones at Oak Ridge, Tennessee. and Los
Alamos, New Mexico. where the first lof of atomie
bombs were made. Al the same time certain big mon-
opoly concerns were awarded conlracts to build nu-
clear laboratories and plants (including inslallations and
equipment). and they supplied key execulives, scien-
tists and lechnicians to take charge ol research for the
manulacture and developmen!t of atomic bombs. This,

11



in actual fact, meant they had control of this newly
created branch of industry and were well placed to
cash in on its future development.

The war over. under the 1946 Atomic Energy Act,
the U.S. Government turned over most of the nuclear
plants and laboratories to “rcliable”™ private contractors
to operate. These so-called “reliable” private contrac-
tors are none other than the handful of the biggest
electric and chemical monopoly groups which right
from the start had taken an active part in all phases of
the manufacture of the atomic bomb. They include the
Ceneral Eleetrie Co. of the Morgan group, the E.I. du
Poant de Nemours & Co. of the du Pont group, ‘he
Union Carbide Corp. in which the Rockeleller and
Lellon groups have a major interest, and Llhe Sandia
Corp. (a subsidiary of the American Telephore and
Telegraph Co.) which is jointly controlled by the
Morgan and Rockeleller groups. These [our companies
sow monopolize more than half the projects of the U.S.
“atomic energy programme.” The [irst three mentioned
groups (known as the “Big Three”™ in the nuclear
industry) use government buildings and installations
which account for iwo-thirds fo Tour-fifths of the
Government’s total fixed assets in the nucleav industry.
Furthermore, most of the remaining government nu-
clear projects are shared out among the big companies,
scicitifie research centres and universities related to
the big linancial groups mentioned above. In 1954 the
L5, Government went a step further in “lifting vestrie-
tioms” on private capitalist enterprise in the industry.
The revised Atomic Energy Act passed that year allows
privaile enterprises to make, use and export reactors for
producing fissionable materials and build nuciear
power plants. ete., under licences issued by the Atomic
Energy Commission.

The big Morgan, du Pont, Rockelfeller and Mellon
fmaneial groups have for a long time held a special
monepoly position in the nuclear industry. Around ten
of their giant companics have become the biggest pro-
ducers of fissionable materials and nuclear weapons
es well as government or private-owned nuclear equip-
mient used for military or civilian purposes: they also
comtrol a major portion of the expoits in this field. They
ave the real controllers of the U.S. nuclear industry.

Huge Profiis

Of all the industries in the highly militarized U.S,
national ecconomy, war industry gives the surest and
highest proflits. The munitions companies’ rales of prof-
it are generally 50 to 100 per cent higher than (hose
of the ordinary run of big enterprises which manufac-
iure civilian goods. Even though the nuclear concerns’
profits are kept a striet secret, it can be seen [rom
the following very incomplete data that the nuclear
war industry is indeed a business that pays huge profits
on relatively modest outlays.

in the Uniled States, nuclear contractors are dif-
ferent from conventional arms contractors. The latter
normally produce according to government coniracls
and then sell what they produce to the Government.
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Basically this is still a business transaction of purchase
and sale (though, of course, it 1s different from the
ordinary run of trade); in the nuclear war indusiry,
however, the big monopolies enjoy a specially priv-
ileged and advantageous position vis-u-vis the state.
In most cases the nuclear coniractor uses government-
owned installations and capital and only “processcs on
behalf of the Government™” according {o contract. There
is no normal buying and selling relationship here. The
U.S. Government makes the investments while day-
to-day management. procurement of supplies, elc., arve
in the hands of the contractor.  Such contractors an-
nmually receive rich compersation of up to U.S.$2.500
million, roughly one-third «of the value of the sovern-
ment plants and equipment they use or more than 95
per cent of the total annual expenditure of the Atomic
Energy Commission. It can be safely said that the
greater portion of this compensation is profit.

One of the ways the nuclear concerns gel lheir
enormous profits is by falsifying costs. TFor cxample,
the General Electric Co. once received an enginecering
contract involving an estimated cost of U.S.$6.3 million.
But in the course of a few years the estimated cost rose
again and again until it finally reached U.S.$25 million.
about four times the original estimate. What is more.
from what has been revealed. no design drawings or
data were supplied when these revised and inflated
costs were submitted.

It is estimated that of the total business contracted
by the nuclear contractors, at least 81 per cent was on
the cost-plus-fixed-fee basis: the lixed [ee generally
ranged from 2 to 6 per cent of the total value of the
work done (some estimate il to be from 3 to 7 per coent).
Conscequently the move the cost of production is padded.
the bigger the f[ee and the greaier the profit. Furiher-
more, as the Government and the nuclear contractors
are not in the relationship of simple buyer and seller,
the contractors’ fee is not inciuded in “company prof-
its” and is therelore tax free and pure proiit.  In this
respect the nuclear concerns are in a more favourable
position than the ordinary munilions concerns.

What is more, nuclear coniractors enjoy a wide
range of government subsidies such as so-called ~“home
office expenses.” “dgeneral overhead.” allowances to be
uvsod for yescarch and developmental projects “of their
own  choosing”  (vesearch or  developmental projects
run by the contracltor and nol subject to government
supervision though financed by i), ete. Through 'ces
paid lor vesearch and developmiental projects “of their
own choosing”™ the Union Carbide Corp. and General
Klectrie Co. each year rake in nearly U.S.$10 million
[rom the Oak Ridge and Hinlord plants alone.

One of the greatest benelits which big contractors
enjoy in the nuclear industry is perhaps that they can
confrol and monopolize the lechnical know-how of this
newborn branch ol science and use iU to preserve heir
pusitions of advantage in face of compelition. It also
gives them opportunities {0 engage In new pursuifs,
The discoveries they make while using government
tuboratories are specially protecied by law. It is this
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monopoly of technology and skill enjoved by govern-
ment nuclear contractors that has enabled the General
Eleetric Co. and  the Westinghouse Eleciric  Corp.
(Jointly  controlled by the Mellon and Rockefeller
groups) 1o become the biggest suppliors of nuclear
power equipment, and the Union Cuarbide Corp. and
du Pont de Nemours & Co. to rank top in the capitalist
world for production ol isotopes.

On the whole. although just how much the monop-
oly concerns benefit lrom their use of the “govern-
ment-owned” signbourd is a closely guarded secvet, it
1s clear thal these benefits must be very big indeed.

The growth of the nuclear industey naturally
brought a “rain of gold” lor U.S. wanium mining
companies.  US, imperialism not only  seizes huge
quanlities of raw material for its nuclear industry from
abroad but. starting from the 1950s, has whipped up a
“gold rush™ hysteria for mining uranium at home. All
home-produced uranium is bought up by the Govern-
ment at a surprisingly high price. For example, in 1951
although the Atomic Energy Commission set  the
guaranteed buying price for uranium oxide at U.S.83.5
a pound, that year the aclual average price wenl to
more than U.S.$12. The Government genorally pays a
low price for uranium oxide produced overseas. nor-
mally one-hall or one-third of that paid for home-
produced uranium oxide. I 1951 the buying price {or
overseas supplies averaged aboul U.S.84 per pound. In
the past decade and more labour produclivity in Lhe
mining and processing of wranium has been greatly in-
creased. Despite this, the Government has kept the home
contract price of uranium oxide for the years 1958 1o
1966 at the high fligure of U.S.88 per pound. Even the
U.S. General Accounting Office admits that the price is
far too high and enables those enlerprises producing
mranium oxide to get “unjustified extra profits” amounlt-
g to U.S.$54 million (and thai’s pulting it very mildly).

Apart from the high price it pays for uranium. the
Government gives the uranium mining industry “de-
piction  allowances,” excessive capital depreciation
allowances, loans, subsidies and other benefits. With
rich pickings to be had, businessmen flocked into it and
as early as 1955 the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission’s
1Tth mid-year report pointed oul that uranium mining
“now ranks as a major segment of the domeslic non-
ferrous melal mining industry from the standpoinl of
the dollar value ol product and the number of persons
cngaged in the industry.”™ Bul, just like the production
ol lissionable muaterials and nuclear weapons, mining
and processing of uranium for the most part is shared
out between the big monopoly concerns of Morgan,
Rockefeller, ete. These include. for  example, the
American Cyanamid Co.. the Kennecotl Copper Corp.
and the Homestake Mining Co. of the Morgan {inancial
group: the Atlas Corp. and {he Union Carbide Corp.
(shaved with the Mellon financial group) of the
Rockefeller financial group: the Anaconda Copper
Mining Co. belonging to the First National Cily Bank
and also connected with the Morgan and Rockefeller
financial groups: and the Phillips Petroleum Co. which

January 29, 1965

is connected with the du Pont financial group. [t is
these giant companies and others which ave in fact the
chief U.S. uranium ore monopolists.

Nuclear Disarmament or Nuclear Armament?

The U.S. Government's ceaseless production and
stockpiling of nuclear weapons. fissionable materials
and uranium ore multiplies the monopoly concerns’
wealth and at the same time further strengthens ils
means of aggaression and expansion.  Of course, while
speeding up the expansion of nuclear armaments, the
U.S. Governmenl which s conicolled by the financial
oligarchs, may, for some specific political purpose, at
times put on a show of being willing ) relax interna-
tional tension such s by proposing a4 pariial ban on
nuclear testing. anpouncing reduclions in the produc-
lion of certain lissionable materials, making pronoszals
for the peaceful use of atomie cnergy, and so m. Tn
veality, ail this is simply eyvewash to deceive the noople.

Lel us now examine these decoplive professions of

goodwill.

1. Is the U.S. Government yeaily sincere abouwt
reducing nuclear arincments and stopping
tion of nuclear weapons?

DrOLIe-

As early as August 8, 1963, Kennedy answoerod
this question in his special message to the Senale on
the partial nuclear {est ban treaty.
that the Moscow tro:ty “does nol assure world peace,”
“does not prohibit tihe nuclear arms race,” “does not
prohibit the United States . . . [rom engacing in all
nuclear tesis,” “will not halt the preduction or re-
duce the exisling stockpiles of nuclear weapons,” and
“will not end the threat of nuclear war or outlaw the
use of nuclear weapons.” Again on Apcil 20, 1664,
when President Johnson announced that the Uniled
States intends to reduce its production of f{issionuole
malevials, he made it quite clear that: “This s not
disarmament.” “This is not a declaration of peace”
“I have reaffirmed all the saleguards againsl wenkon-
ing our nuclear strength which we adopted at the time
of the [partial nuclear| test ban treaty.” MeNamara and
the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission Dv,
Glenn T. Seaborg admitled in their report o Jolirson
on April 16, 1964, that in the eisht months sines the
signing of the partial nuclear test ban treaty the United
States had carried out a1 complete, active and uninter-
rupted underground testing programme. The report
suid that “‘the highest vield nuclear device ever det-
onated in the conlimental United Staies was fired 2t
the Nevada Llest site” and that “important informuation
has been obtained on new weapons designs and weapons
effeets.” In his October 15 television speech on the fiest
anniversary of the signing of the tripartite nuclear tost
ban treaty. Johnson satd that the treaty “has conicib-
uled to the security of the United States of America.”
He declared that “this trealy did nol end 'he arms race.
It did not reduce man's power to destroy civilization”
In the year since the signing of the lreaty he admitted,
“Our [the US. imperialists] nuclear superiority has
continued 1o grow. A programme of undersround testing
and the most modern research laboratories have heloed

Hers he proclaimed
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us Lo mprove our [nuclear] weapons.” He emphasized,
“We stand ready. at a momenl’'s notice. to vesume
atmospherice testing, should that be necessary.” In fiscal
1964 alone {he amount spent by the United States on
improving nuclear weapons laboraiories was U.S.$575
million.

it is clear that rapacious. aggressive U.S. imperial-
ism will not stop its nuclear armaments drive. On the
confrary. it is doing all it can to improve ils strategic
nuclear weapons as a means for political blackmail: it
is developing and producing tactical nuclear weapons
on oan ever bigger scale and using nuclear energy to
power submarines, warships, various kinds of military
aiveralt and guided missiles, U.S. monopoly capital,
making a fetish of weapons, finds all ‘his necessary to
preserve its share ol the nuclear monopoly and practise
nuclear blackmail and this has a direct bearing on the
war industry run by the biggest moncopoly concerns.
For example. the U.S. Government has 1o pay nuclear
conccrns an extia USS126 wiillien for equipping one
aiverall carvier with nuclear power. This is not to
mention the enormous prolits they rake in by supplying
U.S. “allies™ at high prices with various U.S-controlled
nuciear materials and nuclear power cquipment. and
from licence payments for patent rights. Certain peo-
ple. despite cverything, think that monopoly capital will
give up its guiding principle of “profits above all else,”
and change its expansionist and enslaving nature. They
laud to the skies U.S. imperialisin’'s “sincerity for peace’
and “wish for disarmament.” Apart {rom their being
bent on acting as apologists for U.S. imperialism, there
can be no other explanation for this.

2. What is behind the U.S. Governnent's “reduc-
tion in the production of fissionable materials”?

The monopolization of raw materials and their
sources is a basic feature of the operations of finance
capital. and an indispensable condition enabling one
competitor to defeat another and to gel monopoly
profits. For US. imperialism, which wants {o rely on
nuclear weapons to dominate the world. strategic raw
materials like uranium are key essentials. Through a
host of means. economic, political and military, U.S.
monopoly capital has long had a hold on the uranium-
rich countries in the capitalist world such as Canada.
the Congo (Leopoldville), South Africa, Australia and
Portugal where in varying degrees it controls the
uranium deposits and their mining. The United Stlates
before 16958 got all the raw uranium produced in these
areas and still buys up about 90 per cent of their pro-
duction today. During World War II and in the early
postwar vears. the U.S. nuclear industry relied on
Canada and the Congo (Leopoldville) for all its
uranium.  Since the early 50s, though the uranium
mining industry in the United States has grown rapidly
each year, it still has made huge purchases overseas.
For example. in the period 1957-63 the U.S. Govern-
ment beught about half of its wranium abroad. As the
facts show. withoul a monopoly of the uranium of
Canada. the Congo (Leopoldville) and other couniries,
the U.S. nuclear indusiry could not have grown fo its
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nuclear weapons.

chieved its one-time monopoly of

Even though U.S. imperialism controls most of the
capitalist couniries” uranium resources there are ne
bounds to its desire (o seize. plunder and stockpile
more. At most it sometimes reduces a little its plans
for the purchase of uranium. But there are special
reasons for such a step. First it acts as a smokescroen
ol peace to [ool the people of the United Siales and
the rest of the world. Next. by reducing its purchaoses
of uranium ihe U.S. Government deals a knock-out
blow to those weaker. private-owned uranium mining
enlerprises at home: this is. in fact. an act of the state
to force cartelization. In the period from 1961 o the
spring of 1963 alone, seven big uranium smelting plants
closed down in the Uniled States. As Robert W.
Adams, President of Western Nuclear Ine.. mournfully
said, “Probably only hall (he [companies in the] in-
dustry will survive the 19607 A the same me sone
big monopoly oreanizalions such as  the  Anaconda
Copper Mining Co. the American Cyanamid Co. and the
Atlas Corp., ook the opportunity to buy up the
bankrupt enterprises (including mineral deposits, pro-
cessing installations and government contracts for pur-
chasing uranium). so bringing about a still greater con-
centration of the domestic uranium extraction industry,

Apart from this. active prospecting for uranium is
going ahead in readiness for “fufure needs.” Again, this
action of the 1.5, Government {o reduce uranium pur-
chases is a grave threat to those countries which supply
it with large amounts of uranium. The uranium mining
indusirics which have been developed in their lands but
whose products they cannot utilize themselves have
already suffered outrageous exploitation at the hands
of the U.S. monopoly capitalists. Now these countries
face difficulties in selling their uranium; this will
undoubtedly cause a further worscning of their crises
of international paymenis while at the same lime giving
the U.S. monopoly organizations greater opportunitics
for more vicious plundering.

The same is true in regard to fissionable materials.
As the U.S. bourgeois press said of Johnson'’s announce-
ment. “the planned reductions in nuclear material
output have no milifary significance,” and “the cut-
backs have no effect on atomic stockpiles.” Morcover.,
economically, far [rom adversely alfecting the basic
interests of the big monopoly concerns which control
the nuclear industry, the U.S. Government's temporary
cutback in its plan for production of nuclear materiais
creates conditions for them te increase their gains in
the future. In 1963 the U.S. Aiemic Encrgy Commis-
sion let it be known that some of the present fission
reactors made during Worid War IT are now obsoleic
and of low efliciency. New cquipmeni must be got
and there was a need lor se-called “diversified develop-
meni.” Thercfore. with huge stocks of nuclear ma-
terials in hand. there 1s nothing strange at all about the
closing of same old plants and reductions in produc-
tion for a short space of time. It is for these very same
reasons that the General Elcciric Co. has contentedly

Peking Review, No. 5




expressed its intention of gradually abandoning some ol
the nuclear material piants it operates in Hanlord in
the next few years.

It is obvious that the U.S. Government has ulterior
miotives in making a big fanfare about its planned re-
duction in the production of fissionable materials. On
the surlace it looks as if the United States has shown
“imitiative™ in taking a step to reduce international
tension.  In facl. it is tryvine (o fool the people of the
warld in an attempt to heat up public opimion in ovder
to put political pressure on other countries to restrict
and give up their aims  This would enable it to con-
solidate its own nasition in the nuclear monopoly and
engage still vnserupuiously in nuclear blackmail.
There is still anolher purpose behind Johnson's much-
vaunted plan lo veduce the production of fissionable
matevials and that is 10 fool people at home and siphon
oft their disconient over the Government's policy of
heavy taxation for expanding armaments and  war
preparalions. So the plan 1o reduce production of
fissionable materials is just like Johnson’s proposed
plan for a so-called “war against poverty™ - nothing
but a gimmick to trick the people into giving him more
voles,

3. What are the prospects for the U.S. Govern-
ment  greatly  eapanding  the nuclear industry  for
peaceful civilien use? V

The U.S. Government talks big abouf expanding
the peaceful use of atomic energy. What arve the pros-
pecis for this in a United Slates ruled by monopoly
copital and whose national economy is highly mili-
tarized?

The plundering and stockpiling of huge quantities
of uranium and fissionable malevials by U.S. imperial-
ism is not to bring happiness to the American people
but to produce nuclear weapons for mass slaughter.
According o G. Weller, Ixecutive Vice-President
of the US. Uranium Rescarch Insliluie, the Uniled
States at present uses 1 to 3 per cent of the toinl home
praeduction of uranium for “peaceful” purposes. Take.
for example. nuclear power generation which the
U.S. Government has publicized with great vigour. Up
to August 1963. the U.S. nuclear power planis in opera-
fton or in construetion had a total genevaling capacity
of 1.1 million-odd kw.. or less than 1 per cent of the
total U.S. power output for the same year. (It is ironic
to contrast this with the fact that the nuclear industry
uses onc-tenth of the annual U.S. power output) The
U.S. magazine Fortune admits (hat =if the U.S. uranium
industry had to depend on cuirent sales to nuclear
power plants, almost all the mines and mills would
shut down.” As it is, even these few nuclear power
plants are mainly uscd lo supply the needs of out-of-
the-way military bases or {o produce plutonium needed
by the Pentagon for its nuclear weapons. Therefore,
Washington’s grandiloquent talk about the “peaceful
use” and “civilian use” of alomic power is mostly hot air.

A sharp conflict is going on among the U.S. capi-
talists regarding the civilian use of atomic energy. The
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apprarance oi atomic energy as a new source of power
is. [irst of all, a mortal threal 1o the established mon-
opoly concerns in oil. coal and gas: it also represents
a leared competitor of those menopoly concerns which
use oil. coal and gas for generaling eleclricity. It is
exaclly for this reason that Rockeleller with his oil
kingdom and Morgan with his nationwide eclecirie
power neiwork have fought for control of the nuclear
industry and done everything they could to obstruct
and delay its development for civilian use. For exam-
ple. In 1956 the monopoly concerns producing electric
power reached an agrcement with the Alomic Energy
Commission not to use atomic energy for ordinary
civilian industries before 1968. The Southern Coal
Producers’ Assn. wrote a letter to Congress askine the
Government to stop developing nuclear power reaciors
for civilian use.

Of course all the U.S. monopoly capitalists do not
have identical interests. For instance. there are sharp
contradictions and siruggle between the petroleum,
coal and electric power monopoly groups, between the
groups which suppiy electric power and those which
use il, between the main monopoly groups (such as
the eight big financial groups in the United States)
and the local monopoly concerns. and within these two
types ol monopoly groups. Generating electricity by
alomic energy represents a trend for the future devel-
opment of power. And getting cheap clectric power
is. first of all, the eager hope of the indusirial and
mining monopoly concerns and those local monopoly
groups whose resources of power and equipment are
relatively small.  The main groups  in
petroleum. coal and gas are rvesolutely opposed 1o
this trend in power development. While deing all they
can to block full development of nuclear power gener-
alion, the monopoly groups in electric power take
parl in expanding and building government and pri-
vale nuclear power plants in an aitempt lo get a cheap
and highly ellicient source of power. In doing so they
hope to get a start on their rivals should nuclear power
generalion unavoidably become widely practical. In
such complicated and contradiction-ridden circum-
stances, the rapid development of a nuclear industry for
civilian use is obviously impossible,

monopoly

From the point of view ol cheapness of power. al
the present time nuclear power plants cannot compete
against the ordinary eleciric power plants under ordi-
nary circumstances. At present the few nuclear power
planis already built in the Uniled States are mostly of
an experimental nature, with the Government covering
(he whole or the greater part of the costs ol construc-
tion. Their promoters enjoy preferential treatment in
many ways; these include subsidies [rom the Govern-
ment, exemption [rom taxes, excessive capital deprecia-
tion allowances and grants for research. DBul with
the Government. obeving the will of a handful of
financial oligarchs, already giving the lion’s share of
the Federal income to the munitions concerns including,
naturally, the nuclear concerns, the amount of financial
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support it can give to nuclear power generation is
highly problematical.
* * -

Right from iis inception the U.S. nuclear industry
has heen militarized from top 1o bottom. Iis develop-
mont is mseparable from the strenuous efforts of U.S.
monopoly capital to push ahead ifs policies of aggres-
gion and war in a vicious attemp! io ensiave the people
of the various countries of the waorld and to squeeze
ont as much monopoly profit as possible.  This is
defcrmined by imperialism’s @nd monopoly capital's
natuie as a plunderer and enslaver: it is also a clear
sign of the increasing roilenness and weakness of
mmperialism, of the fuc! that it is approaching its doom,
Under preseni-day conditions, in which the general

China’s Economy

crisis of capitalism is deepening and the international
situation is growing steadily worse for U.S. imperial-
ism. 1t is certain that the U.S. monopoly capital groups
will engage even more frenziedly in expanding nuclear
armaments and in nuclear war preparation as a means
of maintaining their tottering worldwide regime of
exploitation. Those people who, ignoring the facts, de-
liberately pretiifly US. imperialism’s nuclear fraud as
“conforming to the vital interesls of the world’s peo-
pie.” being “a big step forward along the path of relaxing
international tension™ and who persistently fall in with
its plot of a fake peace and real arms expansion, are
obviously quite willing to wallow in the same mire with
U.S. imperialism and be the enemy of the people of the
world.

A System of Modern Basic
Industries Develops

by CHEN KUANG-CHUN

N his recent repert on the Government’s work deliv-
ecred to ihe National People’s Congress. Premier
Chou En-lai said lhat in order more ¢[Jectively (o carry
out the general policy of developing the national econ-
omy wilh agriculture as the feundation and industry
as the leading factor, it is necessary for heavy industry
1o provide increasing cquantities of the means of pro-
duction, in the first place to agriculiure, and also to
Tight industry, In order to do this, he said, “it is essential
10 speed up the development of heavy indusivy, and first
and foremost of the basic indusirvies. still further.” By
“basic indusiries” he meant those basic branches of
heavy indusiry producing: 1. basic raw malerials
(minerals: metals, non-metals: cement, {imber and other
building malerials: acids, alkalis, benzene, synthetic
ammonia, carbide and other basic chemical raw mafle-
rials); 2. basic fuels and power (coal. petroleum and
electric power): and 3. basic instruments of production
(machine tools. generators, electric motors, vehicles,
vessels, and special equipment for different branches
of praduction); ie., the metallurgical, machine-building,
coal, oil, electric power, chemical, timber and building
maferials industries. These are all closely linked with
the various other branches of {he national economy.
cupplying them with raw materials, fuels. power and
iechnical equipment. Thus, the growth of basic indus-
iries provides the material foundation for the develop-
ment of the national economy as a whole. Only with
highly developed basic industries i< il possible to moder-
nize agriculture. industry, national defence and science
and technology.

Tremendous Growth

Old China’s basie indusiries woere extremely back-
ward duc ¢ the reactionary rule of imperialism, feudal-
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ism and burcaucrat-capilalism. There were no more
than a few mining and metallurgical enterprises, and
what engincering works existed could only handle repaivs
and assemble imported parts. Most of them were con-
trolled by the imperialists and comprador-capitalists.

New China launched its First Five-Year Plan in
1953 afler three years of rehabilitation. In that five-
vear period, China built and renovated a number of
enferprises which [formed the backbone of the busic
industries.  But since their production and technical
levels were raised to a limited extent only, the country
still had 1o depend on imperts for certain important
equipment and raw materials.

During the lirst three years of the Second Five-
Year Plan, ie., 1958-60, under the guidance of the
general line for building socialism, the basic industries
forged ahead rapidly both in scale of production and
in technical levels. From 1961 onward they were de-
veloped in accordance with the policy of readjustment,
consolidation, filling out and raising standards. As a
result of all these efforts, China today has a fairly com-
prehensive and powerful  system ol modern hasic
industries.

First of all, China now has a whole range of modern
industries. Among them are: the aulomotive, lractor,
aireraft, and shipbuilding industries: the metallurgical
equipment and other equipment-producing indus-
tries including those for mining, oil drilling and
refining, chemicals manufacture and power-generation;
heavy machinery. precision machine tools, high-grade
alloy steels, important non-ferrous metals, and synthetic
materials indusiries.

As a resuli of the great expansion of the basic
industries, China’s ability to produce such major prod-
ucts ag coal. steel. forgings and rolled stock, electric
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power, crude oil, chemical fertilizers, machine tools,
engines, heavy machinery and power-generaiing
equipment has grown rapidly. China had to import
the bulk of the oil needed until quite recently. Thanks
to the establishment and rapid development of its own
oil industry, the country is now basically self-sufficient
in oil and oil products and the day when it has io
import oil will soon be gone for good. The gross output
value of chemical products in 1963 was more than 40
fimes what it was in 1949, and the output of over 100
kev chemical products in 1964 showed a further big
increase on the 1063 [igures. The coal indusiry has
also advanced rapidly in the past few years. Scores of
maodern coal bases have been established. The expan-
sion of the machine-building industry has been just
as fast. Compared with the end of the First Five-Year
Plan, the capacily for heavy-machinery production at the
end of the Second Five-Year Plan was doubled: that
for motor vehicle production was six times. for power-
generating equipment seven times, and for hrrvigation
and drainage equipment for farm use (in terms of horse
power) 11 times as great. This shows that China has
built the loundations of an independent basic industry.

Secondly, the technical level of China’s basie indus-
iries has been greatly raised. This is shown clearly in
the great cxtension of the range of products and the
big improvemenis in quality.

The varieties of steel, forgings and rolled stock
and non-ferrous metals made at the end of the Second
Five-Year Plan were more than double the number
being made at the end of the First Five-Year Plan.
Over the same period, the range of petroleum products
increased nearly three limes. that of machine tools
almost 2.5 times. During fhe First Five-Year Plan.
China’s industries could make only ordinary products
of rather simple design. They are now independently
designing and building a whole rarge of high-qualiiy.
large-sized and precision producis. The machine-
building industry has successfully trial manufactured
several thousand new items since 1958. Compared with
the First Five-Year Plan. this means an average
merease of 25 per cent in the number of new products
developed each year. Among the examples of large-
scale or precision equipment made are: a 12.000-{on
hydraulic press for free forging, railway tyre mills,
blooming mills with volls up to 1.150 m.m. in diamefer.
blast furnaces with an eifective volume of up 1o 1.513
cubic metres. 50,000-k.w. turbo-gencrator units, 72.500-
kaw. water turbine generator units, a 350-ion gantry
crane, jig boring machines, gear grinders and other
high precision machine tools. These big and precision
machines speak volumes [or the rapid rise in the iech-
nical level of China’s machine-building indusiry.

The metallurgical industry successfully irial man-
utactured more than 400 new steels and forgings and
rolled stock in 1864 alone, including many high-grade
rolled alloy steels that are stainless, can withstand high
pressure and are corrosion resistant: shaped sicel
plates for building big Ilomies, low-temperatuve
resistant steel plates for building vceangoing ships and
ice-breakers, extra-thick channel steel for traciors,
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composite stainless sleel plates for making nifrogenous
fertilizer equipment, and high-pressure and hydrogen-
resistant steel pipes for oil pipelines. All of these had
10 be imporied in the pasi.

Many mnew chemical products have also been de-
veloped. Items like polyethylene, polyvinylidene
chlorvide, polystyrene. ion exchange resin, and organic
glass are in guantity production. China’s former needs
for these items were mainly met by imports. Only 2 few
vears back China could produce no more than iwo
or three plastics such as bakelile and celluloid; now it
makes 20 or more.

The other branches of basic indusiry have also
rapidly extended their range of production.

The qualily of the output of basic industries has
greatly improved. The proportion of up-to-standard
iron and steel, the most widely used materials, reached
a lairly high norm in 1963. Further conspicuous im-
provements were made last year so that practically all
forgings and rolled stock supplied were top grade.
Hitherto this was something unknown in China’s metal-
lurgical history. The qualily of coal mined in 1964
reached an all-time high. A large number of the
machines made show a great improvement in quality.
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The performance of the huge 12.000-lon hydraulic press
commissioned in 1962, for example, was rated as
good.

Thirdly, China is itself meeting a much greater pro-
portion of its needs in forgings and rolled stock and
major items of machinery and equipment. Home indus-
tries are supplying over 90 per c¢ent of the forgings
and rolled stock needed whereas in 1957 they produced
only 75 per cent. For example. a large proportion of
the 2,000 types of furgings and rolled steck needed
for motor vehicles and tractors, and of the more than
1.000 that go into making 10,000-ton oceangning ships
or nitrogenous fertilizer plants with an annual capacity
of 25.000 tons of synthetic ammonia had to be imported
several years ago; virtually all are now made in China.

The degree of self-sufficicney in machinery and
equipment rose from 35 per cent in 1957 to over 90
per cent in 1964, By turning out complele sels of
equipment for industrial processes, China hasg shed the
backwardness of the First Five-Year Plan when a consid-
eraLle proportion ol the products made by the nation’s
machine-building industry was auxiliary equipment for
imported machinery. Greater self-suffliciency in the
production of raw materials and equipment shows most
clearly that China’s basic induslries have moved to a
new, higher level.

Fourthly, with the establishment and expansion
of many new branches oi basie industry, the level of
designing and construction has been greatly improved.
China s independently designing and building many
important modern basic industrial enterprises —some-
thing which could not be done in the First Five-Year
Plan. Most of the more than 50 large and medium-
sized chemical works now under construction have been
designed in China by Chinese engineers. Both the
Ne. 10 mine at the Pinglingshan Colliery in Honan
Provinee with a designed annual capacity of 1.2 million
tons of coal and the Fankochuang mine at the Kailan
Collicry in Hopei Province which has a designed annual
capacity of 1.8 million tons have been designed and
built by Chinese personnel. They were commissioned
last wvear. China is also capable of independently
designing integrated iron and steel works with an an-
nual capacity of 1.3 million tons of steel and. hydro-
power slations with a capacity of 650,000 k.w.

Developing Basic Industries by Self-Reliance

It may be asked: How is it that China’s basic
indusivies. although slarting from such a weak [ounda-
tion, have scored these greal gains in the past decade
and a half?

A vital reason is that we have followed Comrade
Mao Tse-tung's teaching and upheld the principle
of self-reliance. Developing our basic mdustries —
and the cause of socialist censiruction as a whole for
that matter — by self-reliance means that we are con-
fident that by relying on hard work and the wisdom
of the masses. fully utilizing domestic resources in a
planned way. and tapping all potentials. we shall be
able to build our own modern basic industries and press
ahead with our sccialist construction.
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Guided by the principle of self-reliance, we persist
in the revolulionary spirit of working hard to build a
prosperous counlry by diligence and thrift and to amass
all possible funds for construction. In building basic
industrial enterprises. we stress that investmeni and
building time must be minimized and efforis must
be made lo achieve quick and maximum vesults, In
running these enterprises, we try our level best to raise
labour praductivity, lower costs and combat all waste
and extravagance. This is why we have been able io
make the most of the manpower, malerial and money
available.

At the same time. woe employv various methods to
foster the growth of a poweriul wrmy of technical per-
sonniel who ave both bighly sociilisi-minded and profi-
cient! in modern science and tecinolosy. We  train
technical personnel by the planncd deuel toof col-
lege and secondary technical school education. We also
encrgetically train technical cadres and skilled workers
in short courses, pavi-time work and part-time study
schools and spare-time schools, and by having veteran
workers coach new hands. In this way many engincers
have been trained from among the rank and file in the
last ten yvears and more. In building China’s 12.000-ton
hydraulic press. it was one of thesc worker-ensineers
Tang Ying-pin. who made the breakihrough in masier-
ing the modern technique ol clectro-slag welding. He

as [ormerly an ordinary welder at the Kianonan Ship-
yard in Shanghai with more than 20 years ol experience
al the bench bul only two years of schooling.

In implementing the policy of seli-reliance we
adhere to the mass line in every field of work. All
kinds of complicated technical problems are encoun-
tered in every stage of developing the basic industries
—in designing. building and in regular production. In
the face of these problems. we uphold the Marxisl
principle of giving [irst place to the human faclor.
We are confident that, if one relies on the masses.
there is no difficuliy that cannot be overcome. Re-
sponsible and ordinary cadres as well as the rank and
file ave all guided by the idea that sirategically one
should despise difficullies. emancipate one’s own mind
and ihink and act boldly. while tacticallv one should
take each specific dilficulty seriously. aflach imporiance
to experimentaticn and respect science. Thal is to say
we endeavour to closely inlegrate boundless revolu-
tionary drive with the strietly seientific attitude of seek-
ing truth from facts. conduct experiments in a down-
to—earth manner, boldly explore new fields of technology
and scale the peaks of moderr: rechnology. By applving
the mass line method whereby the leadership, technical
personnel and the rank and file work in close co-
operation, we bring inio full play ihe initiative. wisdom
and power of the masses to tackle diflieult technical
preblems and constantly raise the technical level of
our industries.

In this way we look all difficulties in our stride.
rapidly developing the basic industries and enabling
them to produce increasing quantities of raw materials
and equipment, and make ever greater contributions
to the medernization of China’s agriculture, industry,
national defence and science and technology.
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International Communist Movement

Essence of Khrushchov's “Peaceful
Coexistence” Line

Following are extracts from ¢ commeniary publishod
in the November 22, 1964 issue of Akahata, organ of
the Central Commitiee of the Japanesz Commuiist
Party. Boldfece emphases are ours.— Fd.

TEYHE commentary says that Khrushchov and his fol-
lowers have described their line of unprincipled
concessions and capitulation to the imperialist forces,
S, imperialism in particular, as the Marxist-Leninist
line of “peaceful coexistence”; they have attempted (o
impose this line on the entire socialist camp. the infer-
national communist movement. the world peace move-
ment and the international democratic movement, thus
nol only creating and increasingly widening the disunity
ol the international communist movement, but also caus-
ing serious harm to all the anti-imperialist forces in the
world. Backed by the anti-Party revisionists and (he
Righi-wing Social Democrats, what Khrushchov termed
“peaceful coexistence” has exercised a damaging in-
Muence on the movement lor peace and democracy in
o country, hampering corrvect unity and developmient.
Khrushchov bears a grave vesponsibility for this.

Exactly for this reason. it is the most importani task
ol Japanese Marxist-Leninists to critically sum up anew
Khrushchov's line on foreign policy, linding the root
causes [or both the present difficull situation of the
Government and Party of the Soviet Union and for
the confusion and harmful influence in the interna-
ticnal communist movement.

The commentary points out: On the question of
peaceful coexistence, the leadership of the Communisi
Party of the Soviet Union headed by Khrushchov ran
completely counter to the principled stand as set down
in the Moscow Declaration and the Moscow Statement,
and descended to the anti-Marxist-Leninist stand of
giving up struggle against the imperialist policy of war
and surrendering to imperialism. The present dispute
over the guestion of peaceful coexistence is not ahout
whether (o endorse peaceful coexistence or to oppose
it, but whether to adhere correctly to the Marxist-
Leninist policy of peacelul coexistence.

Khrushchov argued that the appearance of nuclear
missile weapens capable of destroving mankind made
safecuasrding peaceful coexistence the overriding “pri-
mary tesk.” On the pretext of the threat of nuclear war,
he attempled to legalize his capitulationist line of sub-
missien (o amperialism and, going even further. de-
manded that the people’s revelutionary movement in
various countries and the national-liberation movement
be subordinated 1o the task of “peaceful coexistence.”

Januwary 2Y. 14965

The so-called “theory of destruction of mankind by
nuclear war™ not only flies in the face of the principled
Marxist-Leninist viewpoints as <o fovth in the Moscow
Stalement, but also opposes what Khivushehov had once
advocated. This “theory,” which can be said to be the
starting point of Khrushchov’s capitulationisn, truth-
fully points up that he became a captive of the im-
perialist policy of nuclear blackmail.

Panic-stricken by imperialist nuclear blackmail, the
capitulationists, instead of helging forestall the danger
of a nuclear war heing unicashed by imperialism, more
and more increase the imperialisis” arrogance in push-
ing their policy of nuclear blackmail, enabling them
to carry on their policies of war and aggression smoothly,
therchy resulting in a greater and real danger of a
nuclear war.

The first practical conclusion Khrushehov drew
from his “theory of destruction of mankind by nuclear
war” was, the commentary declares, that “peacelul
coexistence” in the era of nuclear war could not be
achieved through the active and resoluie suruggle of
the socialist camp and the world's people against the
impervialist pelicy of nuclear war, but it should be
brought about mainly by “sensible consultation” and
“mutual concessions”™ between the socialist and the im-
perialist countries on the basis of the common recogni-
tion that a thermonuclear war poses the danger of
annihilating mankind. As to those who advocate ad-
herence 1o the fundamental stand of safeguarding peace
by struggling against imperialism, Khrushchov spared
no efforts to attack them for helping the forces of im-
perialism — which are aggressive by nature —and for
following the adventurism of the Trotskyites who “at-
tempt to push the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries on to the road of unleashing a world wur.”

The second practical conciusion Khrushchov drew
is as follows: In the era of nuclear war the tasks of the
revolutionary movement and the national-liberation
movement are also inseparably linked together with the
task of preventing a nuclear war: on the pretext that
the only absolute need in modern times is o avert a
nuclear war, these struggles must be subordinated in
the end to his policy of “peaceful coexistence™: it is
held that the victory of socialism over capitaii=m should
be ensured by peacelul economic competition in an en-
vironment of peaceful coexistence. which is regarded
as a fundamental policy in the struggle for socialism.

The commentary states that Marxist-Leninists hoeld
that “peaceiul coexistence among countries with dif-
ferent social systems™ does not rest on the premise that
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the imperialists will abandon thew policies of war and
aggression and change their nature and become lovers
of peace. The policic: o war and aggression. that is,
the aggressive tendoncy which is aimmed ai destroying
socialism and suppressing other nations, are determined
by the nature of imperialism. To defeat these policies
completely, it is necessary to wipe out imperialism itself.
In practice. to curb the imperialist poliey of war calls
for a really powerful anti-imperialist strugale against
it. Marxist-Leninists hold, thervefore, that peacelul co-
existence can be realized oniv it the socialist couniries
and the world's pecple unite and struggle againsi the
imperialists’ policy of war and clip their aggressive
claws. In the wview of Marxist-Leninists, therefore,
peaceful coexistence does not mean a new world order
in which “peaceful imperialism™ lives on [riendly terms
with peaceful socialism and the struggle against im-
perialism is cancelled. The core of the Marxisi-Leninist
policy of peacelul coexistence lies in vealizing and en-
between countries with different  social
svstems by struggling against the imporalist policy of
war

suring it

But Khrushchov, by employing the method of rais-
ing the question of nuclear weapons possessing unprece-
donled destructive power, tried to emasculate the rev-
olutionary core of the Marxist-Leninist policy of peace-
ful coexistence and water it down into a policy ol com-
promise with and capitulation to imperialism.

o

Khrushchov's line throws the fundamental view-

points of Marxism-Leninism overbosrd. IL is a line of
toial and all-out submission to the imperialist policy
of nuclear blackmail and asks the world’s people to
make concessions lo imperialism and bow before it
Instead of pointing cut the true road of struggling for
preaceful coexislence, this line, on the conlrary, can only
strengthen the position of imperialism and heip mm-
plement its policies of war and aggression at a greater
tempo.

In the opinion of Marxist-Leninists, the policy of
peaceful coexistence can be no substifute for the rev-
elutionary moevement or (ke nalional-liberation move-
ment; nor can it take precedence over ihese two move-
ments and oceupy a “primary’” place i the sivuggle of
the world’s people.

Moreover. on Lhe guestion ol the rcelation belween
peacelul coexistence and the revolutionary movement.
Khrushchov also completely turned his back on the prin-
cipled stand of Marxism-Leninism and, using  his
familiar prelext that the avoidance of a nuclear war
is the overriding task of modern times, attempted to
stthordinate the revolutionary movement and the na-
tional-liberation movement to his policy of “peaceful
coexistence™. e held thal the basic prerequisite in
the contemporary strugele for socialism consisted of
achicving its victory over capilalistn hrough peaceful
ceonomic competition.  This is a stand {or maintaining
the status quo, meaning that the socialist revolation is
in Taet cast to the winds and that, in eontravention of
the revolutiomtry vicwpsinls ol the Moscow Statement,
+he national-iiheration movement is confined within the
limits permitied by imperialism.  The ondy result is that
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the preservation ol the “U.S.-Soviet detente,” obtained
by unprincipled submission to the Unilted States, is
regarded as the sole, supreme task of today.

Neodless to say, such glib talk about the need to
sacrifice the revolutionary movement and the national-
itberation movement in the interest of “peace”™ 1s an
opportunist argument directly opposed to the Muarxist-
Leninist revolutionavy view thal the present era is one
of doom for imperialism and vietory [or socialism.

b bhe struggle for world peace and peaceful co-
exislence loday. not only has the task of preventing @
world war been pul forward: the task ol eliminating
the danger of such a war and laking a further solid
step o c=alize and guaraniee peaceful coexistence also
has been advanced. But it would be impossible even
to approach this task if the policy of maintaining the
stalus quo as advocated by Khrushchov and his kind
were fo be pul into effect. Completion of this task
specilically requires a change 1n the status que o tutd
mential change in the balance of power between the
imperialist forces ol war and the anti-imperialist [orees
of peiace so that the latter and the forces of socialism
will gam absolute supremuacy. To achieve this calls
for not only strengthening the socialisi world systen
politically. economically and militarily. but also i
victory of the revolufionary movement to overthrov
the rule of imperialism in the imperialist countries anc
the victory of the national-liberation movement 1o drive
oitl the imperialist forces [rom the Asian. African :na
Latin American countries.

As deseribed above., Kbhrushchov's line of “peacelul
coexistence™ is an anli-Marxist-Leninist line of those
who are seared stifl by the imperialist policy of nuclear
binckmail and whoe sink into double capitulationism.
If such a policy were used to lead the struggle of the
werid's people, it would be impossible cither to win
world peace and reaily free the people from the threat
of a thevmommelear war or to open up the road towards
peacotul coexisience in the realities of life and consoli-
daie world peace.

The commentary also poinls out thal Khirushehoy
tampered with the policy of peaceful coexistence 1o the
extont that it became one of “U.S.-Soviel co-operation™
and. in particular. changed the slogan of peaceful co-
existence Lo one of (lrailing behind U.S. imperialism by
pretiifying its mainstream as the fovees of “peaceful
coexistence.”

Khrushchov’s plan for “the saleguarding of peace
by the United States and the Soviet Union” undis-
guisedly reflects the big-nation chauvinism which rec-
eznizes only the Soviet Union as the power repre-
senting the entire socialist system, and which calls for
consultations betsveen ke big powers 1o shape the
course of world evenin. It also exposes the idea that
the Soviet Union is the centre of everything, an idea
that if only the security ol the Soviet Union is ensured.
no disputes in other regions, whatever they might he,
could alfect the whole world peace situation. This
suffices to show that such a plan completely repudiates
the principle ol proletarian internationalism in which
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the socialist countries should persist as the foundation
of their foreign policy. In Khrushchov's view, the U.S.
imperialisis’ policy of “reconciliation with the Soviet
Union™ and their policy of nuclear blackmail and mil-
itary aggression with Asia as the centre of attack are
opposed o each  other—one represents a  good
thing. and the other, an evil thing. Khrushchov
asserled that the “sensible faction”™ and the “warlike
[action”™ responsible for these (wo policies in the ranks
ol the 11.S. imperialists are waging a “covert and com-
plicaled™ struggle. 'This assumption was invented out
of thin air, and only reveals that Khrushchov com-
pletely forgot the basic viewpoints of Murxism-Lenin-
1= on the nature of imperialism, and especially on its

“dual factics.”

The policy of “reconciliation with the Soviet Union”
which has been followed by Kennedy. Jehnson and
company is an important component part of the U.S.
imperialist “global strategy” which aims at destroying
e socialist system and strangling the national-libera-
tive movement.  In essence, it is by no means contra-
dictory to the policy of ferocious military ngeression
and nuclear blackmail which Khrushehov obstinately
asserted was pursued because of the pressures from the
“warlike [action.™ That the Kennedy and Johnson
Adminisirvations have followed the policy of “reconcilia-
tion with the Soviet Union™ only reveais the following:
Firstly, in their “realistic™ consideration of the fact that
the current balance of power has changed, the U.S.
imperialists have adopted a slrategy of avoiding a full-
scale nuclear war with the Soviet Union which possesses
the most powerful defence capabilities, while seeking
to desiroy, one by one, China, other socialist countries
and the national-liberation movement. Secondly. making
the fullest possible use of the situation in which the
wend of modern revisionism with Khrushcehovism as its
core has avisen, the U.S. imperialists arve altempting to
bring about “internal evolution™ in the Soviet Union
and other socialist countries and split the socialist camp.
As many military commentators have confirmed. U.S.
military strategy reached a {urning-point in 19592-60.
Since then it has changed enormously and a strategy
for a limited and partial nuclear war has been worked
out: 1) The socialist countries in Asia, including China,
Korea and Viet Nam, are now made the targets [ow <li-
reet attacks 2) in order to prevent an aggressive war in
Asia from expanding into an all-out nuclear war against
the Soviet Union. a huge nuclear striking foree must be
dirceted against it in anticipation of its nuciear retalia-
tion. This has been fully borne out by the fact that
cenfring around their simultancous implementing of
the policies of “reconciliation with the Soviet Union™
and “containing China,” the Kennedy and Johnson Ad-
ministiations have intensified their efforis 1o carry
forward their policy of aggression in Asia, Afrieca and
Lalin America and have not slackened in the slightest
their arms drive aimed at assuring nuclear supremacy
over the Soviet Union,

This veveals that in the final analysis the policy
of so-ealled *“‘reconciliation with the Soviet Union™ on
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the one hand and the policy of preparing for a nuclear
war, resorting to nuclear threats and committing ag-
gression against Asia on the other are iwo inseparably
linked aspects of the U.S. imperialist design for world
domination which envisions an attempt to destroy the
whole socialist system, including the Soviet Union, and
strangle the national-liberativn moevement; both are like
two wheels of one chariot. i 2. ¥hrushehov did, one
makes a wrong assessment of (he <ituation and hastens
to prettily the present U.S. poliey «f “recanciliation with
the Soviet Union” by asserting that (hi- i~ 5 manifesta-
tion of a fundamental change to a policy ol peaceful
coexistence, it will inevitably mean  beautifying
U.S. imperialism which is pressing ahead with its most
brutal policy of aggression behind a faeade of the policy
of “reconciliation with the Soviet Unien.” This is tan-
tamount {o whifewashing the “dusl facties” US. im-
perialism is playing with.

Despiie all his sophistries. Khrushehov had not been
able to cover up this fact: His “basic strategy”™ of co-
operation with the “sensible faction” had ohjectively
become an embellishment of (he “giohal sirategy” of
U.S. imperialism and a powerful support to it. This
“basic strategy” has diverted the attention of the people
uof the world from the aggressive nature of U.S. im-
perialism and has created the most favourable condi-
tions for U.S. imperialism to deceive the peoples while
carrying out its policies of war and aggression.

The commentary says: By basing himself on the
prospects of “U.S.-Soviet co-operation.” Khrushchov
thought thal peaceful coexisience had already been
realized in the world, and, in his attempt to blunt the
vigilance of the people opposing the U.S. imperialist
policy of war, he had spread the illusion that a “world
without war” can be brought about under present con-
ditions when imperialism still exisis.

However, if one really faces up 1o ihe present world
situation. can it possibly be said that peacelul coexist-
ence “has been realized in the world and is interna-
tionally recognized”? Could it be that Khrushchov could
not see the dangerous facts: U.S. imperialism is at pres-
ent continuing its war ol aggression in Laos, south Viet
Nam, the Congo and other places: it refuses to recognize
China, Korea, Viet Nam and other socialist couniries,
and is intensifying its policies i nuclear war preparva-
tions and nuclear blackmail in all parts of the world?
Those who say such things can eniy he people who hold
that the Soviet Union is the centre of everything. They
ithink that there will be peace in the whole world as long
as peace is maintained befween the United States and
the Soviet Union and, that the U.S. ruling class has ac-
cepted the policy of peaceful coexistence as soon as
U.S. imperialism adopts to a certain degree a policy of
“reconciliation with the Soviet Union.” Such people
can only be capitulationists subservient to the will of
U.S. imperialism.  In Khrushchov's eyes, U.S. imperial-
iem’s preparations for aggressive wars against all the
socialist countries exeept the Soviet Union, and its armed
aggression and other activities in Asia, Africa and Latin
America have nothing to de with the main issue of world
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