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“Written by Jack Scott: 5

~ PHONEY DEFENCE OF CHINA AND
 REAL SLANDER OF LENINISW AND
THE GREAT OCTOBER REVOLUTION

By A Member of The Workers’ Co"ege Comrnr(teeol CPC(M-L)

’

Jack Scott has done a serious disservice to the friendship

between the Canadian and Chinese- people as well as to the .

Canada-China Fnendshnp Association, by publishing in the
name of the Association a.pamphlet called Two Roads: The
origins of the Sino-Soviet dispute. The pamphlet is in fact a
service to Soviet soclal-umpenallsm, and their modern
revisionist agents in the so-called ““Communist™ Party of
Canada. For many years.the Soviet revisionists and their agents
in various revisionist parties have slandered the Communist
Party of China and Chairman Mao Tsetung as being “anti-
Soviet”. They charge that the Communist Party of China has
violated the Leninist proletarian revolutionary line and has
deviated on its own nationalist, Chinese “exceptionalist” road.
Further, the modern revisionists charge that the Chinese party
violates proletarian internationalism by pitting the struggle of
the peoples of the Third World against the struggles of the
proletariat in the capitalist countries struggling for socialism.
All these Soviet revisionist slanders, of course, stand truth oniits

head. It was Khrushchevite revisionism which betrayed the .

proletarian revolutionary line of Lenin and Stalin, led the all-
round restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union, betrayed
proletarian internationalism, and created conditions for the
fullscale Soviet social-imperialist policies of the Brezhnev-
Kosygin clique. Today, the Soviet Union and the United States
are the main enemies of the world’s peoples. These two super-
powers, after a number of years of collusion to prevent
prolelarian revolution and national liberation, are now insharp
contention to re-divide ‘the world market, plunder raw
materials, and seek world | ny. This sharp cc is
the cause of the intranquility in the world and is threatening the
world's peoples with a third world war yet more devastating
than the first two. It is the glorious People’s Republic of China
Ted by its Communist Party and Chairman Mao Tsetung that
upholds the proletarian revolutionary line of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Stalin, It is the Chinese Communist Party led by Mao
Tsetung that carries on along the great road opened up by the
Great Octobeg Socialist Revolution in Russia under the leader-
ship of great Lenin. The Chinese Communist Party declared in
1963: “Only by strictly following the revolutionary teachings of
Marxism-Leninism and the general road of the October
Revolution is it possible to have correct understanding of the
revolutionary principles of the Declaration and the Statement
and a correct attitude towards them.” (AProposal' Cnncermng
The General Line Of The Inter I1C

Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1963, p.3)

We are including in this part 1, the first portion of the two-
part series of criticism and repudiation of Jack Scott’s slander of
Leninism and the Great October Revolution, specific exposure
of Jack Scott’s plagarism of U.S. imperialist propagandists
and Chiang Kai-shek. Even though we have made certain
commentson his theoretical basis and outlook, we will concen-
trate on this portion in the second part. Part 2 will also include
an explanatory note on the Chinese Eastern Railway.

+Jack Scott’s ‘pamphlet serves the modern revisionists by
promoting his own version of their line that in factthe Chinese
revolution follows a “different road” from the Great October
Revolution. Scott attacks the Bolshevik revolution, denies the
link - between the Russian revolution and the' Chinese
revolution, and in s6 doing rehashes all the anti-Soviet slanders
used by arch-reactionary Chiang Kai-shek and the U.S.
imperialists to divide the Chinese people from the Soviet
Union during the period of the dictatorship of the proletariat
led by Comrade Stalin. Instead of analysing the essential, objec-
tive relationship between the Soviet Union and the Chinese
revolution as part of the same world proletarian-socialist
revolutionary process;. Scott arrogantly assumes the role of a
“scholar-expert” and oppresses the reader with all kinds of

* detailed, so-called “facts”’; which he plagiarises from various .

U.S. imperialist agents, in order-to obscure the truth with his
own version of their reactionary, racist line on the present con-
tradiction between sodalist China and sodial-imperialis Soviet

Union. Scott’s version of the U.S. imperialist reactionary Iine :

“explains” the difference b Soviet social-imp
and the People’s Republlc of China as being caused by some
inhérent d from the past onta

the present. With this mttlomrymehphyslcit idealist notion -

" of history, Jack Scott completely deniesthe role of the masses as
* the makers of history, andclm llruule asthe molive force of

The renl aim of Ille pdmplllei

and aggression -of Soviet social-imperidlism toward the
People’s Republic of China on the outlook and policies of
modern revisionism and social-implerialism in its_life-and-
death struggle against Marxism-Leninism and proletarian

revolution; Jack Scott adds, in the name of the Canada-China, -

Friendship Association, his own “personal” version of the stan-

dard reactionary line that there is an inherent contradiction .

between the Russian-and Chinese people that pre-dates the
October revolution, that continued during the period of the
dictatorship of the proletariat under Comrades Lenin and
Stalin, and which- Soviet social-imperialism carries on today.
But because the man is extremely devious and deceitful, it is
necessary to trace all of his arguments in detail, to sort out fact
from fiction, and to isolate and expose his over all anti-China,
anti-Marxist-Len line. Under the signboard of “friendship"
and "‘marxism-Leninism”, Scott is doing considerable harm to
various Canadian circles interested in promoting as widelt as
possible China's revolutionary line on internal reconstruction
and international relations, both of which are in opposition to
the superpower theories and policies of U.S. imperialism and
Soviet sacial-imperialism. While we are in complete sympathy
with the aims of the Canada-China Friendship Association, we

strongly believe that Scott has done agrave disservice tothe As- -

sociation by spreading his own reacuonary. anti-communist
views in the name aof “friendship” to China.

Scott’s pamphlet is divided into: four parts. The first is a
foreword by Al Birnie which sets out/the main thesis that
present-day social-imperialist policies of the revisionists are a
continuation.of policies of the Soviet Union under Lenin and
Stalin, in turn a continuation of Tsarist foreign policy toward
China. The next three portions are written by Scott.

The first, Relations before 1945, is Scott’s effort to obscure
the objective relationship between China and the Saviet Union

under the dictatorship of the proletariat; that is, the period -

from Tsarist aggression through the October Socialist
Revolution to the end of world war two. The second portion,
Two Roads, presents Scott’s historical idealist theory as to why
China today is fundamentally different from the Soviet Union.
In this portion he promotes his theory of “original aims” of
nations, another version of national ,chauvinist and racial
theories of history, and thus obscures the class content of the
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union carried out by the
modern revisionists. The third portion, China Stands ‘Up, is
Scott’s attempt to promote anarcho-syndicalist theories in
order to discredit the dictatorship of the proletariat led by
Comrade Stalin, to further confuse the policies of modern
revisionism' with those of the dictatorship of the proletariat,
and to muddle the life-and-death struggle between present-
day Marxist-Leninist_line of the Communist Party of China,
which is the instrument of the dictatorship of the proletariat in
the People's Republic of China, and the social-imperialist line-
of the so-called “Communist”” Party of the Soviet Union, which

_is the instrument of the dictatorship of the new monopoly

capitalist class of the Soviet Union.

First, with regard to the author of the Foreword, Al Bir-
nie, we should explairyw our readers that this man has a long-
history in attacking communism. During his days as a student

journalist at the University of British Columbia, he attacked

various spokesmen of the student left and promoted disunity
amongst the masses in the youth and student upheaval of the

- 1960's. Later he joined forces with a number Dfopportumsls ina

futile effort to liquid The Ir an  anti-
imperialist youth and student organisation in Vancouver, B.C.,
and from the 1970s he has been clojely associated with Jack,
Scott’s efforts to prevent the unity of Marxist-Leninists and the
bur[ding of the Communist Party of Canada (Mamst Leninist)
in our country. To this end, he has conti d

‘development of an elite bourgeois class....”

communist slander promoled by both rightist reactionaries like
Chiang Kai-shek and “left” counter-revolutionaries |ike
Trmsky Birnie says:

“This pamphiet focuses wi.'h historical documentation on
the particular aspect of the Soviet Union’s policies towards
China, from 1919 to the present, to argue that the revolutionary
and socialist phraseology of the Soviet Union simply masks
blatantly imperialist goals and methods in relations with
foreign countries.

“Except for an interlude uf one month at the fuundmg of the
state, the Soviet Union simply carried on Czarist imperialist
policies concerning, at that time, a wéak and divided China;
policies which included seizure of territories, armed attacks to
preserve economic interests, collusion with the Japanese dur-
ing their invasion of China, and looting of Manchurian industry
following World War Two.” (Al Birnie, Foreword, to Two
Roads: The origins of the Sino-Soviet dispute, written by Jack
Scott, New Star Books and Canada-China Friendship As-
sociation, 1974, p.vi. All future references to Two Roads will be
indicated simply by the page in brackets after the reference.)

Birnie bases his profoundly anti-communist slander against.

the first socialist society in_history on his equally anti-com-
munist slander on the nature of the October Socialist
Revolution itself. He says:

“The CPSU.... after a virtual armed coup by a relatively small
band of Bolsheviks, was forced to incorparate a host of former
Czarist officials and pseuda-revolutionary opportunists into its
power structure which lly helped pi the
(p. viii)

Anyone familiar at all with the history of .the world com-

munist -movement during the past sixty years or so will
recognise that Birnie is simply repeating all of the slanders
against Bolshevism promoted by Kautsky and the opportunist
Second International, Trotsky and his “left” opportunist
imperialist agency (the so-called ‘fourth’ international), and

the outright reactionary line of Chiang Kai-shek. The latter uses:

almost the same terminology as Birnie. Chiang says: “Lenin’s

" successful coup d’etat in Russia, in 1917, not only ushered ina

new Russian regime, but also started a chain of events which
later came to pose a deadly threat to humanistic civilizations in
both Asia and Europe.” (Chiang Kai-shek, Soviet Russia in
China, Farrar, Straus and Cudahy, New York, 1958, p.5) Chiang
proceeds to claim:““/ came to the conclusion that once the Rus-
sian Communists consolidated their political power, the pos-
sibility of a revival of Czarist ambitions against China could not
be ruled out.” (Ibid., p.25) To noone’ssurprise, thisarch-reac-
tionary enemy of the Chinese and world’s peoples concludes
“that Soviet Russia was continuing Czarist Russia’s aggressive
designs in China”. (lbid., p.62) Later in our criticism of the
specific “examples” used by Scott to slander the Soviet Union
during the period of the dictatorship of the proletariat, we shall
show how in fact it is impossible not to conclude that these two
“friends of People’s China”, and "e:perts"lfon “Sino-Soviet”
relations, used Chiang Kai-shek as both a source of “in-
formation’” as well as ideological “inspiration”” in their writing
of Two R:

Blrrue proceeds to casl slander against the glorious
of the prol | of 1917 and the first

dictatorship of the prole(arial which lasted in the Soviet Union
from then until the death of Stalin in 1953, With the puffed-up
arrogance of a little Trotsky, Birnie advises his readers that

Scatt’s ‘pamphlet “does however touch on some brief ex- - -

" planations of how the socialist goals of the Bolsheviks became

subvened — the Sowel experience being a rich but relatively

in
the gutter politics of gossip and slander, and has upporlun—
istically promoted  himself inorder tosow,  con-
fusion in Canadian left-wing circles. What he says in his

Foreword is therefore a natural continuation of his role as a.

mystifier, gossip and anti-communist splitter. An example of his
mystification is his list of ten, what he first calls, “examples of
economic exploitation and political coercion prac(lsed by the
United States and other openly imperialist countries”. He later
claims his “examples” to be “definitions” of imperialism. Yetin
all of his “examples’’ or "‘definitions”, he never once speaks of
impemlism as the highest stage of capitalism, as the era of

social change and d:

, finance capltal as the’ era of parasitical, dying

“obscures the Chinese analysis uf the ‘ porary world,

- which they cledrly state is a continuation of the era analysed by

‘l.enln inm“lhrw Capitalism, 21d he

7 ’lﬂed " People’s Republi
e radical fupture from th'eHIctalorsh‘lp .
. 1 the inode

and prol fon. In short, he obscures all
‘of the basic, scientific class-analysis which is the basis of the
of China's domestic and foreign policy
clearly stated in the Ninth and Tenth Congress documents of
Party of China, and which.is repeated con-

in, sociali e

the €

cli-

ly in all the'popular literature piblished in Englnsh hy

.m J
-polnﬂn. the blame for the present amigomsm

kmvmly

form of the dictatorship of the
bourgeoktg within, the Soviet Union. Thus, instead of ac-

the Chinese Party. and g Foliowing
from his mystification of the nature of U.S. imperialism and
Soviet soc-al-imper‘lahsm. Birnie pmcuds to present the anti-

kes to aid in the ed| of socialists
zhroughoul the world” (pvii; our, emphasis) Thus, the
glorious October Revolution, the cIin war against counter-
revolution, the economlc reconstruction, collectivisation of
agriculture and industrial of the (1925-41), the
complete route of the anti-Soviet conspiracy andHifth column
within the Communist Party in 1937-38, the Great Patriotic War
against fascism (1941-45), and finally the economic recovery
from the ‘war and implaccable resistance to' U.S. imperialist
nuclear blackmail (1945-53) — all this, together with the Soviet
Union’s unstinting assistance for the national liberation
movements in Asia, Africa and Latin America, Birnie reducesto
an “‘untapped source of mistakes”. This is the kind of intellec-
tual and spiritual poverty that “inspires” the whole pamphlet.
No one who is a true friend of China, which proclaims itself to
be the heir of the Great October Revolution and |
tigners of the teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and Mao

Tsetung can denounce the period of the dictatorship of the.
-proletariat in the Soviet Union'with the hatred and

shown by Al Bumie in his Forward 0 Jack Scott’s pamphlet. '

e ooumumomatmz”.

today’s prac- .



* deceitful man. He never comes right out and di c
rade Stalin; what he does is circle around-and in a devious
; hrough various

CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS PAGE

Let us now turn our attention to Jick Scott’s first :hapt:r,
Relations before 1945, The first thing to nate is Scott’s method

of writing. Throughout his essay, he simply plucks: various:

“mosphere from which he will beable ta launch his slander that

the dic hip of the p in'the Soviet Union under.
Comrade Stalin’s leadership followed the same policies as the
Tsar), these tactics- both-obscure the issue of d

: smmm 8-13, 1975, PCDN-OTL, PAGE 35
the proletariat of the West with the: revolutionary national-

liberation struggles of the agrarian East. Scott’ reduces
Bolshevi_k principle and science to a mere question of

revisionism' and .deny the epochal .changes in the world
alignment of forces from the time Stalin took over leadership of
the: Soviet Union until the time -of his death. Inevitably,

quotations which he never fo with s, throws
them at the reader, and then proceeds to put on airs as a

fore, Scott's anecdotes about pre-revolutionary Russian-
Chinese relations must obscure any historical analysis of these

learned scholar, puffing up serious and ightforward ques-
tions into.a kind of mysterious rhetorical pose from which he

T Russian feudalist-milita in the first

ry exp
- three-quarters of the 19th century ¢oincided with the world

obscures simple, basic historical truths. At the very b 8
of his essay, for e he plucks a from W.A.D.
Jackson written in January 1962 in which the man says the
alliance between the Soviet Union and China will remain
strong, with China not playing an independent role for many
decades, Scott then gets very puffed up, and with the hindsight
advantage of writing in 1974, declares how China is playing an
‘independent role. Now if he wanted to assist the friendship
between China and Canada, why couldn’t Scott simply have
said that the Communist Party of China, despite its very sharp
differences witl’ the revisionist line of the Khrushchevite
leadership of the CPSU and other parties, maintained a prin-
cipled stand of avoiding public polemic, of sorting out con-
tradictions privately as among fraternal, comradely parties, in
order to maintain a very strong united front against the com-
mon enemy, U.S. imperialism. Scott could have explained fur-
ther that it was the Khrushchevite revisionists which attacked
the Albanian Party of Labour publicly at the 22nd Congress of
the CPSU in 1961, and Khrushchev escalated his programme to
split the communist movement when he engineered an attack
on the Communist Party of China through a number of
revisionist spokesmen in European communist parties at the
end of 1962. It was only after Togliatti attacked the Chinese
C ist Party in D ber 1962 that they answered:him
publicly. In their answer they say: “We have always stood for
handling relations between fraternal Parties in accordance with
the principles of independence, equality and the attainment of
L imity through c ltation as laid down-in the Moscow
Declaration and the Moscow Statement (1957 and 1960 —
editor). We have always held that differences between fraternal
Parties should be resolved through inter-Party consultation by

“ means of bilateral or multilateral talks or conferences of frater-

nal Parties.” (More on the Differences Between Comrade
Togliatti and Us, Editorial Department of Honggi (Red Flag),
Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1963, p.1) Therefore it is no
surprise that a bourgeais like Mr. Jackson should conclude in
January 1962 that China would remainina subogdinalepusilion
to the Soviet Union: (a) because the bourgeoisie has no
conception of communist relations based on democratic cen-
tralism and self-imposed discipline in the interest of world
revolution, and (b) because the Marxist-Leninists in the world
communist movement had prevented the Khruskichevite

revisionists from openly attacking the Marxist-Leninist line of ~

the Communist Party of China until December 1962.

But Scott has no interest in explaining this i
history because he does not view modern revisionism as the
main enemy of the communist movement, and as the world:
outlook which gave rise to the restoration of capitalism in the
Soviet Union and transformation of a socialist country into a
social-imperialist country. Rather, he puffs himself up and
rhetorically asks: “Why has so much remained constant
between the imperialist and the revolutionary age? And where
does the main responsibility for failure lie?” (p.2) The reason
Scott poses these questions rather than provide simple

raightforward answers to them based on what the Chinese
Communist Party-and government have to say on the issues,
which is the least a genhi{le friend can do, is because Scott has
his own reactionary theory he wants to promote. All the ques-
tions he raises having to do with inter-state- relations

" (“Mongolia, Sinkiang and Chinese Turkestan, the Amur, Us-

suri, Sungari River systems, Manchuria, _the Chinese Eastern
Railway, Port Arthur and Dairen”) could notbe sorted out dur-

.ing the period of China’s civil wars and the invasion by Japan,

but wefe in the main settled between 1949 and Stalin’s death in
1953." Afterwards the rise of modern revisionism and social-
chauvinism to a position of political power within the:Soviet
Union restored capitalism and resurrected theé vile chauvinist
policies’ of the Tsars with respect both to .non-Russian
nationalities within the Soviet Union and towards the People’s
Democracies in eastern Europe as well as Mongolia and China,
In short, modern revisionism gave rise to socialwimperiflist

a

portant fact of '

" of . British and the forced opening of
markets in China during the Opium Wars in the 1840’s, Reac-
tionary feudalist Russian pan-Slavism and expansionism
conterided with English capitalism for world h

prag P y. Civilised Europe, he suggests, was as

“impervious” to Bolshevism as it was to Tsarism. Thereby he
promotes in a devious underhanded way the same racist lie
about “Russian barbarism’ that was promoted by the whole
post-world war one alliance of European landlords; finance
capitalists, liberals, fascists, social-chauvinist and social-fascist
renegades trom socialism in the second international — all of

* whom trembled in mortal fear of proletarian revolution. Fur-
‘(hermorE, there is an abundance of evidence from Bolshevik

tral Asia. (India-Afganistan), in the Black Sea, in the Far East,
and even in North Ametica until Russia sold Alaska to the
United States in 1867. The Crimean War was but one instance of
this world contention. In this ¢ ion b d

that the Leninist-Stalinist line of “Workers and op-
s pressed nations unite!” was advocated long before any
yin Cen- ic necessity ¢ lled them to “look elsewhere for

aIIi_es". The Bolsheviks had passed through 15 years (1903-17) of
being steeled in all forms of revolutionary struggle, guided by
the selffess spirit of proletarian revolution and proletarian

capitalism with its liberal bourgeois democratic state, against
the backward feudalist Russian systemwith its arch-reactionary
absolutist-clerical state, the leaders of the modern proletariat,
Marx and Engels, unequivocably supported capitalism over

feudalism and trained the European proletariat in inter- :

nationalism by agitating and supporting all the national
bourgeois democratic revolutions against Russian absolutism.
In fact, when the bourgeoisie reneged in their support for the
Polish revolution for national independence from Tsarism,
Marx and Engels trained the working class to take up their own
independent political position unequivocably supporting the
Polish bourgeois demogratic revolution whether the European
bourgeoisie felt it wasépportune to do so ar not. Thus the first
anecdotes Scott tell regarding the Treaty of Peking (1860)
belong to this period of history — that is, the period of conten-
tion b capitalism and feudalism, when capitalism was
already in the process of accommodating itself 1o the gen-
darme of European reaction, Tsarist Russia, and the working
class had begun to assert its indépendent political role under
the leadership of Marx and Engels. ;
Scott passes directly from this period to tell more anecdotes
about a second, qualitatively difterent stage of capitalist his-
tory, the period of the late 19th and early 20th century;
imperialism. He does not clarify that during the era of
imperialism — moribund, dying capitalism — and proletarian

world revolution, a few rentier states dominate the rest of the.

world through their system of colonies, international debt
payments, cartels and so forth — Tsarist Russia itself was to a
large degree dominated by the finance capitalists of western
Europe, particularly France and Britain. Thus; Tsarist feudal-
military imperialism became fused with and subordinated to a
large degree to the interests of French and British imperialism.
Coincident with the rise of imperialism, the imperialists bribed
a section of the working class and corrupted the leaders of the
workers’ parties and trade unions with social-chauvinism and
opportunism, It was precisely in TsaristRussia, which had
entered ‘a period ‘of rapid capitalist’ development ‘due to

western European finance capital but which itself had not .

undergone a bourgeois democratic revolution, that the fight
against opportunism was most sharp. Bolshevism grew up in
opposition to opportunism and social-chauvinism. ‘Nowhere
does Scott mention that the leading force in mobilising armed
revolution to overthrow Tsarism and its military adventure in
the Far East in 1905-07 was the Bolshevik Party led by Lenin and
Stalin. Thus, long before the October Revolution, the
Bolsheviks 'were steeled in practical proletarian inter-
nationalism by organising armed revolution against their own
reactionary Tsarist government, enemy of the Asian masses. But
Scott does not mention this aspect of the Russian nation, the
aspect of proletariani internationalism led by the Bolshevik Par-
ty. And so his anecdotes and professorial stories in this portion
of his essay explain nothing about the nature of imperialism,
nor anything about how imperialism established a labour aris-
tocracy as its principal social prop right within the working class
movement, against which Lenin led his Bolshevik Party. Nor
does Scott explain how Lenin's Bolshevik Party fought against
opportunism for revolutionary Marxism and proletarian inter-
nationalism.

Scott reveals his deep-seated contempt and hatred for the
Great October Socialist Revolution which drove finance capital
off one-sixth of the globe and‘aroused the Asian masses against
imperialism. He says: £ . ]

“During the early months of the revolution the Soviets

foreign.policies in the late 1960’s. The issue is i

straightforward question of state power. When various reac-
tionaries, agents of foreign imperialistsand foreign imperialists
themselves dominated the government of China, no set-
tlement between the Soviet. Union and China could be
reached. During the brief period after liberation of Chinawhen
the Soviet Union was still led by Comrade Stalin, many outstan-
ding issues between the two countries were resolved, and then
when the modern revisionists came to power they resurrected

« Tsarist policies towards Chind and other countries. There is no

need whatsoever for mystification on these basic matters. -

Scott, however, is intent on provfng his theory that Soviet
foreign policy was always reactionary and that the Great. Oc-
toher Socialist: lution did not qualitatively change the

relations between the Soviet Union and the oppressed peoples

conc i their on We Europe, in the hope
and expectation that there would be a rapid spread of -he
Bolshevik’- revolution ‘in that direction, resulting in a
mobilization of the European industrial proletariat. But Eurcpe

at that time proved to be as impervious to the spread of

finiter lism. They had fought for the democratic right of
the nations in the Russian empire to self-determination against
Tsarism and Menshevik social-chauvinism. Theirattitude tothe
oppressed masses of the East was a natural and inevitable out-
come of their proletarian lutionary world
outlook and revolutionary, uncompromising political practise,’
Stalin wrote his article Don’t Forget the East on November 2,
1918 just after the armistice on the western front and several
months before the defeat of the German revolution, which
Scott says is the date the Bolsheviks “looked to the East”. We
shall quote all of Stalin’s article, for it illustrates his insight into
the nature of the world alignment of forces in the era of
imperialism and the proletari cialist world ion. He
charts a course for an alliance between the proletarian state
and the oppressed nations of the East from which Comrade
Stalin never deviated: >
“At a time when the revolutionary movement is_rising in
Europe, when old th and crowns are tumbling and giving
place to revolutionary Soviets of Workers and Soldiers, and the
occupied regions are ejecting the -of imperiali
from their territories, the-eyes of all are naturally turned to the
West. It is there, in the West, that the chains of imperialism,
which were forged. in Europe and which are strangling the
whole world must first of all be smashed. Itis there, firstof all in
the West, that the new, socialist life must vigorously develop. At
such a moment, one ‘involuntarily’ tends to lose sight of, to
. forget the far-off East, with its hundreds of millions of

““Yet the Exst should not be
only b itrep the ‘inexh
reliable’ rear of world imperialism.

“The imperialists have always looked upon the East as the

_ basis ‘of their prosperity. Have not the inestimable natural
resources (cotton, oil, gold, coal, ores) of the East been an ‘ap-
ple of discord’ b the imperialists of all iest That,
in fact, explains why, while fighting in Europe and prating
about the West, the imperialists have never ceased to think of
China, India, Persia, Egypt and Morocco, because the East was
always the real point atissue. It is this that chiefly explains why
they so zealously maintain Tlaw and order’ in the countries of
the East — withouit this, imperialism’s far rear would not be
secure. - S 7

“But it is not only the wealth of the East that the imperialists
need. They also need the ‘obedient’ ‘man power which

for a singl
ible’ reserve and ‘most

bounds in the colonies and semi-colonies of the East. They
need the ‘compliant’ and cheap ‘labour power’ of the Eastern
. ples. They need, furth , the ‘obedi ’ ‘young lads’

of the countries of the East from whom they recruit the so-
called ‘coloured’ troops which they will not hesitate to hurd
against {their own’ revolutionary workers. Thatis why they call
the Eastern countries their ‘inexhaustible’ reserve,

“It is the task of communism to break the age-long sleep of
the oppressed peoples of the East, to infect the workers and
peasants of these ‘countries with the emancipatory-spirit of
revolution, to rouse them to fight imperialism, and thus dep-
rive world imperialism of its ‘most reliable’ rear and ‘inexhaus-
tible’ reserve.

“Without this, the definite triumph of sociali )
victory over imperialism is, unthinkable.,

“The revolution in Russia was the first to rouse the oppressed
peoples of the East to fight imperialism. The Soviets in Persia,
India and China are a clear symptom that the age-long sleep of
the workers and p of the East is b ing a thing of the

“Revolution in the West will ugdoubtedly give a newspurto
the revolutionary movement in the East, will infuse it with
courage and faith in victory.

“And no little help in revolutionising the East will be

dered by the imperialists th fves, with theirnew annex-
ations, which are drawing new countries into the fight against

Ish lution as it had to bythe Czars atan " S
" . o P perialism and g the base of world revolution.
earlier date. With the defeat of the German rew n, in the “lt I the duty of the C 3 intervenein the growing

spring of 1919, hopes .of an early victory for the rgvcrfulionary

in the East and to develop it further,

cause receded and Russia, ‘hard-pressed by on all
sides, looked elsewhere for allies; particularly to Chinaand the
Far East.” (pp.5-6)

- Scott equates the ‘resistance’ of ‘Europe’to Bolshevism with
‘penetration by the Czars’. Now was this not precisely the
nature of i iali da against proletari;

per P t
revolution in western Europe after world war one. Is this not -
precisely the line taken up by such “civilised"” European traitors *

o p an r as_Karl Kautsky and the other

of Asia, Africa and Latin America. But Scott is.a devious and

des.in the social-ch fist parties?

Com-

manner attack- Comrade Stalin’s leadership t}
allegations and slanders which were essentially the same ones
used by Chiang Kai-shek when it was in the interest of western
imperialism and Chirlese feudal-tomprador reaction to split
the Chinese people from their red revolutionary ally and true
friend, the Soviet Union. Scott’s rhetorical questions “"Why has

And was not one of the central issues which divided op-

portunism’ from Marxism one’s attitude toward one’s “own” -

imperialists’ plunder of the oppressed masses of the East? Jack
Scott turns history completely upside down. The Bolshevik line
of Lenin and Stalin had always counted on the péasants of Rus-
sia and the agrarian masses of the East as the most stalwart and

Juti y allies of the modern proletariat. It was the social-
- ‘socialists” in the second international and their

and ‘right’-Bukharinist ' allies. within. the

50 much remained constant?” and “Where does o it
Jie?” (as well as directly following these rh I g ekt Trotsky
with some anecdotes t Russian military feudalist expan-

sionism during the 19th century — in order to create an at-

Bolshevik Party who opposed the alliance with the Russian
peasantry and who opposed the great world alliance between

into a conscious struggle against imperialism.
“From 'that. standpoint, the resolution of the recent
Conf e of Moslem C ists, calling for more intense
propaganda in the East — in Persia, India and China — is un-
doubtedly of profound revolutionary significance.

“Let us hope that our Moslem comrades will carry out their

" highly important dedsion.

“For the truth must be grasped once and for all that whoever
desires triumph of socialism must not forget the East.”

(). Stalin, editorial in Zhizn jonal i, No.3, N b
24, 1918, Cited in Selected Works, Vol.lV, Foreign Languages
Publishing House, Moscow, 1953, pp.174-76) :

This prophetic insight which both Comrades Lenin and Stalin
shared about the lutis y kening of the peoples of
the East proved true. The anti-imperialist, anti-feudal May 4th
Movement in 1919 in China gave rise to the Communist Party
of Chifia and the most advanced youth and students took up
Marxism-Leninism as their world outlook. ¥romthen on, com-
munists “intervened” as Comrade Stalin’ urged and

- CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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transformed the struggle in China “into a conscious struggle
againstimperialism”. Chairman Mao, in exposing the historical .
‘idealism of Dean-Acheson’s White Paper in 1949, wrote:

“The Russian Revolution of 1917 awakened the Chinese, and
they leimed hing new, ism-Leninism. In China, the
Communist Party was born, an epock making event. Sun Yat-
sen, too, advocated Gearning fror «ussia’ and ‘alliance with'
Russia and the Communist Party’. In a word, from that time
China ged her orientation.” (Mao Tsetung, Bankruptcy of
the Idealist Conception of History, Selected Works, Vol.IV,
Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1969, p.456) .

Chairman Mao proceeds to say: “The Chinese Communist
Party ‘had been nised in the early twenties under the
ideological impetus of the Russian revolution’. Here Acheson
right. This ideology was none other than Marxism-Lenini:

" second

second stage “that a swing has begun away from the revolutio
of an all-national united front and towards a revolution of the
‘vast masses of the workers and d: i
revolution, which will strengthen and broaden the struggle
against imperialism, against the gentry and the feudal lan-
dlords, and ‘against the militarists and Chiang Kai-shek's
counter-revolutionary
Stalin attacks the so-called ‘left’ opposition and singles out

_Radek as not understanding the nature of the Chinese
revolution nor the international setting in which it was taking
place. Stalin called for maintenance of the united front with the
Kuomintang in the Wuhan g , and for agrarian
revolution. It was precisely the capitulationist policies of Ch'en

and the ‘left’ Trotskyist-Radek policies of Roy, thatledtothe li- -

quidation of the Wuhan government and the loss of con-
siderable revolutionary- forces. It was only Chairman Mao
g with Chu Teh who, on the basis of their own analysis,

This ideology is immeasurably syperior to that of the Western
bourgeoisie....” (Ibid, p.456) Chairman Mao then describes

~ how Manxism-Leninism defeated the culture of the western
imperialists, and asserts: “We are historical materialists, op-
posed to historical idealism.” (lbid., p.457) '

Clearly, therefare, any gefiuine friend of China will also op-
pose historical idealism when lysing the yelationship
between the Russian revolution and the Chinese'revolution.
The Russian luti k d the peoples of the East; it
brought the Chinese people Marxism-Leninism which they
linked with the objective realities, the objective needs of the
masses of Chinese people and thus solved the problems of the
anti-imperialist, anti-feudal new democratic revolution, and
from which the Chinese Communist Party proceeded to follow
the road of the October Spcialist Revolution and, under the
dictatorship of the proletariat,’proceeded to carry through the
socialist lution in ;the ec base and cultural
superstructure. This. latter aspect, accomplished during the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution personally led by Chair-
man Mao, practically summed up and solved the historical

b posed to the international communist movement and
the proletarian-socialist world revolution by the rise of modern
revisionism and all-round restoration of capitalism in the Soviet
Union. Thus, the Great Prol Cultural Revolution is an ad-
vance down the same road towards communism opened up by

the Great October Socialist Revolution and boldly pushed *

“forward by the Soviet Union - under Comrade Stalin’s
proletarian leadership. ’
Jack Scott has nothing to say about this fundamental his-
torical truth regarding the relationship-between the Russian
and Chinese revolutions. Instead, he seizes on all sorts of
details, anecdotes, slanders and distortions in order to push his
line that the Soviet Union was always hostile to China, and that
the source of this -hostility is inherent in the two countries’
“national characteristics”. Even his phraseology is'designed to
promote his reactionary thesis that Tsarist and Soviet policy
toward China were the same. He says: “Russid, wanting to ex-
pand her borders of empire, found Europe too powerful an
adversary to be a likely victim. The Czar turned his eyes
eastward and decided to join the condominium of bullies car-
ving up China,” (p.2) We have already shown Scott’s his-
torical idealism in “analysing” Tsarist foreign policy. The fact is
that Tsarism did “expand her borders of empire” in Europe —
into Poland, central Europe and the Balkans. Scott then makes
his bogus historical parallel about ‘Europe’ being ‘impervious’
to Bolshevism, an historical analogy that completely ignores
any analysis of the concrete conditions, especially the role of
revisionism in the European socialist parties and rise of social-
imperialism there. Scott then proceeds with another historical
part. He says: “In july, 1919, eyes now turned toward the
East in search of allies.” First the Tsar's eyes ‘shift’ east, thenthe
Bolsheviks” eyes ‘turn” east. Such is Scott’s historical idealism.
Why would a person who claims to be a ‘friend of China’ not
simply tell the Canadian people what Chairman Mao says about
the impact of the Russian revolution on China. Chairman Mao
says clearly and succinctly that after the Russian revolution,
“China changed her orientation”. This new orientation was to
pursue the line of ariti-feudal, anti-imperialist revolution.
Lenin’s whole thesis of world revolution and the dictatorship
of the prol rests on the y class alliance between
the proletariat in the capitalist countries and the non-
proletarian toiling masses of the Third World. Victory of the
proletarian socialist world revolution was guaranteed he said
b the majority of mankind lives in the Third World wjose
wars of national liberation against imperialism are as one with
proletarian armed insurrection in the capitalist countries. Both
*constitute one revolutionary whole and support one another
against their common enemy, imperialism and social-
imperialism. Stalin repeats Lenin’s analysis in The Foundations
of Leninism (1924) and his essays in defence of the Chinese.
. agrarian revolution written in 1927 to oppose Trotsky, Radek,
Zinoviev and other social-chauvinists. Stalin says that because
the imperialist camp is not divided irito waring factions as itwas
during the Russian revolution, “The Chinese revolution will
encounter far greater difficulties than did the revolution in
Russia, and that desertions and betrayals in the course of this
lution will be i parably more than during
the Civil War in the USSR.” He outlines the two paths for the
development of events in China:
“...either the national bourgeoisk 4 letari;

of the concrete historical conditions, led them to the same con-
clusions as were advanced by Comrade Stalin.

Thereason for mentioning all this is that Scott has nothing to

say in his thirteen pages on Sino-Soviet relations — 1917-1945-
about the Chinese revolution. He spends all this space going
through a labyrinth of historical half-truths, slanders and gos-
sips about state relations between the Soviet Union, and a
whole-number of various reactionary warlord, Kuomintang or
outright J; puppet go Scott’s central charge
against the Soviet Union is their attitude towards the Chinese
Eastern, Railway constructed during the period of Tsarist
imperialist expansion. The railway connected the old Tsarist
naval base of Port Arthur with the trans-Siberian railway passing
north through the Manchurian cities of Changchun and Har-
bin. In the course of the Civil War in Russia, this railway had
been used by White' counter-cevglutionary forces in league
with various Chinese warlord governments. Scott-becomes
quite rabidly anti-Soviet in this section; and gives the line of
Churchill and Chiang Kai-shek. He gets everything backwards.

British imperialism tried to provoke its dependent lackeys in .

-China into war in 1927 in an international effort to overthrow
the dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union. The
scheme failed. In 1929 imperialism made trouble between
China and the Soviet Union again. Scott presents everything
from the point of view of imperialist agent Chiang Kai‘shek.
For - example, in the fall of 1929, the reactionary
CHinese government, in order to break the friendship between
the Chinese and Soviet people and thus hope to defeat the
agrarian revoliition to the south, used Soviet assistance to the
Chinese revolution as a pretext to provoke a war against the
. Soviet Union and take over the railway. Scoft describes the
. Soviet Union's policy toward the Chinesé Eastern Railway as
being “in traditional imperialist fashion™, and with regard toan
incident provoked by the Kuomintang in 1929, Scott says:

* “The Soviet forces, much better equipped than the Chinese,
easily overran Chinese positions, killing and capturing large
numbers of the defending troops. China capitulated, acceding
to all the Soviet demands, and Russian monopoly over the
Chinese Eastern Railway, and itsindustrial and commercial sub-
sidfaries, was re-established,” (p.12)

Chiang Kai-shek says practically the same thing:

“An interlude of some significance revealing Soviet. policy
toward China occurred on October 12, 1929, when Russian
troops invaded Machuli and Hailan in the Northeast Provinces
during a dispute over the Chinese EFastern Railway. Our local
authorities there were forced to sign the Khabarovsk Prétocol
on December 22. This is another proof that Soviet Russia was

* continuing Czarist Russia’s aggressive designs in China despite
the Chicerin Report of 1918 and the Karaskhan Declaration of
1979. (Chiang Kai-shek, op.cit., p.62)

Scott's line is virtually identical with Chiang’s on the question
Qf the Soviet. Union allegedly carrying on a Tsarist policy,
especially with respect to the Chinese£€astern Railway. Another
example which illustrates how closely Scott follows Chiang’s
reactionary, anti-Soviet line is with respect to Mongolia. Scott
writes;

“In 1921 the Soviets detached a section of Outer Mongolia,
named it Tannu-Tuva, and linked the detached member to
Soviet Siberia, Later, in 1944, it was attached directly to Moscow
as the Tunivian Autonpmous Oblast — a development of which
the world was totally unaware for many months.” (p.16)
Now here is Chiang’s version:

“On August 17, 1944, also at Soviet Russia’s instigation, it
petitioned Moscow for Tangnu Urianghai‘s incorporation into
the Soviet Union. On October 11 of the same year, the
Supreme Soviet approved the inclusion of Tangnu Urianghai as
an ‘autonomous’ region. Thus, from a Soviet satellite, Tangru

Urianghai became a part of the Soviet Union. (Footnote:) The -

incorportion of Tanignu Urianghai into the Russian Sov:et
Federated Republic was not formally announced by Moscow
until March 17, 1948, and, even, then, only by radio.”
Jack Scott’s only addition to Chiang Kai-shek’s anti-com-
munist tale is to replace Chiang'’s dates with the phrase “many
- months”. il
The Chinese Communist Party and the Communist Party of
the Soviét Union were at this time first and foremost concerned
" with welding together a.world wide united front against the
Japanese-Halian-German fascist alliance. Die-hard anti-com-

the p
makes a deal with imperialism and they with it launchesa
ign against the revolution in order to end the latter by es-
abiishing the rule of capitafi !

Y

i b isie, con-

itsh y and the lead of the vast masses
' of the working people in town and country, in order to over-
come the resistance of the national bourgeolsie, secure the
complete victory of the bourgeois-d ic revolution, and
. consequences following from that.” (J. Stalin, Questions of the
Chinese Revolution, Selected Works, op.cit., Vol.IX, p.225)
Stalin analyses the twp stages of revolution: the united front
'with the Kuomintang and the Northern Expedition against the
 Warlords (1926-27), and the second stage of Chiang Kai-shek’s

y coupin Shanghai. Stalin says of this'

th
. or
o

munist ies like Chiang Kai-shek did everything pos-
* sible to prevent such an alliance, and this explains why they

concocted anti-Soviet slanders. Chiang Kai-shek wanted to

bloc a militant national war against Japanese imperialism, and

instead wage war against the Chinesé Communist Party and the
. ‘liberated areas. :

Scott makes no analysis whatever of international politics in
the 1929-45 period, nor does he analyse -the history of the.
Chinese revolution. Instead he simply makes charges against
the Soviet:.Union. In addition to those already cited Scott says:

1) In" 1936, a Soviet-Mongolian defence alliance (which)

- together with the economic and other concessions already
granted, made of Outer Mongolia a virtual vassal state, (p.16)

2) The Soviet Union signed.a “neutrality pact” with Japan in
April 1941 which “permitted” Japan to re-direct 100,000 troops
against China. (p.17)

eoup”. (Ibid., p.229) At thesametime, .

. 2 e e

3) The Soviet Union fought “its brief, and relatively cheap™
war against Japan in order to seize rewards from China.in the
form of territory and concessions in'Manchuria (p. 1) .~

4) He summarises: the first section of his pamphlet with a
quotation from Edgar ‘Snow’s book, Red Star Over China, in
order to deviously embroil this true friend of Chinainto Scott’s -
anti-China tirade. : e R e

1t will be useful, therefore, to start with Edgar Snow'sbookto
refute Scott’s distortion of history with regards to Soviet-China

lations. Snow emphasises the
October Revolution in Russia had upon China:

“Certainly and obviously Russia has for the past dozen years
(1920'5-1930’s — editor) been a dominating inflirence — and
particularly among educated youth it had been the dominating
external influence — on Chinese thought about the social,
political, economic, and cultural problems of the country. This
has been almost as true, though unacknowledged, in the
Kuomintang areas as it has been an openly glorified factin the
Soviet districts. Everywhere that youth has any fervent
revolutionary beliefs in China the impact of a Marxist fdeolog)(
is apparent... Among such young Chinese, Lenin s almost wor-
shipped, Stalin is the most popular foreign leader, socialism is
taken for granted as the future form of Chinese society, and
Russian literature hasthe largest following — Maxim Gorky’s
works for example, outselling all native writers except Lu Hsun,
who was himself a great social revolutionary.” (Edgar Snow,
Red Star Over China, Grove Press, 1938, N.Y., pp.404-5)

This analysis is completely in keeping with Mao Tsetung's
view already quoted. Snow continues to- explain how the
Chinese luti ies led by the C Party of China
regard the Soviet Union: 7 .

“The role of the Soviet Union for them has been most potent
as a living example, an ideal that bred hope and faith. Soviet
Russian experience has been the fire and forge that helped
anneal in them the steel-like qualities of heroic character that
many people had not supposed Chinese possessed. These Keds
stoutly believe that the Chinese revolution is not isolated, and

*./that hundreds of millions of workers, not only in Russia, but
throughout the world, are anxiously watching them, and when
the time comes will emulate them, even as they themselves
have emulated the comrades in.Russia. In the day of Marx and

+ Engels it may have been correct to say that ‘the workers have no
country’, but these Chinese Communists today believe that,"
besides their own little bases of proletarian rule, they have a
mighty fatherland of their own in the Soviet Union. These
earnests have been a tremendous source of encouragement
and revolutionary nourishment to them.

* ‘The Soviet Government in China,’ reads the Constitution
adopted at the first All-China Soviet Congress, ‘declares its
readiness to form a revolutionary united front with the world
proletariat and all oppressed nations, and proclaims the Soviet
Union, the land of proletarian dictatorship, to be its loyal ally.’
How much the words emphasised meant to the Chinese

+ Soviets, which in_truth most of the time were completely
isolated geographically, economically; and politically, is hard
to understand for any Westerner who has never known a
Chinese Communist.” (pp.405-06) :
Clearly this is completely opp from that
presented by Scott. He can protest, of course, that he is refer-
ring in his pamphlet only to inter-state relations. But even on
this front his charges are taken from the arsenal of anti-com-
munist reaction and do not accord with the facts.

First of all let us summarise the main periods of Soviet-
Chinese rlations which Scott muddies up in this portion of the
pamphlet. :

1) 1917-1923: This is the period of revolution and civil war-
during which the Soviet government renounced its past Tsarist

- territorial and economic concessions in China. Marxism-
Leninism is brought to China, the Communist Party of China is
founded, a ‘new orientation’ towards national revolution
against imperialism and friendship with Russia is'adopted by -
Sun Yat-sen. ,

2) 1923<1927: This is a period of alliance between the
national bourgeoisie and Chinese people, between the
Kuomintang government and the Soviet Union. It ends with
the betrayal of the revolution by Chiang Kai-shek in Shanghai
and the beginning of the agrarian, anti-feudal, anti-imperialist
revolution in the country-side.- It is also the period during
which Comrade Stalin opposed and defeated the adventurist
lines of Trotsky, Bukharin, Zirioviev and Radek with respect to
the Chinese revolution, as well as many other questions facing.
the world communist revolution, and dutlined a Marxist-
Leninist line on the Chinese agrarian revolution put into prac-
tise by Mao Tsetung and the Communist Party of China. _

3) 1927-1933: In this period the Chiang Kai-shek reac-
tionaries pursue a hostile anti-Soviet and repression of Com-
munism campaign in China. During this period many hostile
actions were taken against the Soviet Union by Chiang and
various warlords. These hostilities, as we have shown, have
been converted by.Scott into examples, drawn from Chlan’g
Kai-shek’s propaganda arsenal, of Red imperialism._ 1

4) 1933-1939: This is a.complex period of international
relations ' marked ‘by ‘world capitalist economic crisis,
emergence of a fascist alliance of Japan, Italy and Germany,and
the beginning of a new world war to redivide the capitalist
world market and sources of raw materials. During this period
‘the Soviét Union attempted to organise a system of collective
security against the fascist powers: The ‘democratic’ imperialist
countries Britain, France and the United States rejected this
path, and followed a policy. of so-called non-intervention. In
practise this meant encouraging Ialian aggression in Ethiopia,
German-ltalian aggression against Spain, German aggression
against Austria and Czechoslovakia, and Japanese aggression
against China. In add| these fascist ies were directed
by the ‘non-intervention’ powers to atfack the Soviet Union so
the U.S., British and French imperialists. could pick up the
pieces. The Soviet Union under the Marxist-Leninist hadelﬂﬁp

 6f Stalin'completely thwarted the plans of these imperialists
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and prepared conditidns for defeating the fascist powers..
The course of the Chinese revolution was naturally com-
pletely interwoven with the inter-imperialist struggle for the
redivision of the market and raw materials. Within this context
. let us look at Scott's siander against the Mutual Defense Pact
concluded between the Autonomous Outer Mongolian
Republic and the Soviet Union in 1936. This Pact was one of a
number the Soviet Union tried to conclude in Europe and Asia
to bldck aggression from the fascist so-called Anti-Comintern
Axis. Mutual defence pacts were rejected. by the French,
British and U.S. imperialists and their puppets, because they
wanted the tascist powers to isolate and wage war against the
Soviet Union. N: lly in their propaganda: the imperiali
denounced the Soviet efforts as.an expression of . “Red
imperialism” and “Bolshevik aggression” in much the same
way Scott denounces the Defense Pact successfully concluded
with Mongolia. What Scott doesn’t mention is that the Soviet
Union offered to sign an identical pact with the Kuomintang
government in China. Chiang Kai-shek’s government, divided
in loyalty at this time between the fascist alliance including the
Japanese aggressors and ‘non-interventionist alliance’ of US,
French and British imperialism, rejected the pact. Chiang’sline
was “until every Ked soldier in China is exterminated, and
every communist is in prison ... then would it be possible to co-
operate with.Russia.” (Snow, Ibid. p.435) Snow comments,
“Time may. yet show that no costlier mistake has been made in
the modern history of Chinese diplomacy.” (Ibid., p.435) Scott
makes it appear that Mongolia was singled out as a ‘victim’ of
Soviet aggression by being partner to this Pact, exactly the line
used to denounce Soviet mutual defence treaties by fascistand
‘democratic’ imperialists alike in that period. But it was
precisely the united effort of the Soviet Union and the Chinese
Communist Party in this 1936-37 period which led to the famous
Sian meeting during which Chiang Kai-shek was kidnapped
and forced into a united front against Japanese imperialism.
During the Sian incident the Chinese Pegple’sLiberation Army
occupied big new areas in the northwest. Edgar Snow describes
the strategic importance of this area for the Chinese national
liberation struggle against Japan. He says: :
“It was one of only two Chinese frontiers, and sources of sup-
plys which Japan could not blockade. More than half of
Chinese Turkestari, which is roughly 550,000 square miles in
area,, was already under a government sympathetic to ‘the
Chinese Reds, i-mdependent of Nanking, and a loose af-
filiate of the USSR. North-east of it, the Autonomous Outer
Mongolian Republic, another 900,000 square miles of former
dependency of China — and the Chinese suzerainty of which
was still nominally’ recognized, even by Russia — was now
definitely under the Red banner, as a result of the military
alliance (Mutual Defense Pact) concluded with the USSR in
1936.” (Snow, Ibid., pp.472-73) =
Scott's historical idealism rests in his simple transposition of the
present day situation in 'which 'Soviet' social-imperialism -
domil Mongoliaand exp her raw materials and labour
power to an entirely opposite. situation in 1936. Then the
Soviet-Mongolian alliance was the red revolutionary rear of
the Chinese ‘national war of liberation against Japanese
imperialism. It was Chiang Kai-shek’s government which
denounced Soviet infl e inSinkiang and M liaas “Red
imperialism.”” For Scott to try and peddle the same line in 1974
on the basis that today the Soviet Union has been transformed
from a socialist into a social-imperialist country simply plays
into-the hands of the Soviet revisionists who also claim that
their present day policies are the same as those followed under
the dictatorship of the proletariat. This, of course, is simply un-
tsue.
The most clear proof of the esteem in which Comrade Mao
Tsetung held Comrade ‘Stalin and the Soviet Union in this

. period is his essay, Stalin, friend of the Chinese people, written

on December 20, 1939. This essay has been printed in Comrade
‘Mag’s Selected Works (1965) and this emphasises the Chinese
Communist Party holds to this analysis, in opposition to the
calumnies heaped on Comrade Stalim by the modern
revisionists. In the essay Chairman Mao warmly congratulates
Stalin on his sixtieth birthday. He says “mankind can free itself
from suffering only by the road pointed out by Stalin and with
his help.” This statement alone debunks Jack Scott’s whole
reactionary national chauvinist thesis about ‘twd roads.” There
is only one road, the road of Great October 1917 of proletarian
lution and national liberation, the road pointed out by
Stalin and with whose help suffering mankind moved forward.
Chairman Mao denounces China’s false . “friends”, the
imperialists. He says: '
“However, there are friends of another kind, friends who

- have real sympathy with us and regard us as brothers, Who are”

lhey?ﬂnymﬂieﬁnhvrlpeopka‘nim :

“No other y ivilegesin China; the
Soviet Union alone has done so. ‘hm . S
_“All the imperialists opposed us our e
Revoluiion; the Soviet Union alone helped us.

“No falis y has given us real

L of any imp
help since the outbreak of the War of Resistance Against Japan;
the Soviet Union alone has helped China with its aviation and

“l;nnllhepohldl;ilenmlgh!' :
“Only the land of soclalism, is leaders and people, and
28et think and workers can give real help fo

* the cause of liberation of the Chinese nation and the Chinese

people, and without their help our cause cannot win final vic-
T & e i fiind afithe chuse ol Nbaration of the
Chinese people. No atiempt to sow dissension, no lies and
umnies, can affect the Chinese pec

anid respect for Stalin and our geauine fi

o Tsetung, Selected Works, Volil,
Languages Press, Peking, 1965, pp.335-36) - ] :
‘The “lies and calumnies’ of the anti-communist enemies of
repeated by Soott in 1974 when the Soviet Union has
its opposite, does not change the content of the

Foreign

“lies and calumnies”: They are still anti-communist slanders .

and hostile to the People’s Republic of China.

Let usJook now at Scott's slander against the ‘neutrality pact’
signed with Japan in April 1941. Scott does notmention the fact
that on May 7, 1939 italy and Germany had signed a formal
military-political alliance and that on May 11,1939 fascist Japan
invaded Mongolia, therefore, through its commitment vis-a-vis
the Mutual Defense Pact of 1936, also attacked the Soviet
Union. The strategy of ‘non-intervention’ which Stalin had so
precisely analysed in his Report to the 18th Congress of the

So

Communist Party of lon on March 10, 1939 was
ned at the time:

tion, to talk of
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by British and US news agencies about an imminent non-
aggression treaty with Japan: S : e

“As for the talk about a Jap: et non-aggresion
::anese'lulin. dl'st'lul: ;:l:ﬂu “M‘.-It;le sl |
; wan a Soviet
Union, hnubmhuﬂnemmunhn-ilh-ﬂqm
on the basic principle of whether the treaty will accord with the
basic interests of the Soviet Union and of the overwh
y of kind ... The i of the Soviet Union will
always conform and never conflict with the interests of China’s
national liberation. | hold this as absolutely beyond doubt.
Peo,?liwho are prejudiced against the Soviet Union are

preach morals to

the case hardene B
rked, however, that the big and dangerous
political game sta by the supporters of the policy of non-
intervention maj in serious flasco for them.” (].V. Stalin,
Report to the 18fh Congress of the CPSU(B) on the W8rk of the
Central Commiltee, March 10, 1939. Cited in The Essential
Stalin’s Major Theoretical Writings 1905-1952 edited by B. Fran-
klin, Anchor Books, New York, 1972, p.344) ~
The “serious fiasco” was the brillant stroke of Soviet foreign
policy of August 1939, when thé Soviet-German Non-Aggres-
sion Pact was signed. Thus the whole strategy of ‘non-interven-
tion’ to set Italy, Germany and Japan against the Soviet Union
collapsed. Japan was defeated in the East by the Red Army and
Japan sued for peace. Meanwhile the western front had been.
protected from Italian-German aggression by the Non-Aggres-
sion Pact. Stalin played quite brilliantly on the selfish con-
tradictory interests of the enemy camp following the general .
Marxist-Leninist principle of uniting the many against the few,
As Stalin said in March 1939; ; )

“The foreign poli he Soviet Union is clearand explicit:

1..We stand for peace and the strengthening of business
‘relations with all countries, That is our position; and we shall
adhere to this p as long as these i i like
relations with the Soviet Union, and as long as théy make no
attempt to trespass on the interests of our country.

2. We stand for peaceful, close and friendly relations with all
neighbouring countries which have common frontiers with the
USSR. That is our position; and we shall adhere to this position
aslong asthese c i i like relations with the Soviet
Union, and as long as they make no attempt to trespass, directly
orindirectly, onthe ity and inviolability of the iers of
the Soviet State. :

3. We stand for the support of nations which are the victims " -,

of aggression and are fighti of their
country.
4. We are not afraid of the threats of aggressors, and are

ready to deal two blows for every blow delivered by instigators

for the independ:

g on the N hon truce agr (1)and on the
talk about a Japanese-Soviet non-aggression treaty in order to
make trouble and stir up ill feeling between the two great
nations of China and the Soviet Uniom That is what the British,
US and French intriguers and Chi itulat doing; it
is highly dangerous and we must thoroughly expose their disty
tricks.” (Ibid., p.281) : ; :
“(1) The Nomonhon truce agreement was concluded in
Moscow in September 1939, .In May 1939 the Japanese and
‘Manchuko’ troops had jointly attacked the troops of the Soviet
Union and the People’s Republic of Mongolia at N h
on the border between Mongolia and ‘Manchukuo’, and were
completely defeated by Soviet and Mongolian forces in a
heroic war of self-defence. The Japanese then sued for peace.
The truce agreement provided for an immediate cease-fireand
the formation of a commission, of four, with two represen-
tatives from each side, to demarcate the frontier between the
Mongolian People’s Republic and the puppet state of ‘Man-
chukuo’ at places where the conflict had taken place.” (Foot-
note in Selected Works, Vol.ll, p.283) :
Thus, far from being an ‘imperialist’ scheme to dominate
Mongolia as Scott says, the Mutual Defense Pact of 1936 hel
save theindependence of Mongolia from J ggression!
Note that in 1939 Mao Tsetung was warning the Chinese
people about the “dirty tricks” of, “British, US and French in-
triguers and Chinese capitulators” who were trying to make
trouble between the Soviet and Chinese nations over the issue
of anon-aggression treaty. Does the fact that since the death of
Comrade Stalin modern revisionists have turned the Soviet
Unijon into a social-imperialist country change the character of
past Soviet relations with China. Not at all. Thus for Scott to
peddle the same lies in 1974 as the imperialists and capitulators
did in 1939 makes him also a dirty trickster, and all the more
deceitful because he claims to be a “friend of People’s China.”
1f Scott wants to assert that the portion we have quoted from
Chairman Mao was written before the pact was signed let us
remind him that Chairman Mao mentions the issue in his May
8, 1941 essay Conclusions on the repulse of the second anti-
communis[l_ onslaught. He assesses new factors in the Chinese
Soms iy i

of war who attempted to violate the Soviet borders. (Ibid., war as: “The spread of the imperialist war.
Pp.345-6) Y : The ug of thei ional tuti
OnceJapan had been isolated from Germany, Stalin r d lity pact b

theisituation and isolated Germany from Japan just three mon-
ths before Germany attacked the Soviet Union in June 22,1941,
In the first instance Germany had been directed west against
France giving the Soviet Union time to prepare for war and at
the same time neutralising Japan in the East. In the second case,
Japan had been directed west against the United States leaving
the Soviet Union's eastern-border free in order to wipe out
German aggression.Finally the Soviet Union would switch to
the east again in August.1945 and wipe out Japan. Thus instead
of the ‘non-intervention’ strategy of the western imperialists
isolating ‘the Soviet Union and world revolutionary forces,
these forces were able to bring into play a united front against
fascism to isolate and defeat Germany, Italy and Japan. Inshort
the non-aggression pact signed with Japan in 1941 was part of
the world revolutionary strategy of Comrade Stalin and the
Soviet Union to unite the Jl;uroadest possible alliance of forces
against the fascist alliance, the main enemy of the waorld's
peoples. Ching today follows and pushes forward precisely this
glorious Marxist-Leninist road in foreign policy opened up by
the first socialist state, Today as the consequence,of revisionist
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union, the main enemy
of the world’s people is U.S. imperialism and Soviet social-
imperialism. : |
We would assume that if Scott’s assessment of the Soviet-
Japanese non-aggression treaty were anywhere near accurate,
the Chinése Communist Party would be the first to denounce
it. After all it was the People’s Liberation Army which bore
the main brunt of the war against Japan. Chairman Mao
Tsetung in’his essay, The identity of interests between the
Soviet Union and all mankind, written Septémber 28, 1939,
clearly the inter | 1of the time. He says:
“The Soyiet Union is a socialist country, a country in which
the Commiunist Party is in power, and it necessarily maintainsa
clear-cut two-fold attitude towards wars: (1) It firmly refuses to

* take partin any unjust, prédatory and imperialist war and main-

tains strict neutrality towards the belligerents. Hence the Soviet
Red Army will never disregard principles and join either of the
imperialist war fronts. (2) It actively supports just and non-

' predatory wars of liberation. For instance, it helped the

Chinese people in their war of the Northern Expedition
thirteen years ago and the Spanish people in their war against
Germany and Htaly up to this last year; it has been helping the
Chinese people in their War of Resistance Against Japan for the
last two years and the Mongolian people in resisting Japan for
the last few months; and it will ceftainly give help to any war for
the liberation of the masses or a nation which may break outin
other countries in the future, and will certainly give help toany
wars that contribute to the defence of peace.” (Mao Tsetung,
Vol ll, op. cit., pp.277-78)

Chairman Mao then welcomes the Soviet-German non-aggres-
sion treaty: 4 : 4

+ ' “The whole situation since the conclusion of the Soviet-Ger-
man non-aggression (reaty constitutes a great blow to:jJapan
and a great help to China; it strengthens the pasition of those

_resisting Japan and weakens the capitulators. (Ibid. p.281)

Chairman Mao then proceeds to deal with the rumours splea!‘d

Y 1, the
the Soviet Union and Japan, the defeat
of the Kuomintang’s second ant- laught and the
consequent decline in the political standing of the Kuomintang
and rise in that of the Communist Party, and, furthermore the
latest preparations by Japan for a new large-scale offensive
against China.” (Ibid. p.463) The footnote to this passage,
published in the Selected Works in 1965, after the usurption of

power in the Soviet Union by Brezhnev and Kosygin, and the

beginning of overt social-imperidlism, says:

“The neutrality pact between the Soviet Union and fapan,
concluded on April 13, 1941, ensured peace on the eastern
border of the Soviet Union, thus crushing the plot for a joint
Cerman, Italian and Japanese attack on the Soviet Union. it
marked a major victory for the Soviet Union’s peaceful foreign
policy.” (Ibid., p.468) i

Do the Chinese comrades falsify Soviet history because
capitalist’ restoration in the USSR. No they do not. The

_Chinesé comrades are historical materialists, and highly

treasure the glorious victories of the world’s first socialist coun-
try, and have complete faith in the inevitability of the Soviet
proletariat waging another revolution. Next time against the
new Tsars, But Scott hates the proletarian revolution, and
merely uses the present world situation to do anti-c i
p da under the sig d of “friendship to China.” But
one who attacks the dictatorship of the proletariat or parrots
worn’ out imperialist lies to heap abuse on Comrade Stalin
(without ever daring to mention his name) is no friend of
China.

Let us now deal with Scott’s slander against the Soviet
Union's participation in the war against Japan in August 1945.
Scott says Soviet “intervention” was “brief and relatively
cheap.” The fact is that after sacrificing 25 million lives to defeat
Nazi Germany and liberate Europe, the Soviet government
transported its army 5000 miles to formally begin action on
August 8 against Japan in Manchuria as agreed upon at
Potsdam. Two days before the agreed upon action U.S.
imperialists, ‘without consultation with the Soviet Union,
dropped an atomic bomb on Hiroshima. Thus began the era of
atomic blackmail against the Soviet Union and world
revolution. Nevertheless the Soviét Union carried on its war
plans and d the main Jap army ping it from
Manchuria, the southern half of Sakhalin Island, the Kuriles
and liberating by agreement the northern half of Korea. Chair-
_man Mao welcomed the Soviet action as follaws:

“The Chinese people heartily welcome the Soviet
government’s declaration of war on Japan on August 8. The
Soviet Union’s action will very much shorten the war against
Japan. The war is already in its last stage and the time has come
to inflict final defeat on the japanese aggressors and all their
running dogs.” (Selected Works, Vol.111,p.289) “ Thus onevery
point of history in the first section of Scott’s pamphlet we see
how he rehashes all the old anti-communist, anti-Soviet
slanders. On not one single issuedoes his analysis coincide with
that of Chairman Mao, the Communist Party of China and
government of the People’s Republic. But on eve: y isue Scott's

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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analysis_does coincide with Chiang Kai-shek and various
imperialist “lies and calumnies.” After stating that today the
Soviet Union oceupies ‘Sinkiang and Mongolia with troops

richment . a new class of b : ly capitall

CE LY

letariat won major 'ttqtiés.‘i

This process occurred over a relatively short: period of time.
Nor is it the first time in history that an old dispossessed class
becomes restored to power in a new form. The ‘epoch of

| y change from capitalism to socjalism coversa con-

;o

Scott concludes this portion of his pamphlet with h
rhetorical question. “Why” he asks, “the wide chasm between

promise and reality?” (p.119) This gesture of his is just ’

another cheap and devious trick to hide his real mativation
which is to obscure the role of modern revisionism in restoring
capitalism in the Soviet Union, and turning a socialist country
into a social-imperialist country. One of the main factors in
shaping public opinion against the Communist Party of China’s
.scientific analysis of present day Soviet Union is that such an
event is unprecédented in history, and the full force of public-
pin king of all i ialists and reactionaries is concen-
trated to perpetuate the big lie that the Soviet Union is ‘com-
munist’. Thus Scatt, by deliberately obscuring the role of
- modern revisionism and peddling his slanders about the
similarity of present Soviet social-imperialist foreign policies.
with past socialist policies, assists the modern revisionists and
U.S. imperialists and attacks the scientific teachings of Chair-
man Mao. Scott is indeed a ‘friend’ with “honey on his lips and
murder in his heart.” 7
Scott has'no interes} in exposing and cpmbatting modern

bly long period of history. In this process there are vic-
tories as well as'set backs although the main inevitable trend of
history'is toward proletarian revolution. The Chinese workers
and peasants led by the Communist Party and Chairman Mao
made a great contribution to world revolution with the Great
Proletarian  Cultural Revolution. This rich experience of the
masses: has been summed up in the Ninth and Tenth
Congresses of the CPC, as well as in the Fourth National
People’s Congress. But Jack Scott who calls himself a “friend of
China’ and an ‘expert’ on the Cultural Revolution, completely
denies the analysis of the Chinese with respect to capitalist res-
toration in the Soviet Union;and the danger of restoration in
China.

The restoration of the old class in 2 new form within the
Soviet Union was naturally reflected in Soviet foreign policy.
Just as the new Tsars exploit the Russian workers and peasants,
so too do they oppressand plunder the small nations within the
Soviet Union, and strive for world ‘hegemony in order to
dominate world markets and plunder raw materials outside
their borders, The practise of Russian  chauvinism and
h i is a reflection of the restoration of state

revisionism even though it is both Chinese C Party
and state policy to uphold Marxism-Leninism against modern
revisionism. Instead Scott has his owgreactionary theory of his-
tory to ‘explain’ social-imperialism which he expounds at the
opening of the second section of his pamphlet. He says “The
past puts its stamp upon the present and the imprint is carved
well into the future. How we act at any moment can influence

events for years to come.” Hé says that the Soviet Union-

needed to “break with past practice” in foreign relations, “not
(just in theory but in actual practice.” He says, “failure to
develop an external policy with a revolutionary content that
keeps pace with internal revolutionary objectives will, in time,
turn inward and deflect the nation from its original aims.”
{p-20) All of this is abstract metaphysical nonsense that has
nothing whatever to do with a concrete analysis of class
alignment of forces, and the actual stage of revolutionary
development existing at the time. We have already shown that
in fact Soviet foreign policy was the opposite to Tsarist foreign
policy, and all of Scott’s charges are simply a rehash of
imperialists slanders. Furthermore he raises foreign policy to a
question of primary importahce asserting that somehow an ‘ex-
ternal’ policy can be independent of an ‘internal’ policy, and
‘external policy’ can defldct a “nation from its original aims.”
This ‘theory” that a nation Ngs an “original aim” is a very reac-
tionary metaphysical idea. Russia as a nation existed under
feudalism, capitalism and socialism. Yet in each period of its
history the ruling class of the nation imposed its will, its outlook
on both internal and external policy. In fact external policy is
simply a reflection of internal class realtionship of forces, i.e.
of .which class has state power. When the old Tsars and
finance capitalists ruled the Russian state, Russia pursued a
chauvinist, imperialist policy toward nations within the Russian
empire, and towards other oppressed nations like China.Just as
it was in the selfish class interests of the old Tsars and capitalists
to ruthlessly oppress and exploitthe Russian working class and
peasants, so was it in their selfish interest to oppress and
plunder the Ukraine, Poland, the Central Asian nationalities,
and China. With the Great October Socialist Revolution in
1917 the proletariat seized power, smashed up the old state ap-
paratus, and in alliance with the peasantry established its own
rule over Russian society. Under Comrades Lenin and Stalin the
political power of the proletariat was consolidated and the
economic base of Russian society was revolutionised. Russia
was transformed into a modern industrialised socialist society,
modern industry belonged to the society as a whole, and
modern socialist farms belonged to the collective peasantry.
During the period of dictatorship of the proletariat oppressed
nations of the old Russian empire achieved autonomy and
quality with.the Russians and enjoyed all-round renai e
of development. The Soviet Union under Lenin and Stalin em-
barked on a reg?lutionary foreign policy. This road was highly
praised by Chaifman Mao, and-today China advances further
along it. In short there have never been any “original aims” of
the Russian nation, There were always social classes and class
struggle. When the proletariat had power the Soviet Union
pursued proletarian policies of peaceful co-existence and sup-
port for oppressed nations fighting for their liberation.
What Scott obscures .with his metaphysics is that class
struggle also takes place in the cultural superstructure of anew
socialist society, and becomes particularly acute there after the
economic base is transformed. In Soviet experience Comrade
Lenin and Stalin had successfully led the political revolution
against capitalism and consolidated it during the civil war. in
the course of this struggle they also had to fight the internal
botage of Trotsky, K and Zinoviev who took op-
portunist and defeatist lines. Then during the period of
revolutionary transformation’ of ‘the economic base (in-
dultrialisation and collectivisation of agriculture) Zinoviev,
Kamenev ' and Trotsky joined forces to sabotage this
revolutionary phase of development. Class struggle was very
sharp and Comrade Stalin led the Soviet people in over-
* throwingthe resistance of the capitalist ctass and destroying the
hidden traitors of revolution within the CPSU(B) in the purges
and trials of the late 1930s. During the last years of his life Com-
rade Stalin became increasingly aware of a sharpening class
struggle in the cultural superstructure. His latest theoretical
works on linguistics and economic problems focused on the
_ rise of revisionism, he ‘attacked the revisionist ‘theory of
_“productive forces” being decisive aver “relations of produc-
tion” and so on. But Comrade Stalin did not live to lead a
proletarian cultural tion. The pracess which he started
was undermined by the Khrushchevite revisionists who
~usurped state_power after Stalin's death. Slowly these
- revisionist usurpers undermined the socialist base, reinstituted
 the capitalist market for private enrichment and converted
. state socialist property into state capitalist property for the en-

morfopoly capitalist relations of production within the Soviet
Union. There is no mystery to the present Soviet social-
imperialist foreign policy. It was not “stamped” on Russia for all
time. Rather the foreign policy as well as the relations of
‘production reflect the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet
‘Union, =~ ;

Scott obscures this essential fact of history. Instead of clarify-
ing this point Scott seizes upon a half-truth and blows it up into
a ‘theory’ of his ‘own’. He says "the act of liberation, the soil
from which it sprang and the methods employed in reaching
the destined goal, will play an important part in future
developments.” (p.20) There is a half-truth of sorts here, but itis
of no particular value. The key to grasping. historical
development is revolutionary dialectics, the truth that things
turn into their oppaosite in great leaps, revolutionary transfor-
mations and radical ruptures from the past. Furthermore
revolution can be transformed intd its opposite by coun-
ter revolution. A new governing class can temporarily be over-
thrown by a restoration of the old governing class. This is the
essence of dialectics, and when applied to the specific, con-

crete historical alignment of class forces: provides the -

proletariat with a powerful science to change the world. But
Scott’s outlook is both mechanical and idealist. Thus he neither
sees politics in the process of change and development into
their opposite, nor does he grasp the particular concrete his-
torical situation and analyse that initself. We have shown how
his method in practice results in simply repeating worn-out
imperialist slanders against the Soviet Union and the dic-
tatorship of the proletariar. i

Now in the second portion of his pamphlet, Two Roads
Scott extends his distortions of history inte a reactionary theory
that Russia and China followed two different roads to
revolution. Scott says that Russia was an oppressor nation and
China was an oppressed nation. This is true, but what con-
clusions does Scott draw from this fact? He says: “A crucial part

of the Soviet heritage were the imperialist claims and conquests -

of the defunct Tsarist regime. The ability or inability, as the case
may be, of the Soviets’ ability to handle the problems devolving
from this situation in an effective and revolutionary way, could
not help butaffect the whole course of Soviet development, for
good orill.” (p.21) This is mere hot air and double talk. Scott has
already written a whole section of his pamphlet ‘proving’
through slander, inuendo, half truth and lie that the Soviet
Union failed to change from its past Tsarist foreign policy. He
equivocates at this point because he does not want to come out
openly and admit he believes it is impossible to have a
proletarian revolution in_an impesialist country. But his
profound faith in imperialism and lack of faith in the modern
proletariat is in fact the basis of his ‘theory’ of two roads, His-
torically, October 1917 and socialist construction in the Soviet
Union proved in practice the destiny of the modern proletariat.
All the old patterns were smashed up, and new socialist
relations struggled into being on many fronts, including the
front of inter-state relatioris.- Soviet Union did break fromiits
past in a most effective and decisive manner. The restoration of
the old ruling ¢lass'in a new form has nothing whatever'to do
with the fact that the Soviet Union was an oppressor country.
Otherwise why would the Chinese Communist Party, leader of
an oppressed nation,’ emphasise so often the danger of
capitalist restoration in China? k&

What Scott says in effect with his notion of the past stamping f

the present and imprinting the future is that a nation (with its
“‘original aims”) is “‘one and indivisible”. In fact the slogan
“Russia, one and indivisible” was a reactionary slogan of the
old Tsars. A modern version of this slogan is “government of
the whole people” which the modern revisionists use to mas-
querade the dictatorship of the new Tsars, But Comrade Stalin
long ago explpded this lie of a nation “one and indivisible.” He
said: /.

“The time' when people boldly proclaimed ‘Russia, one and
indivisible’ has gone. Today (1905 — editor) even achildknows

- that theve is no‘such thing as Russia ‘one and indivisible’, that

Russia long ago split up into two oppasite classes, the
bourgeoisie and letariat. Today it is no secret to anyone
that the struggle between these two classes has become the axis
around which our contemporary life revolves... Before us has
unfolded the magnificent picture of the struggle between the
two Russias —bourgeois Russiaand proletarian Russia. Two big

. armies have entered the arena — the army of the proletarians
— and the

1s b

-Democratic Re!

Russian p M"}" uffered -
major set-backs. But they are the advanced class and inevitably
they ‘will arise;again and'win new victories. So where is the -
stamp? DoesScott nat recognise that the past of the prole
also stamps its present? Just .. the past of ‘the Russian
lutionary past of
al. >

bourgeoisie stamps itsp , 50 too the reve

the Russian proletariat reasserts itself. Scott's fundal

ror is to evoke the idea of a nalion,singleand_lndlviﬁﬁ

than a: nation. spiit into opposite classes, bou

proletariat. ' iy i .
Scott extends his theory to China as well and says that as an

' oppressed nation “China was more closelyattunedtothe fears,

anxieties and prablems of the oppressed, more knowledgeable
of the strengths andweaknesses of the oppressor.”(p.21) Thisis
social-fascist logic..Did the Chi feudalists and comprad A
share this ‘national’ insight? If so how.does Scott explain the -
Great Han' chauvinism of Chiang Kai-shek to the _l)onfﬂa,n, z
nationalities in:China, including several massacres of non-Han
peoples? Mao Tsetung and the Chinese Communist Party
never speak of China's “national characteristic”’. Rather they
speak of class struggle, and of the proletariat and peasantry .
winning national liberation (at. times in alliance with the
national bourgeoisie) and the establishment after the New

lution of the dic hip of the prol
Not surprising it is the social-fascist (who always called himselfa
‘revolutionary’ and ‘nationalist’) Chiang Kai-shek, who- gives
the theory of a Chinese “national character.” “If our entire
population,” he writes in 1958 propped up on the island
province of Taiwan by U.S. imperialism, “upholds our national
honor.and maintains our traditional spirit of righteousness; if
we preserve and value our sublime national culture and our
glorious long, long history; and if we remember our past pains
even when they no longer hurt, develop national strength and
remove the cause of national humiliation... (we can) fulfill our
sacred fourfold mission of fighting communism, resisting Rus-
sia, recovering the mainland, and attaining the goals in our
National Revolution and National Reconstruction.’” (Chiang
Kaizshek, op.cit. p.370) Is not Chiang Kai-shek’s dream of res-
toring his lost paradise based on the same historical idealist
theory of ‘nations’ promoted by Jack Scott? Chiang appeals to
China’s long suffering history as an oppressed nation, and
evokes China’s “national culture” and “glorious long, long his-
tory.” But what China? The China of feudal landlords and com-
prador bureaucrat capitalists. New China is the China of
modern proletarians and peasants guided by the new culture of
Marxism-Leninism brought to China by the glorious October :
Revolution, and now advanced and summed up to a higher
stage in Mao. Tsetung. Thought,. Marxism-Leninism in the
present era. Thus Jack Scott not only repeats Chiang Kai-shek’s
slanders and lies about the history of Sino-Soviet relations, he
even rehashes his metaphysical sheory of history and
‘nationality’. This is the ‘unity’ of Scott’s ‘theory’ and ‘practise’
in writing ‘history.” b

.Scott then connects his ideas about the differences between
the “national ‘characteristics” of China and Russia with the so-
called “tworoads” each revolution followed. He says: “The cir-
cumstances of the Russian crisis-and the disintegration of the
bourgeois political base enabled the Bolsheviks to seize power
at the centre, and then, after a relatively brief civil war period,
social revolution was carried to the outlying areas embracing
an often uncooperative peasantry.” (p.21) This is altogether
wrong. The reason the Civil War in Russia was relatively short
was because the imperialists on an international scale were at
war with one another. Furthermore, despite the brevity of the
Civil War, it was extremely devastating ahd violent. Lenin sayg;
“The West European capitalist powers partly deliberately and
partly unconsciously did everything they could to throw us
back, to utilise the elements of the Civil War in Russia in order
to spread as much ruin in the country as possible.” (V.. Lenin,
Better Fewer But Better, Collected Works, Vol, XXXIIl, Moscow,
1962, p.498) Scott has such hatred for proletarian revolution he
is blind to basic facts admitted even by most bourgeois his:
torians. | X 7

Scolt goes on to say “Whereas Russian conditions had dic-
tatéd the armed seizure of the political and administrative
power centers, to be used as a fulcrum for social revolution, the
dynamics of the Chinesa revolution, on the other hand,
demanded the mobilisation of the popular masses for the con-
quest of the power centres. As a consequence, the Russians
have come to place an excessive reliance on administrative
methods, while the Chinese have tended to put more reliance*
and confidence in the masses of the people and place their
trust in methods of persuasion.

“These divergent experiences and profound differences in
background and historical development of the two parties, the
differences in stratégy by which power was conquered and the
methods afterwards employed, have produced different
ideological climates, different forms of inner-party life and
different styles of work. These differences are now reflected in
wide, even totally separate, views on intra-party relations, and
on all other forms of international relations as well.” (p.22)

~Hidden in these words is even more deyious and sinister
propaganda for modern revisionism. Scott writes in these two
paragraphs as if the ‘Communist’ Party of the Soviel,Unipn isin
fact a communist’ party which has ‘differences’ and “even
totally separate views” from the Communist Party of China,
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought is the ideology,
scientific world outlook of the' modern proletarian class in all
nations and countries. If Scott were even a friend of China, let
alone his claims of being a ‘Marxist-Leninist’, he would at least
give China's very clear, unequivocable and correct analysis that
the CPSU is today a fascist party, and is the instrument of the
dictatorship of the new b i poly capitalist class
over-the proletariat in the Soviet Union; Scott is simply once
again concocting a ‘theory’ based on'a bogus ‘analysis.” In or-

and the army of the b isi

these two armies embraces the whole of our social fife.”

{J. stalin, The Proletarian Class and the Proletarian Party, Works,
Vol.i, pp.63-4) fle o

These two Russian armies are, a mefe seventy years later, still ~

iin'the arena. During these past seventy years of ‘class war the

e

dinary language what Scottis talking about is that the October
1917 revol was a proletarian socialist revolution organised
in the main Russian cities, The battlefields of the Civil War were

* both in the countryside and in some cities. Tie Bolshevik Party

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE.
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won the Civil ‘War in a relatively short period for three main
reasons: 1) uider the correct leadership of Lenin and Stalin the
Party successfully mobilised the urban and rural proletariat and
forged an alliance with the poor and middle peasants; and 2)
the imperialist powers were themselves, as Lenin said, like two
locomotives in head-on collision and thus enable to conicen-
trate their forces to defeat the revolution, 3) the world
revolutionary upsurge of workers and oppressed nations
against imperialism and in support of the Russian revolution
undermined:imperialist intervention against the revolution.
Certainly.the Chinese revolution was different from 1Soviet
revolution.’For one thing the bourgeois democratic phase of
the Russian revolution had beeh c d in February 1917.
The contradictions of world war accelerated the: process of

revolution, and becaus¥ of the steeled, scientific and ex- -

perienced leadership of the Bolshevik Party, a successful
proletarian socialist revolution was organised. In China the first
* phase of national revolution was betrayed by the national
bourgeoisie in the Chiang Kai-shek coup of 1927. As Comrade
Stalin analysed at the time, and which we have already cited,’
. two possibilities were facing China: either. victory of the
bourgeoisie in a deal with imperialism against the proletariat,
or the proletariat consolidates hegemony and leads the
workers and peasants to complete the bourgeois democratic
revolution and then converts it into a socialist revolution. He-
said further: 5

“The crisis of world capitalism and the existence in the USSR
of a proletari i hip whose exp e may be
successfilly utilised by the Chinese proletariat considerably
enhance the possibility of the Chinese revolution taking the
second path.

“On the other hand, the fact thatimperialism is attacking the
Chinese revolution, in the main with a united front, that there is
not at the present time that division and war among the
imperialists which, for existed in the imperialist camp
prior to the October Revolution, and which tended to weaken
imperialism — this fact indi that on its path to victory the
Chinese revolution will encounter far greater difficulties than
did the revolution in Russia, and that the desertions and bet-
rayals in the course of this revolution will be i parabi
more numerous than during the Civil War in the "USSR.”
(J. stalin, Questions of the Chinese Revolution, ap.cit.,p.225)

Comrade Stalin gave the world communist movement a
straightforward objective analysis of the Chinese revolution. In
his struggle against the vacillating subjective bourgeois views of
Kamenev, Trotsky, Zinoviev, Radek and others whofirst veered
to the ‘right’ and then to the ‘left’, Comrade Stalin stated:

“Comrade Kamenev said that the policy of the Communist

ional was ible for the defeat of the Chinese
Revolution, and that we ‘bred Cavaignacs in China’... How can
it be asserted that the tactics of a party can abolish or reverse
the relations of class forces? What are we to say of people who
forget the relation of class forces in time of revolution, and who
try tg explain everything by the tactics of a party? Only one th-
ing Tan be said of such people — that they have abandoned
Marxism.” (Cited by Edgar Snow, Red Star Over China, op.cit,,
p.413-4)

Mow is this not what in fact Jack Scott is doing when he
declares that the “methods” of the Chinese and Soviet parties

were “different.” Is he not also neglecting to make an analysis

of the class alignment of forces within the Soviet Union at the
time of Comrade Stalin’s death, and the alignment of class
forogs in China which prevented restoration and gave rise to.
the Proletarian cultural revolution? In short what Scott does
with his ‘explanation’ about “different ideological climates™ is
* to rehash Trotsky's theory that revolutions only grow in certain
‘climates.’ Whereas Trotsky’s line opposed the line of national
liberation and armed agrarian revolution in the Third World.
Scott makes a sqmewhat less heralded attempt to negate the
possibility of proletarian revolution in imperialist countries.
But Jack Scott, like Trotsky, is a devious and tricky fellow in
argument. He is not quite prepared to come out directly and
say Comrade Stalin was a social imperialist, and a revisionist.
What he says is that after “the first flush of victory” in 1917, “un-
corrected errors and difficult conditions caused a drift”, and
this drift carried on in a quantitative manner until Stalin’s death
they “soqn became a 180 degree turn”. (p.22) Here Scott
reveals his mechanistic thinking. After a “flush”, things “drift”
back to capitalism in the Soviet Union. In fact Soviet life was
marked by fierce class struggle several times right within the
Bolshevik Party. There was the sharp struggle against the ‘left’
and ‘right’ capitulationist lines during the period of seizure of
political power in 1917-18. Another period marked by sharp
. class struggle, also reflected in the Party, was during the period
of revolutionary transformation of the economic base of the
Soviet Union, and the opposition to industrialisation and
collectivisation by the ‘right! an: ich degenerated into
outright betrayal of socialism, and ¢ollaboration with Nazi Ger-
many and other imperialist powers, Then there was a period of
“national alliance” in the Great Patriotic War (1941-45) and dur-
ing the latter period of Stalin's life the beginnings of sharp class
struggle in the cultural superstructure. In China too there
were many two-line struggles in the Communist Party, and
these became even more intense, more of a life and death
‘mature after the establishment of the dictatorship of the
proletariat in China. When China_denounces Liu Shiao Chias
China’s Khrushchev, and Lin Piao as the superspy for Soviet
social-imperialism, does not this mean that their ‘method’ and
tactics were exactly the same as their class brothers in the Soviet
Unjon? What difference did it make that the Soviet Union’s
proletarian revolution and civil war followed adlifferent course

than China’s? Did not in fact the same class struggle between 3

proletarian and bourgeols lines give rise to a life and death
struggle between Marxism-Leninism and modern' fsm
in both parties? Of courseiit did. Scott is merely trying fothrow’
sand in the eyes of some unsuspecting youth, and is pmv{d_[ng :
both modern revisionists and U.S. imperialist agents in Canada’
with yet more ammunition for their anti-communist, anti
China propaganda — all in the name of ‘friendship”. Suchisthe

practical result of his bogus “theory” about two roads, “‘two
national characteristics” andsoon. ° N
; But our invgsligaliur! shows that all of Scott’s bogus
“theories” are simply a flimsy cover to hide the fact that most of
+ his “facts” and “conclusions” are gleaned from U.S, imperialist
sources, plus a few from Chiang Kai-shek. Thisis why Scottdoes
not provide his -readers with a single footnote or
bibliographical list, despite his numerous quotations. For ex-
ample, we find that the portion already quoted.from Part One
in-his pamphlet about the Soviet Union’s “cheap intervention
in the war against Japanis but arehash of the line presented by
David Floyd’s book Mao Against Khrushchev, published by the
ClA-financed Praeger Publishing Company.Floyd’s CIA, anti-
communist line is as follows: ;

“As the end of the war approached and the ultimate
-defeat of Japan b itable, Stalin h i to turn the
wartime alliarice to Russia’s advantage in the Far Fast. At Yaltain
1945, he extracted from Roosevelt and Churchill (in return fora
promise of Russian participation in the war against Japan), a
guarantee of the status quo in Mongolia, the promise of the
return to Russia of the whole of Sakhalin, a guarantee of Rus-
sian rights in the port of Dairen and Port Arthur and in the
Chinese Eastern Railway, and the transfer to Russia of the Kurile,
Islands. This deal was arrived at without consultation with the
Chinese, Nationalist or Communist. Thus, in return for what in
the event was a nominal contribution to the defeat of Japan,
Stalin secured the return of all Chinese concessions which the
Tsarist regime had lost to Japan in 1904.” (David Floyd, Mao
Against Khrushchev, Praeger, New York, 1963, pp.7-8)

This almost verbatim is Scott’s line. In fact, Scott returns to the
so-called ‘Treaty of Yaltain his Part Two, page 23, where he
repeats Floyd’s charges, and then quotes almost verbatim from
the ‘conditions’ of what Floyd calls “an agreement about the
conditions on which the Soviet Union would eventually enter
the war against Japan”, Scott concocts this into a ‘secret Treaty
of Yalta’, thus outdoing the CIA by a notch. In fact the specific
agreements about Soviet action against Japan were worked out
at; Potsdam, and it was U.S. imperialism that violated the

g/ by their unil | and secret decision to drop an
atomic bomb on Japan two days before the agreed-upon Soviet
action against the Japanese army in Manchuria, and one day
after those actions began. However, neither Scott nor Floyd
naturally have anything to say about this fact.

After Scott gets all puffed up and moralistic in repeating
Floyd’s CIA anti-Soviet slanders, Scott proceeds to cite from
another, U.S. imperialist book — this one published by The
Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peace. Scott of
course pretends he has researched his own material and so,
following his denunciation of the non-existent ‘secret Treaty of
Yalta’, he cites an alleged statement from Chairman Mao given
to, Scott claims, “a socialist journalist from Japan”. (p.23) In
truth, the quotation Scott gives is lifted from Territorial Claims:
in the Sino-Soviet Conflict (Documents and Analysis) by Dennis
J. Doolin, published by The Hoover Institution- on War,
Revolution and Peace, Stanford University, on July 11, 1964.
(The books makes a typographical error and dates the
statement “'August 11°*, which Scott carelessly repeats in
his pamphlet — proving conclusively the source of his
material) The quotation is from the Japanese paper Sekai
Shuho. and was made by a delegation of the Japanese Socialist
Party which had met with Chairman Mao. The importance of
this statement was that it was immediately picked up by the
Soviet social-imperialists and used to slander the position of
Chairman Mao and the Chinese Communist Party, if Scott har-
boured one ounce of friendship towards China, or even ashred
of bourgeois honesty, he would have cited the fact that the
same book carries an alleged interview with Premier Chou En-
lai by Okada, Socialist member of the Diet, in which Chou En-
lai is quoted as saying:

“1. There were some incorrect comments by the Japanese
press concerning Chairman Mao Tsetung’s statement. Japan
should take care to accept Chinese support of Japan’s demand
for retrocession of the Kurile Islands.... The USSR is holding a
farge amount of territory which was taken from others since the
Czarist period, and it is logical and justifiable for newly
independent countries to claim their former territories.

2. At the‘interview with Premier Khrushchev in January 1957,
1 requested that the USSR make proper arrangements for the
territorial issues covering Japan, China, the Middle East, and
the Eastern European countries including Finland. | could not
get asatisfactoryanswer from himthen, but the announcement
of the issue was kept secret because the Sino-Soviet dispute was
not public at the time.” (Cited by D. Hoolin, Territorial Claims
in the Sino-Soviet Conilict, Hoover Institution on War,
Revolution and Peace, 1965, pp.45-46)

' The portion that Scott quotes from Hoolin’s book is precicely
the portion Chou En-lai is quated in, a page later in the same
book as containing “some incorrect comments.” It was these
“incorrect comments” that were seized upan by the modern
revisionists in the Soviet Union to make maximum anti-com-
munist, anti-Chinese propaganda. Scott then proceeds from
hisunqualified reproduction of the*'incorrect comments”grom
the Japanése press to say: “Khrushchev’s son-in-law,
Adzhubei, chose the locale of West Berlin to oifera reply to the
Chinese. And his answer was couched in terms reminiscent of
the most jingoisticof imperialist aggressors.” (p.24) Following

 this, he presents another citation from Hoolin’s book, given on
page 47. Now Hoolin does, in fact, cite an excerpt fram
Adzhubei’s interview with Der Speigel made in Hamburg, but

this is not what Scott quotes. What he quotesisa portion froma
Tass International Service story of August 10, 1964 that Hoolin
cites'in his ‘documentation’. The Tass story is introduced as

Yollows: "Moscow — The lzvestia of August 10 printed a second
feature by Soviet journalists Adzhubei, Lednev, Polyanov and
Pralnikov who visited the German Federal Republic at the in-

“vitation.of three West German newspapers.” (Ibid., p.46) Then

"follow two paragraphs, the second one of which is presented
by Scott as Adzhubei’s West Berlin reply to the Chinese. Scottis

“"clearly an outright charlatan, even by bourgeois academic stan-

“dards. First of all, he presents a CIA line on the Soviet Union’s

war against Japan without acknowledging his source. Then he "
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proceeds to repeat some “incorrect comments” from
Japanese newspapers reprinted from a Hoover Institute book
of 'doqumenls'. And then he carries on in melodramatic
fashion exaggerating and distorting simple and trivial facts in
order to make himself appear to be very “scholarly” and of
course very morally outraged. ; ]

The next number of slanders against Stalin, the Soviet Union
and Soviet-Chinese relations of the 1930s-1940’s period are
plagiarised by Scott from a thoroughly anti-communist, anti-
Chinese book called The Sino-Soviet Territorial Dispute by a
pro-U.S. imperialist agent, Tai Sung-an. His line on the nature
of the contradiction b Soviet social-i list and
People’s China is essentially the same.as that dished out by
Scott. In the introduction to his book, Tai says: “The Sino-
Soviet conflict, which began as an ideological dispute in 1960,
has degenerated into a nationalistic clash based on territorial
disputes.” (Tai Sung-an, The Sino-Soviet Territorial Dispute,

TBe West i Press, Philadelphia, 1973, p.13) Mr. Tai is
b y anti-c and to.support his line he presents a
ber of slanders. For le, he says:

“The historically well established fact is that Mao Tsetung has
always hated the Russians. Stalin, for his part, liked Chiang Kai-
shek better than Mao, and it is possible that the Soviet dictator .
would have preferred to deal with a weak China under Chiang
Kai-shek. According to a U.5. Department of State document
released in 1969, Mao Tse-tung and Chou En-lai in 1945 had

rep ily tried to blish relations with the United States,
probably in order to pursue an independent, ‘Titoist” course.”
(Ibid., p.64)

This slander of both Comrade Stalin and Chairman Mao is
rehashed by Scott. Only Scott dare not slander Chairman Mao
directly, so he only infers throughout the pamphlet that China

follows its ‘'independent road’, as opposed to following the

road of the October Revolution. Here is the portion from Tai
that Scott plagiarises directly: X

“The rise ot a Communist-led government in China would
certainly upset the status quo. Sucha prospect would obviously
bring no joy to the hearts of the Soviets. While Moscow would
probably have been prepargd to welcome a strong party witha
fair degree of influence, and prepared to accept Russian

-tutelage, there is ample evidence to show that they would
. prefer to deal with a weak Chiang Kai-shek ruling over-a

divided country. And a Chinese victorywould well have repur-
cussions far beyond China ‘itself. A Communist China might
decide, as Chinese Communists have so often before, to follow
a course independent of Moscow’s wishes and advice. (p.25)
Here we see how Scottdeviously repeats the same two basic lies
that Mr. Tai openly asserts: one, that Comrade Stalin liked the
Chinese traitor Chiang Kai-shek more than China's
revolutionary leaders, and two, the Chinese Communist Party
followed an ‘independent course,' meaning really anon-Marx-
ist-Leninist course even though Scott of course can not say this
openly apd expect to retain any credibility as a ‘friend’ of
China. Tai promotes his slanders against Comrade Stalin as
presented by various U.S. imperialist spokesmen such as
former U.S. ambassador to the Soviet Union, Averill Harriman
and former Secretary of State James F. Byrnes. Tai says: z
“V.M.Molotov, ane of the Soviet leaders, expressed this

“identical view (i.e. that ‘the Chinese Communists are not real

Communists’) in talks with various Americans (e.g. Patrick J.
Hurley, Donald M. Neison) by saying: ‘The Soviet Government
could bear no responsibility for international affairs of
development in China for which at times it had been unjus-
tifiably held responsible... in part of that country the people
were half starved and miserable; and thus they called
themselves ‘Communists” but they had no relation to Com-
munism; they used the name as a way of expressing their dis-
content ever their conditions; but if these were improved, they .
would forget that they were ‘Communists’; and so, if the
United States helped these unfortunate people, there would
be fewer ‘Communists’ in China... The Soviet people would be
very glad if the United States helped in China.” *’ (Ibid., p.62-3)

* Now let us see how Scott plagiarises this U.S. imperialist
slander cited by Mr. Tai. Scott says:

“"Moscow did indicate there would be no joy in Russian
governing circles over a Communist victory in China, and tried
to discourage the Chinese Communists from attempting the
overthrow of Chiang. The official position in Moscow was that
only Chiang could unify the nation. And Molotov, Foreign Af-
fairs Commissarwas disparaging of the Chinese Communists. in
a statement to Patrick ). Hurley and Donald M. Nelson,
Molotov declared: ‘In part of that country China the people
were half-starved and miserable; and 'thus they called
themselves ‘Communists’, but they have no relation to Com-
munism; they used the name as a way of expressing their dis-
content over their conditions; but if these were improved, they
would forget that they were ‘Communists’ and so if the United
States helped these unfortunate people, there would be fewer
Communists in China... The Soviet people would be very glad if
the United States. helped China.”” (p.26)

Scott then follows this plagiarism from Tai’s book with avery
selective quotation from Chairman Mao’s essay, The Situation
and Our Policy after the Victory in the War of Resistance against
Japan (August13, 1945) in an attempt to give credence to the
Hurley-Nelson slanders. Scott says:

“it must have been by way of a reply to Soviet advice on
desisting from civil war that Mao Tsetung, in the course of an
address given to a meeting of cadres in Yenan in August 7945,

* made the folfowing statement: "During the past eight years the

people and army of our Liberated areas, receiving no aid what-
soever from outside and relying solely on their own efforts,
liberated vast territories and resisted and pinned down the bulk

" of the Japanese invading forces and practically all the puppet

troops... Chiang Kai-shek hid on Mount Omei with guards in
front of him — the guards were the liberated areas, the people
and army of the Liberated Areas — we protected this
‘generallisimo’... and gave him both the time and space to sit
around waiting for victory with folded arms. “On what base
should our policy rest? It should rest on our strength, and that

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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means regeneration through one’s own efforts. We are.not
alone; all the countries and people in the world opposed to
imperialism are our friends... Relying on the forces we
ourselves organise we can defeat all Chinese and foreign reac-
tionaries.,. China definitely does not belong to Chiang Kai-
shek, China belongs to the Chinese people.” (p.26)

In fact Scott’s quotation from Chairman Mao’s essay distorts
the main points of it. The first paragraph of the essay Scott
quotes from is as follows:

2 PPy

inthe’

from the masses, individualist thinking, and the like — all these

11, bt

were fi ving the
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are bourgeois influences in our ranks. We must constantly _ criminal line of Trotsky, who also accused Comrade Stalin o

sweep these bourgeois things out of our ranks} p  ‘betraying’ the revolution. The same type of gossips are

dust. : h : ) repeated today by U.S. imperialisis, modern ionists, and
'The entry of the Soviet Union into the war has decided - now by so-called ‘friends’ of China who are nothingmore than'

Japan’s Jer and the situation in China is entering anew - e revisionists. For ‘example, ‘new left’ opportunist David

period. (Ibid., pp.21-22) Horowitz wrote in 1965, “Even after the war, when it wasclear

The editors of Selected Works make the following two foot-
notes to the passage quoted above:

“The United States dropped an atom bomb on Hiroshima on
August 6, 195, and another on Nagasaki on August 9. The
da organs of the United States and of Kuomintang

“  These are days of

change in th
Far East. The d i ialism is now a

made much of the event, alleging that the Japanese

of Jap P
q ion. The decisive factor for Japan's o
is the entry of the Soviet Union into the war. A million R
Army troops are enfering China’s Northeast; this force is
irresistible. Japanese imperialism can no longer continue the
fight. (Mao Tsetung, The situation and our policy after the Vic-
tory in the war of resistance against Japan, Selected Works,
vol.l, p.11 s -
At d?is paoim in the Selected Works there is a footnote which
says the following: =
“On August 8, 1945, the Soviet government declared waron

Japan. On August 10 the Mongolian government declared war
on Japan. TheSoviet Red Army moved by land and sea into
China’s Northeast and into Korea and swiftly routed the
Japanese Kwantung Army. The joint Soviet-Mongolian armies
crossed the Inner lian desert and d Jehol and
Chahar Pravinces. On August 10 the Japanese government was
compelled to send a note begging to surrender and on the 14th
it formally announced its unconditional surrender, The Kwan-
tung Army was the cream of the main force of the Japanese
Army and constituted Japan's general strategic reserve. The

p imperialists had di d of relying on this force to
carry on a long-drawn-out war from their favourable strategic
position in China’s Northeast and in Korea. This scheme was
completely wrecked by the entey of the Soviet Union into the
war, and the Japanese government had to admit defeat and
surrender. (Ibid., pp.22-23) 3 X
Chairman Mao then analyses the heroic role played by the
Chinese Liberation Army in the war against Japan, and the
treasonous role played by Chiang Kai-shek. But Chairman Mao
goes on to explain very carefully that the Chinese Communist
Party policy is to prevent civil war. He says:

“QOur policy, the policy of the people, is against civil war. The
opponents of civil war consist only of the Chinese Communist
Party and the Chinese people — it is a pity that they do not in-
clude Chiang Kai-shek and the Kuomintang. Here one side
does not want to fight and the other does. If both did not want
it, there would be no fighting. Now, since only one side is
against it and this side is not yet strong enough to check the
other, the danger of civil war is extremely grave. (Ibid. p.74)
He proceeds to explain the history of the Chinese Communist
Party, and how after long study and investigation they dis-
covered that only by fighting tit-for-tat could the people win.
their rights against the landlords and imperialists. He then asks
to whom should the fruits of victory over Japan,go, to Chiang

- Kai-shek who did nothing to bring about victory, or to the
Chinese people and Liberation Army who fought the long War
of Resistance against Japan. It is.from this portion of the essay
that Scott takes the first part of his quotation out of context.
Chairman Mao proceeds to call upon the Chinese Party,

. Liberation Army and people to sweep up reactionaries from
China if Chiang Kai-shek imposes civil war on China. He says:
“Itis up to us to organize the people. As for the reactionariesin
China, it is up to us to organise the people to overthrow them.
Everything reactionary is the same; if you don’t hitit, it won't
fall. It is like sweeping the floor; where the broom does not
reach, the dust never vanishes of itself... That is how things are
in this world. Bells don’t ring till you strike them. Tables don’t
move till you shift them. Jypan did not surrender until the Red
Army of the Soviet Union entered northeastérn China. The
enemy and puppet troops never handed over their arms until
our troops fought them.” (Ibid., pp.19-20)

At this point in his essay, Chairman Mao rouses the Chinese
Communist Party, Liberation Army and people to wake up at
the break of day to sweep China free from reactionaries aninch
at a time, It is at this point he proclaims China’s policy to be that
of self-reliance, i.e. the second portion of Scott’s quotation
taken out of context from Chairman Mac's essay. Following this
Chairman Mao again emphasized the decisive role of the Red

g had surcend ,
atom bombs. By such propaganda they hoped to belittle the
decisive role played by the entry of the Soviet Union into the
war in compelling Japan to surrender.

“N b then Sup C der of Allied Forces
in Southeast Asia, made August9, 1945, welcom-
ing the entry ol the Soviet Union into the war against Japan. He

also said that the worst possible mistake would be to believe -

that the atom bomb could end the war in the Far East.” (Ibid.,
p.26)

Here we have the official view of the Chinese Communist Party
on the decisive role played by the Red Army of the Soviet
Union in defeating Japan. Compare this to the from

itwas afraid of the US. _

to most abservers that Chiang was finished, Stalin did notthink
much of the prospects  of .Chinese Communism.™ (David
Horowitz, The Free World Colossus, 1965, p-11 Cited by B, Fran-
Klin, Introduction, The Essential Stalin, op.cit.p.21) Now in 1974
we find Jack Scott, ‘Marxist-Leninist’ and ‘friend’ of China, up
to his neck in the same old swamp of gossips and lies.

We have already queted from the official Chinese Com-
munist Party edition of Chairman Mago's Selected Works to
clarify what the Chinese view about Soviet assistance was regar-
ding their participation in the war against Japan. Now in arder
to further clarify how Chairman Mao and the Chinese Com-
munist Party analysed the objective relations between the new
demacratic revolution and the Soviet Union.we will cite two
analyses presented by Chairman Mao, one before victory, on
the eve of civil war in 1946, and one on the eve of complete vic-
tory against Chiang Kai-shek on the Chinese mainland in 1949.
In 1946 Chairman Mao said:

“At present the Soviet Union, the United States and Britain all

Scott previously examined in which he speaks of the Soviet
Union's “brief, and relatively cheap intervention in the war
against Japan”. Now.in this portion of Two Roads, Scott quotes
Chairman Mao out of context to give the impression that the
Chinese Communist Party indirectly agrees with the anti-Soviet
slanders of the U.S. imperialists. The extensive quotations we
have made from Chairman Mao’s essay show very clearly that
Chairman Mao fully grasped the role played by the Soviet
Union under Comrade Stalin, and further, educated the
Chinese Communist Party in a proletarian class outlook, nota
Chinese “‘separate need’ outlook, as is suggested by all
imperialist reactionaries, and repeated by Scatt./

Scott follows his out of context quotations from Chairman

* Mao with some rumours circulated by Mr. Tai:

“A Japanese journalist reported a big character postef in Pek-

* ing which quoted a 1962 speech by Mao, as follows: ‘The roots

{of the conflict) were laid long before.They (the CPSU) did not
allow China to make revolution. This was in 1943, when Stalin
refused to permit the Chinese revolution by saying that we
should not engage in any: civil war and that we must
collaborate with Chiang Kai-shek. Otherwise the Republic of
China will collapse. At that time; we did not adhere to/thar.and
Lthe revolution was victorious.” (p.26)
This fraud is stolen directly from Scott’s anti-communist
“teacher’, Mr. Tai Sung-an, who introduces the slander in his
book as follows: g E
“What was even worse, Stalin, bent on re-creating the-

traditional Russian spheres of influence in the Chinese border-.
lands by keeping China divided and weak, was ready to seil out
the Chinese Communist cause in 1945, urging the Chinese
Communists to forget about revolution, todisband their armies
and join Chiang Kai-shek’s anti-Communist-government as a
minority. in his secret speech made to the Tenth Plenum of the
Eighth Communist Party at Chungnanhai in 'Peking on
September 28, 1962 Mao said: ‘The roots (of the -conflict
between the Soviet Union and Communist China) were laid
long before. They (the Soviet Communists) did not allow China
to make (Communist) revolution. This was in 1945, when Stalin
refused to permit the Chinese (Communists) revolution by say-
ing that we should not engage in any civil war and that we must
collaborate with Chiang Kai-shek. Otherwise, the Republic of
China will collapse. At that time, we did not adheretothat,and
the revolution was victorious.””” (The Sino-Soviet Territorial
Dispute, op.cit.p.63)

Aside from a few minor ‘original’ parenthetical inserts used by
Scottin an effort to erase his tracks, we can see that Scott merely
copies the gossip-mongering used by outright imperialist
agents to sow confusion among the masses, and tg negate the
common road linking the Great October Socialist Revolution
and construction of socialism under Lenin and Stalin with
China’s mew democratic, socialist and Great Proletarian
“Cultural Revolution led by Chairman Mao Tsetung. Scott even
tries to use quotations from Chairman Mao's Selected Works to
give ‘authenticity’ to rumours, gossips and outright lies ped-
dled by the imperialists. This can not be called an act of

Army of the Soviet Union in prep material conditions for
the then new situation in China:
“The Soviet Union has sent its troops, the Red Army has

come to help the Chinese drive out the aggressor; such
an event has never happened before in Chinese history. lfs in-
fluenceish bl da org; f the United

The prop
States and Chiang Kai-shek h;ped to sweep away the Red Ar-
my’s political influence with two atom bombs. But it can’t be
swept away; that isn’t so easy. Can atom bombs decide wars?

‘friendship’ towards China.

Jack Scott unites with the ‘unholy alliance’ of US.
imperialism and modern revisionism in their hatred for both
the October Socialist Revolution,.as well as the socialist
revolution in China. They harp endlessly on the theme that
China followed a ‘separate’ road from the Soviet Union, and

that the basis of the " hostility of social-imperialism towards

People’s-China is the inherent nationalism of both the Russian

and Chinese people. In addition/to the slariders presented by
i i

No, they can’t. Atom bombs could not make Japan
Without the struggles waged by the people, atom bombs by

themselves would be of no avail. If atom bombs could dedide

the war, then why was it necessary to ask the Soviet Union to
send itstroopst Why didn’t Japan surrender when the two atom
bombs were dropped on her and why did she surrender as

soon as the Soviet Union sent troopst Some of our comrades, .
too, belleve that the atom bomb js all-powerful; thatis a big -

mistake. These comrades show even less judgement than a
lgtﬂshptﬂ.mmhamﬂnm;nercﬂ,edlud
Mountbatten. He said the worst ble mistake s to think that
. the ators bomb can decide a war. These comrades are more
backward than Mountk What infl hes made these

e
. Communist Party of China led by €hairman Mao, and the Com:

. After all, the modern
b it

the ight U.S. imp y cited by Mr. Tai and

' plagiarised by Jack Scott, it is well known in left-wing circles

that the Yugoslav revisionists also spread gossips in a futile ef-
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pprove of civil war in.China;(1) at the same time our Party
has put forward the three great slogans of peace, deniocracy
and unity(2) and is sending Ci des Mao Chou En-
lai and Wang Jo-lei to Chungking to discuss with Chiang Kai-
shek the great issues of unity and national reconstruction; thus
itis possible that the civil war plot of the Chinese reactionaires
may be frustrated...(He proceeds outlining some specifics in
negotiations) We on our side are prepared to make such
concessions 4s are necessary and as do not damage the fun-
damental interests of the people. Without such concessions,
we cannot win the sympathy of world public opinion and the
middle-of-th: ders within th y and cannot obtainin
exchange legal status for our Party and a state of peace. But
there are limits to such concessions: the principle is that they
must not d: the fund L of the people.

“If the Kuomintang still wants to launch civil war after our
Party has taken the above steps, it will put itself in the wrong in
the eyes of the whole nation and the whole world, and our
Party will be justified in waging a war of self-defense to crushiits
attacks.” (Mao Tsetung, On Peace Negotiations with Kuomin-
tang, Selected Works, Vol.IV, p.48-9)°
The footnotes explain further:

“1. Around the time of Japan’s surrender, the Soviet Union,
the-United States and Britain for a period all expressed disap-
proval. of civil war in China. Events soon demonstrated,
however, that the U.S. statement about its so-called disap-
proval of civil war in China was only a screen for actively help-
ing the reactionary -Kuomi : for a
counter-revolutionary civil war.

2. The three great slogans of peace, democracy and unity were
put forward in the ‘Declaration on the Current Situation’ by the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of China on August
25, 1945. The declaration pointed out that after the surrender of
Jap imperialism, ‘the imp task confronting the
whole nation is to consolidate unity in the country, safeguard,
domestic peace, bring about democracy and improve the
people’s livelihood so as, on the basis of peace, democracy and
unity, to achieve national unification and build a new China,
independent, free, prosp: and p« ful.” (Ibid., pp.50-1)
Here the Chinese comrades simply and clearly point out the
world revolutionary and progressive forces led by the:Cam-
munist Parties of the Soviet Union and China had identical
views on an over:all strategy for preventing civil war, but U.5.
imperialism, puffed up with its atomic bombs, recklessly pur-
sued civil war in Chinathrough their puppet Chiarig Kai-shek.
The Soviet Union remained throughout this period a close
friend and supporter of the Chineserevolution. In fact,one way
it did so was to continue its occupation of portions of Man-
churia, perfectly legal in the absence of a peace treaty with
Japan. Then Soviet Union aléo handed over masses of war
material captured from the Japanese to the Chinese Liberation
Army. This is why U.S. imperialism, great “friend’ of China,
denounced Soviet accupation of China in this period. But in
1949 Chairman Mac himself makes it perfectly clear what the
objective role of the Soviet Union was with repect 1o the
Chinese Revolution. He opposes the wrongidea that Chinadid
not need international help. He says:

“Victory is possible even without international help.” Thisisa
mistaken idea. In the epoch in which imperialism exists, it isim-
possible for a i le’s towinvictory inany
country without various forms of help from the international
revolutionary.forces, and even if victory were won, it could not
be consolidated. This was the case with the victory and con-
solidation of the Great October Revolution, as Lenin and Stalin
told us long ago. This was also the case with the overthrow of
the three imperialist powers in World War Il and the es-
tablishment of the People’s Democradies. And this is also the -
case with the present and the future of People’s China. Just

-

prep

fort to-paison th the

munist Party of Soviet Union when it was led by Comrade
Stalin. Vladimir Deijer’s book, Tito Speaks (Weidenfeld and
Nicolson, 1953) and Milovan Dijilas’ book, Conversations with

Stalin (Rupert Hat-Dajs, London, 1962) are two often-cited .

modern revisionist sources of gossips and slanders about how
Comrade Stalin ‘betrayed’ the Chinese revolution. Of course

imagine! If the Soviet Union had not existed, if there had been.
no victory in the anti-fascist Second World War, if Japanese
imperialism had not been defeated, if the People’s Democ-
racies had not come into being, if the oppressed nations of the
East were not rising in struggle and if there were no struggle of
the masses of the people against their reactionary rulers in the
United States, Britain, France, Germany, italy, Japan and other
upﬂalk}_cnlllmdamlfndiw:llhu'elqmwﬂlg

these two renegades have ‘good’ in pri this lie,
o lavia had th |

~ ionary forces bearing down upon us would
inly be many times greater than now. In such cir-

in Yug

‘comrades look upon the atom bomb hingm
Bourgeols influence. Where does it come from? From their
in bourgeols schook ot %

h the p !
methodology ' and the bourgeois  world outiocok and
methodolgy. The theory that ‘weapons. decide everything’, the
purely military viewpoint, a bure ic style of work divorced

p ian inter
u.s. i;nperiaiism when they closed their borders to supply the
Greek national liberation forces fighting against U.S. and
British imperialism in 1948. These revisionist traitors, expelled
from the International communist t at the time for
their crimes, tried, by gossips and slanders, to turn truth oniits
head ahd accuse Comrade Stalin and the Soviet Union for ‘bet-
raying’ the Greek revolution. In this the Yugoslav modem

alism, and acted as agents for

cumstances, could we have won victory? Obviously not. And
;mv&hﬂ:tolyh‘.ﬂmmddbemmmm The

hinese people have had more than enough experience of this
kind. This experience was reflected long ago in Sun Yat-sen's
death-bed statement on the necessity of with the inter-
national revolutionary forces. (Mao Tsetung, On the People’s
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Democratic Dictatorship, Selected Works, Vol.1V, pp.416-7)
Compare this analysis of.the Chinese revolution written by .

€hairman M 10 on June 30, 1949, and reprinted by the Chinese -

Communist Party in 1965, long after.the seizure of power in the
Soviet Union by the modern-: revisionists, with Jack Scott’s
‘theories’ plagiarised from a CIA Praeger publication, and the

Peking’s sovereignty over the area, but secured agreementto
of Sin-

_experts—one of Stalin’s favourite devices for |

SR Ty

the creation of joint cor ies’for the e
kiang’s oil and mineral resources, under the direction of Soviet

/ SEPTEMBER 5-13, 1975, PCDN-OTL,
S s ’ 5
Ppreservation of peace and the prevention of imperialist aggres-
sidn. L1 . . ol
..The fraternal indestructible alliance &
Chinese peoples— the great possession and hope of the whole
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neighbouring territories.” (p.12) -

Scott: “6)Sinkiang: Moscow accepted de facto  Chinese:

authority, but secured an agreement for.the creation-of joint-

Hoover Institute. Just to make clear what Scott’s opi is
again, compare Chairman Mao’s analysis with the following:

“Whatever Moscow may have thought privately regarding
‘the Communist-led social revolution in China.— a revolution
which owed little to Russian aid, training or material and cer-
tainly nothing to Russian advice — there was litt/e choice but to
voice public support and bid welcome to the new arrival inthe
socialist camp.”(p.28) Does this belittling utterance of Scort

have any relationship to Chairman Mao’s objective

stock con for the exple of - Sinki;
mineral . resources, ' under. the  direction 'of  Soviet ex-
perts.” (p.29) e
Aoyd: “(v) Outer Mongolia. The Chinese had no choice but
to recognise the ‘independent status’ of this area, in which the
Russians were firmly entrenched. But the Chinese managed to
extract certain rights of immigration into Mongolia.” (p.12)

Scott: ' *7) Mongolia: Chinato recognize the ‘independence’
of Outer Mongolia, meaning acceptance of continued Russian

assessment? No, it does not. Scott tries to deny that C d
Stalin greatly loved and: cherished the world lutionary
and the e of new ‘shock brigades’ of

world revolution which emerged after world war two. In his last
public speech, to the 19th Congress of the CPSU, he says, “It
would be a mistake to think that our Party, being now a mighty
power, isnolonger in need of support. This is untrue. Our Party
and our country always were and always will be in need of the
trust, hy, and of | peoples abroad.” He
says: ; it .
“Of course, it was quite hard to fulfill this esteemed role
while the ‘shock brigade” was still the only one of its kind, car-
rying out its vanguard rofe almost in solitude. That’s how things
used 10 be. Now — it's a completely different matter. Now,
when from China and Korea to Czechoslovakia and Hungary'
new ‘shock brigades’ have emerged in the form of people’s
democracies, now it has become easier for our Party to carry
outits task — and the work has gone more cheerfully. (). Stalin,
Speech to the Nineteenth Congress of the Communist. Party of
the Soviet Union, October 14, 1952, Cited by B. Franklin,
op.cit.p.509)
This reffects the essentially revolutionary spirit of proletarian
internationalism_characteristic of the over-all leadership of
Comrade Stalin] We shall present later Chairman Mao’s
of Ce de Stalin’s leadership. But for the
let us return to'examine some more of Jack Scott’s rehashed
U.S. imperialist slanders against the Soviet Union and Chinain
the immediate post-world war two period.

Scott spends considerable space belittling the Treaty of
Friendship, Alliance and Mutual Assistance between the USSR
and the Chinese People’s Republic, as well as two separate
agreements, “Agreement between the USSR and the CPR on
the Chinese Char'lgchun Railway, Port Arthur and Dalny", and
“Agreement between the Government of the USSR and the
Central People’s Government of the CPR for the Granting of
credit to the CPR,” all signed on February 14, 1950 by Chou En-

lai for China, and A; Vyshinsky for the Saviet Unian. Firstof all. ..

he confuses the straightforward mutual defence treaty with the
two separate ag! Scott’s ‘confi " derives from the
fact that he simply plagiarises the slanders found in the CIA
book, Mao Against Khrushchev. Forexample, Scott says:
“The basic features of the treaty were as follows: (sic)

1) The rendering ofmilitary and other assistance in the event
of a Japanese attack. This worked. in both directions, but in any
event was not a very important commitment in-view of Japan's
very recent and overnvhelming defeat.” (p.28)

Now let us see what David Floyd says in his C1A Praeger book.
In his chapter Stalin against Mao, 1949-53 he writes, “The basic
alliance was directed specifically against Japan and ‘states allied
with it’ and provided for the rendering of ‘military and other as-
sistance’ in the event of a Japanese attack: nat a very heavy

] , coming i diately after Japan’s defeat.” (Mao

: ing
: ;g:iml Khrushahev, op.cit., p.11) “Not a very important com-

mitment” (Scott) — not a very heavy commitment” (Floyd).
Here we see Scott’s almost verbatim plagiarism of a CIA lie ped-
diagd in 1963 by US. imperialism to obscure the class nature of
the struggle between Khrushchevite revisionism: and Marx-

. ism-Leninism. Let us go further and point, counter-point’

 shek.” (p.29)

Foyd: ()

Scott’s plagiarism of Floyd on this issue of the Soviet-Chinese

. Friendship Treaty.

Foyd: “The treaty also provided for ‘consultation’ between
the Soviet and Chinese governments on all major international
issues: a provision which the Russians had used toimpose their
policies on other potential and actual satellites.” 9p.11)
Scott:  “2) Consultation between the Soviet and Chinese
governments on all major international issues. In such con-
sultations Moscow, as ‘senior member of the socialist camp’
always expected to be deferred to and, in the event of
differences, have its opinion rule.” (pp.28-29) . ..

i) Manchusla. The Chinese-Changchun Railway was
to be handed back to the Chinese by the end of 1952 at the
Jatest: (instead of by 1975) and without compensation, and the
Russians were: to_hand over to the Chinese property seized

~ from the-Japanese.” (p:11)

Scott: “3) The Chinese-Chanigchun Railway to be ceded to
China, without compensation, by the end of 1952, twenty-three
‘years earlier ‘than in the agreement with Chiang' Kai-

: “() Port Arthue: The Russian command was to be
replaced by a Soviet-Chinese commissian pending its transfer
to the Chinese by the'end of 7952. But the Chinese wereto pay
for‘installations’.”” (p-1)17') Scott: “4) Port Arthur: The Rus-
sian command to be replaced by Chinese by the end of 1952.
The Chinese to pay for all installations.” (p.29) .
Hoyd: “(W) Dairen'(Dalny): No'change was agreed in the

 * tatus of this port; which the Russians had established asanaval

base. But. the civil administration, as well as some Japanese
property, was to' be Randed over to the Chinese. ;« nm;:‘a'd
Soviet-Chinese  company- was: to. be set up for ship
uilding." { )mmy - “8) Dairen:’ The naval base es-

umiainiin their control. Butthe civil
\ some Japanese property, to be

which Mao had undoubtedly hoped
to end.” (p.29) : e

Here on every point we see Scott plagiarise the line and
almost the verbatim phraseology of Floyd. The plagiarism does
not stop here however. After listing ‘his’ seven points. Scott
goes on a long moralistic tirade about the $300 million credit
granted by the Soviet Union to China: | 3 =
" “Just as surprising was the limited amount of aid granted by
the Russians under the 71950 treaty. The total amount agreed'to
was $300 million, repayable over a 10-year period from 1955 in
equal annual amounts with interest at ‘one per cent.”’(p.29)
Following this his method isto create reen to hide his
slander against the early friendship between socialist Soviet
Union and People’s China. Scott makes: this smokscreen by
launching into a tirade against the 1 percent interest charge on
this $300 million credit. Instead of analysing this eventin itself,
Scott sallies forth once again to make a whole number of his-
torical parallels between this 1950 treaty and Saviet social-
imperialist policies in the 1960's and 1970’s, after modern
revisionism had seized political power, restored capitalism and.
turned the Soviet Union into a social-imperialist country. This
of course is quite consi with his hod th hout the

g’s oil and

of pr $ nd peact I ity —is called on to
play a mighty role in the further strengthening of the camp of
Ppeace, democracy and socialism." (Ibid.) L
This firm friendship based on Marxist-Leninist principles of
proletarian i ionalism i also reflected in the slogans is-
sued by the CPSU on October 30,1951 for the celebration of the
35th anniversary of the Great October Revolution. Those who
may be influenced by Jack Scott’s inuendo that People’s China
followed its ‘own road’ like the so-called ‘independent road’
of Tito’s modern revisionism should note the contrast in the
6th and 10th slogans of the 35th anniversary celebration:

6. Fraternal greetings to the .great Chinese people who :
have achieved new successes in the construction of a mighty
popular-democratic Chinese statel May the great friendship
betwéen the Chinese People’s Republic and the Soviet Union
— the solid basis of peace and security in the Far East.and the
whole world — strengthen and flourish...” (Ibid.)

This salute to People’s China reflected the joint Soviet-Chinese
assistance to the Korean people in resisting U.S. imperialist

" aggression at that time. Contrast this with the slogan on

Yugosalvia: “10. Greetings to the patriots in Yugoslaviawho are
fighting for the liberation of their country from the fascist yoke
of the Tito-Rankovich clique and imperialist slavery!” (Ibid) AW
this Scott ‘overlooks.” L

But let us see how he:spices this plagiarism with one from
Chiang. In denouncing the Soviet credit, Scott throws in as an
aside a slander about Russians looting Manchuria after the
defeat of Japan. Now it so happens that Chiang’s book has a
whole section called Russian looting in Northeast Provinces in
which he says: “The Russians proposed that all factories and
enterprises formerly operated by Japan should go to the Soviet

troops as ‘war booty”.” (Soviet Russia in China, op.cit., pp.179-

81; our emphasis—editor) Does Scott feel so self-conscious
about the phrase “war booty” that he feels obliged to putitin

pamphlet, which in ,lu?ir-f’eﬂe:!s his motivation to obscure the
decisive and qualitative break b the dic hip of the
proletariat and proletarian internationalism which: existed in
the Soviet Union under Comrades Lenin and Stalin, and the rise
of Khrushchevite. modern revisionism to political” power in
1953. But after laying this smokescreen to divert unsuspecting
readers, Scott returns to 'this theme of attacking the 1950
agreement on credit. He says:

“The loan of 300 million dollars was not only nowhere nearly
sufficient to meet ravaged China’s.basic needs — it is said tHat
Mao had requested a three billion dollar loan — it did not even
cover the cost of the capital gaods the Russians looted inMan-
churia after the disintegration of Japanese authority. What
appears to be a careful American survey of equipment stripped
from Manchurian factories, and, seized by the Russians-as, 'war
hooty’, had a total value of more than two billion dollars, and
replacement value of more than two billion dollars. This seems
to be a reasonable estimate, but even reduced by fifty per cent
it would leave Russia a considerable profit on a loan that had to
be re-paid anyway.” (p.31) 7

In these two paragraphs on the $300 million Soviet credit to
China, Scott really outdoes himself in plagiarising reac-
tionaries. Not only does he plagiarise the CIA line of Floyd,
Scott spices ‘his' version with. plagiarism from Chiang Kai-
shek! First compare ‘Scott's words with the following from
Floyd’s chapter, Stalin against Mao, 1949-1953:

“It is all the more surprising, therefore, that the amount of
aid promised by the Russians under the 1950 treaty was so
oiggardly. All Stalin would offer at the end of the two-months
negotiations was a loan of $3,000,000 at 7 per cent interest to be
spread over five years. It was not too much to offer a country
the size of China, just recovering from the two years of oc-
cupation and war and about to embark on a programme of ma-
jor industrialisation. It was about a tenth of the amount Mao is
rumoured to have asked for.” (p.12)

Scott says ‘innocently’: “it is said that Mao had requested a
three billion dollar loan”. Just what impersonal “it* said this is
U.S. imperialist agent Floyd: “It ($300 million) was about a
tenth of the amount Mao is rumouredto have asked for.” Thus
a U.S. imperialist rumour becomes converted by Scott into a
mere positive assertion ‘it is said’. Of course if $300 million is
one-tenth of a “rumoured’ amount, then that:amount must
come to $3 billion. But then we already know that Scott is only
passing-fair at simple arithmetic b if we look at his point
‘No. 3, he says the railway was to be given back.“by the end of
1952, twenty-three years earlier than...etc.”’, whereas Floyd had
phrased the issue, “by the end of 1952 at the latest (instead of by
1975)". And 1952 subtracted from 1975 is 23years. Note too that
Scott shares Floyd’s ‘surprise’ at the “low”” amount of credit
granted to China by the Soviet Union

But whereas Scott eagerly plagiarises Floyd’s U.S. imperialist
‘analysis’, Scott somehow manages to overlook some of the
documentary evidence cited by Floyd to give his book ‘authen-,
ticity”’, evidence which completely refutes his anti-communist
Clap»tl;lp. For example, regarding Soviet-Chinese relations and
the friendship b  C des Stalin and Chairman Mao
sealed in the Friendship Treaty, Floyd records the fact that on
February 14, three weeks before his death, Comrade Stalin sent
Chairman Mao a telegramme on the third anniversary of the
Treaty: looking forward "to a “further str ing” of their

q 1 marks? Was it a twinge of consciousness at plagiaris-
ing the phrase from Chiang? No, Scott had no such twinge of
conscience, He simply stole Chiang Kai-shek’s line as it is re-

.hashed in Mr. Tai’s book. Here is how Tai repeats Chiang's lie:

“Also serving as an irritant to Mao in the 1940’s was Stalin’s
predatory stripping of Manchurian industrial facilities as ‘war
booty” at the.expense of both the Nationalists and the Com-
munists — a step that was hardly consistent or.compatible with
the professed anti-imperialist revoluti y credentials of the
Soviet Union as the ‘fatherland of the world proletariat.” ” (The
Sino-Soviet Territorial Dispute, op.cit., p.62)

Thus it is Mr. Tai who reproduced Chiang Kai-shek’s phrase
“war booty"in quotation marks, and Scott simply lifts Tai's use
of it for his ‘friendly’ ‘pro-China’ pamphlet Two Roads. Scott
-also feigns ‘i e’ when hei di Chiang’s lie about
“Russian war booty” with the phrase “What appears to be a
careful American survey of equipment stripped from Man-
churian’ factories”.(p.31)  Just  where does this slander
*‘appear”’? Here is what Chiang Kai-shek has to say:

“On December™ 15, 1946, the U.S. State Department
published the report of Edwin Pauley, American representative
‘on the Allied Japanese Reparations Commission, on his inves-_
tigation in the Northeast Provinces. The report disclosed that as
the result of Soviet Russia’s plundering, industries in that area
suffered a direct loss of U.S. $858,000,000, and that the losses
would reach U.S. $2,000,000,000 if they were estimated on the
basis of replacement costs.” (Ibid., p.181)

Scott's ‘“‘careful American survey’” is the U.S. State
Department report of December 15, 1946, published at
preceisely the time U.S. imperialism was whipping up max-
imum anti-Soviet, anti-communist hysteria to prepare for their

- renewal of civil war against the Chinese people. Furthermore,

their “estimate” of $2 billion replacement cost is clearly to
prepare public opinion for the plunder of China's treasury to
pay tor expensive U.S. machinery as ameans of expanding the
market for U.S. finance capitalists faced with a post-war
economic recession. That Scott can repeat such vicious anti-
Chinese, anti-communist slanders straight from ‘the
propaganda mill of the U S, State Department and their puppet

“Chiang Kai-shek does not speak lightly of his _professed

friendship to People’s China.

Of course Scott can claim ‘innocence’ by. saying he never
even read Chiang Kai-shek’s book. Possibly he hasn’t. Butthen
all of Chiang’s lies and repetition of the Pauley Commission fin-
dings of the U.S. State Department are repeated in Mr. Tai's
book. And as we have shown, this book is ane of Scott's main,
but uncknowledged sources of ‘information.’

We ‘ask our readers to compare the Floyd-Scott slanders
against the 1950 Treaty and Agreements with the contentof the
actual documents reprinted in the appendix of the article.
The first thing to note about the Treaty is that it is clearly
directed against both Japanese Td U.S. imperialism. Article 1

says:

. “The two Contracting Parties undertake jointly to adopt all
necessary measures within their power to prevent a repetition
of aggression and violation of peace on the part of Japan or of
any State that may directlyor indirectly join with Japan in acts of
aggression. Should either of the Contracting Parties be at-
tacked by Japan or by States allied with her and thus find itself
in a state of war, the other Contracting Party shall immediately
render it military and other assistance with all the means at its

friendship. Chairman Mao replied “in the same terms, adding
+his ‘heartfelt gratitude for the genuinely selfless aid which
the Soviet government and the Soviet people have extended to
the_new, China...”.”(Floyd, op.cit.p.216 Pravda commented
the same day: i b

j"The alliance and friendship between the Soviet Union and
China are a' model of a completely new kind of international

fati k -and. impossible in the capitalist world.

di I. (Treaty of Friendship, Alliance and Mutual Assistance
Between the USSR-and the CPR, cited in supplement to New
Times. No.8. February 22, 1950, p.1)

Now for obvious réasons Floyd, who was writing an anti-com-
munist book for the CIA publishing house Praeger in 1963,
_wants to belittle the fact that in 1950 U.S. imperialism militarily
occupied Japan under arch-militarist, aroh-U.S. imperialist
aggressor, General MacArthur. During the world revolutionary
of the late 1340’ with the victory of tiie People’s

These relations are based on the Leninist-Stalinist principles of

A mixed Sino-Saviet company to
‘and ship repaic."(p-29)

e,

inter

‘on the p
collaboration and mutual aid. and in a common strivingYor the =

ibles of equal rights, on close

Democracies and the Chinese _revolulion, U.S. imperialism
. CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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used the old revisionists, the so-called ‘Socialist Party’ in Japan
to split the working class and progressive movements and
create conditions for a neo-fascist, militarist regime from which

U.S. imperialism, under MacArthur’s leadership, would tryto

stem the y liberation mor in Asia, and over-
throw the Chinese People’s Republi¢. In early June 1950, only
five. months after the Soviet Union and China signed the
Mutual Defense Treaty, MacArthur banned the Japanese Com-
munist Party which a few days before the ban had won 2,984,627
votes, or 9.6 per cent of totalvotes cast in the general election.
Following the ban of the Commiunist Party, U.S. imperialist oc-
cupiers and Japanese reactionaries purged the left and
progressive forces from public life. (William Foster, History of
the Threg Internati ional Publishers, New York,
1955, p.463) On June 25, 1950 U.S. imperialism, using Japan as
- its main military base, launched the Korean War. This followed
precisely the same pattern of Japanesg militarism in the 1930’s
— first repression of the Cé ist Party and progressivé
forces, then invasion of China. In the early 1950’s however,
Japariese imperialism was under the complete heg of

Inter

Khrushchev concocted his demand for ‘payment’ of Soviet

military supplies provided during the war. People’s China, true
to their proletarian i ionalism and resolute i
spirit, madesacrifices in order to pay the revisionists every cent.
Today People’s China has neither internal nor external debts of
any kind. But Scott deliberately muddles the two periods of
Soviet-Chinese relations in order.to further his aim of obscur-
ing the role of modern revisionism in over-throwing socialism
and proletarian internationalism in the Soviet Union.

Scott then presents an incredible concoction about how the *
Soviet Unjon actually had China ‘set up’ to enter the war in
order that China would be branded an ‘aggressor’in the United
Nations and isolated from international politicsi Let us ex-
aminethis ‘Alice in Wonderland story Scott no doubt has
plagiarised from U.S. ‘expert’ on Sino-Soviet relations. Here is
Scott’s concoction:

“In the spring of 1950 it appeared that the United States
might be prepared to reach some understanding with the
People’s. Republic of China. In pursuit of that aim the
Americans seemed prepared to entertain the idea of writing off
Chiang and Taiwan as a total loss. President Truman indicated
they ¢ lered neither Korea nor Taiwan vital to American

U.S. imperialism. So while it is perfectly understandable for a
U.S. imperialist agent writing in 1963 to belittle the epoch mak-
ing alliance between the new People’s Republic of China and
socialist Soviet Union in 1950, it is a little peculiar for Scott, who
calls himself a ‘Marxist-Leninist’ and a ‘friend of China’ to
repeat this same line. Nor can Scott claim to bean ‘innocent’ or
‘ignorant’ of the situation which existed jn 1950. He was himself
a member of the so-called ‘Communist’ Party of Canadaat that
time, and had been for many years before then. He knew that
U.S. imperialism was asserting itself at that time as the ‘gen-
darme’ of the world, and was propping up reactionary regimes
like Japan to use as a spring board against the Soviet Union and
the People’s Democracies, including the People’s Republic.of
China. So is it not reasonable to ask Mr. Scott, what are your
motives in doing this? Is it not reasonable to assume that Mr.
Scott’s motives have nothing to do with promoting friendship
between the Canadian people and People’s China? Is he'in fact
not assisting modern revisionists to promote the lie that China
has deviated from the road of the October Revolution, and is
following its own “nationalist’ road? Opposition to imperialism
without opposition to opportunism is a sham. It is opportunist
to promete the U.S. and Soviet social-imperialist line that
nationalism ‘explains’ the present struggle between Soviet
Union and China, and to obscure the class nature of the
struggle between modern revisionism and Marxism-Leninism.
Yet this is the essence of Scott’s ‘contribution’ in his supposedly
‘friendly’ pamphlet to China, Two Roads. Sonate
Scott’s false ‘friendship’ and real attack against People's
China reaches a new level in his ‘analysis’ of China’s par-
ticipation in the war of resistance against U.S. imperialism in
Korea, He says that China’s participation in the war was “at con-
.siderable cost to its economic development, and to its nor-

security. -During the spring Indian and Yugoslav delegates
secured a United States commitment to accept-an assembly
decision—where no vote would apply—on China’s disputed
seat.” (p.33)
Note in this paragraph how reasonable Scott presents U.S.
imperialism. One would scarcely gather from this accounting
that U.S. imperialists had just admitted through the Dean
Acheson White Paper to being an activepax;cibam in the civil
war against the People’s Liberation Army in China from 1946 to
1949, with an admission as to why U.S. imperialism did not in-
vade China with all its forces at that time. Chairman Mao sums
up the reasons admitted by Dean Acheson, then Secretary of
State in the U.S., for its policies in China from 1946-49:
“What a splendididea! The United Stat lies the money
and guns and Chiang Kai-shek the men to fight for the United
States and slaughter the Chinese people, to ‘destroy the com-
munists’ and turn China into a U.S. colony, so that the United
States may fulfil its ional responsibilities’ and carry out
its “raditional policy of friendship for China'... «
“q et those Chinese who believe that ‘victory is possible even
without international help’ listen. Acheson is giving you ales-
son. Acheson is a good teacher, giving lessons free of charge,
and he istelling the whole truth with tirelesszeal and great cani-
dour. The United States refrained from dispatching large forces

to attack China, not because the U.S. sdvemme'nl didn't want .

to, but becuase it had worries, First worry: the Chinese people

, would oppose it, and the U.S. government was afraid of getting

hopelessly bogged down in a quagmire, Second worry: the
American people would oppose it, and sothe U.S. government .
dared not order mobilisation. Third worry: the people of the
Soviet Union, of Europe and of the rest of the world would op-
pose it, and the U.S. government would face universal

malization with other cauntries.” He says, “Even A
analysts appear to be convinced that Chiina originally had no
intention of becoming embroiled in the Korean conflict.”
(p.32) Since when did the U.S. imperialist aggression against the
Korean people become the “Korean conflict,” from which
People’s China had “originally” intended to remain aloof?
What kind of slander against China is this? Scott then cites
another U.S. imperialist spokeman, David Dallin, who, ac-
cording to Scott “asigmbles some evidence to prove that the
Chinese were very reluctant to become participants, finally
yielding to urgent Soviet requests and importunities, and the
promise of extensive Russian aid.” (pp.32-3) Can anyone
imagine a so-called ‘friend’ of China actually trying to ‘explain’
the selfless proletarian internationalism of the Chinese people
led by their glorious Communist Party and Chairman Mao with
the slander that the Soviet Union had to coerce and bribe
them into defending their own borders and assisting their
heroic Korean comrades-in-arms? After repeating this charge
against the Chinese, Scott adds as almost an aside: “U.S. Com-
mander of the Pacific General Douglas MacArthur’s aggression
undoubtedly also played a part in helping to shape China’s
decision.” (p.33) Is this Scott’s ‘sense of humour? A friend of
China should tell the Canadian people simply and clearly that
U.S. imperialism, which had assumed the role of counter-
revolutjonary gendarme of the world after World War Il, was
smashed in its tracks by the glorious resistance of the Korean
and Chinese people, supported in turn by the Soviet Union,
and all progressive forces. In so doing the gains of the Chinese

lution were c idated, and the national liberation

movement in Asia, Africa and Latin America was greatly as- .

sisted. Scott besmirches this glorious page of revolutionary his-
tory, attributes false motives to the Soviet Union and People’s
China.

Scott once again distorts the actual way the history of class
struggle developed by leaping ahead in time to say: “The
Soviet aid was supplied, but several years later the Chinese
revealed they had to pay Russia the full cost for everything used
in the Korean War.” (p.33) The fact is that in February 1950
China had signed a mutial defence treaty with the Soviet
Union, which Scott, as we showed, belittles in his parroting of
U.S. imperialist propaganda. In June 1950 U.S. imperialism
organised a surprise invasion of Korea in order to-overthrow
the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea, and use Koreaasa
military base, as did imperialist Japan, to launch a war of aggres-
sion against. China. The Soviet Union, under the leadership of
Comrade Stalin, carried forward the line of proletarian inter-

nationalism laid down by Stalin'at the 18th Congress — “We

stand for the support of nations which are the victims of aggres-
sion and are fighting for the independence of their Y
As long as Stalin was alive there was no question about sup-:
plying the Korean and Chinese liberation forces with an abun-
dant supply of modern equipment, and no question raised
about repaying’ for it. Comrade Stalin died in early March,
1953. The new Soviet leadership followed a course of collusi

with -US. imperialism. The ‘Korean® questioft’ remained
unresolved, and the Korean nation remains dividedat the 38th

parallel. When modern revisionism had fully seized power,

c Acheson’s ch i dour has its limits and
he is unwilling to mention the third worry. The reason is he is
afraid of losing face before the Soviet Union, he is afraid that
the Marshall Plan in Europe, which is already a failure despite
pretences to the contrary, may end dismally in total collapse.”
(Mao Tsetung, Farewell, Leighton Stuart!, Selected Works,
Vol.lv, pp.436-7) t
But Scott white-washes U.S. imperialism, and creates the
illusion that U.S, imperialism had ‘reconciled’ itself to People’s
China. Certain pro-American elements in China during the last
days of the civil war also harboured such illusions, and Chair-
man Mao warned them as follows: ;
“According to logic, Acheson’s conclusion (from the
premise stated in the U.S. White Paper that ‘the civil war in
China was beyond the control of the government of the United
States’—editor) should be, as some muddle-headed Chinese
intellectuals think or say, to act like ‘the hutcher who lays down
his knife and at once becomes a Buddha® or ‘the robber who
has.a change of heart and becomes a virtuous man’, that is, he
should treat People’s China on the basis of equality and mutual

* benefit and stop making trpuble. Butno, says Acheson, trouble-

making will continue, and definitely so...

“How different is the logic of the imperialists from that of the
people! Make trouble, fail, make trouble again, fail again... till
their doom; that is the logic of the imperialists and all reac-
tionaries the world over in dealing with the people’s cause,
and they will never go against this logic, This is a Marxist law.
When we say ‘imperialism is ferocious’, we mean that its nature
will never change, that the imperialists will never lay down their
butcher knives, that they will never become Buddhas, till their
doom. .

“Fight, fail, fight again, fail agaim, fight again...iil their vic-
tory; that is the logic of the people, and they too will never go
against this logic. This is another Marxist law. The Russian
people’s revolution followed this law, and so has the Chinese
people’s revolution.” (Mao Tsetung, Cast Away lllusions,

Prepare for Struggle, Selected Works, Val.1V, p.429)
This is what Chairman Mao wrote in August 14, 1949, As late as
1974 Jack Scott continued to present the ‘muddle-headed line
of U.S. imperialism being a butcher who puts down his knife
and at once becomes a Buddha.’ According to this muddle-
headedness, U.S. imperialism was not only prepared to treat
‘Peaple’s. China “on the basis of equality and mutual benefit’,
‘ but it was preparedto ‘write-off’ Koreaand Taiwan aswelll Fur-*
thermore, according toScott the. bourgeois government otin-
dia and the revisionist g of Yugoslavia had ‘made a
deal’ with U.S. imperialism vis-3-vis China’s seat in the United

So, on the one hand, Scott luv:‘s ‘l,rujr; con"‘is
that Yugoslavia and India were China's ‘frienc
some ‘deal’ with the U.S. imperialist ‘butcher turned Buddha’
while on the other hand, Scott 2. that the Soviet Union bet=
rayed and ‘tricked’ China into getting ‘involved’ in the Korean
war, as part of a plot to isolate People’s China from inter-

ional relations. Scott ¢ esasfollows: - .

“But in May Soviet delegates suddenly withdrew from the

United Nations with a declaration they were no longer willing -

to sit with Taiwan delegates (although they came back and sat
with them for twenty years after), a singularly ill-advised action
since a Soviet veto could have blocked United Nations action in
Korea just ‘over a month later.” (p.33). = . 5
The truth of the matter is that the Soviet Union together with
the People’s D acies had launched a resolute and prin-
cipled struggle on the

imp line of not recognising People’s China, The Soviet
boycott of the United. Nations, a powerful blow against U.S.

imperialism; began, not as Scott says, one month before the

Korean war, but on January 10,1950, two months after ChouEn-
lai, then Foreign Minister of the People’s Republic of China,

protested against placing Chiang Kai-shek’s clique in China’

‘rightful UN General Assembly and Security Council seats. U:S.
imperialism was in an ly defensive position becau of
the upsurge of revolutionary forces led by the Soviet Unionand

People’s China. As we mentioned earlier the Japanese masses

were mobilising against militarism and U.S. imperialist oc-
cupation of their country. in Korea the People’s Democratic
Republic was being consolidated in the north, andin thesouth
even the U.S. imperialist rigged election had put their puppet,
Syngman' Rhee, in a minority position within the puppet
‘National Assembly’, and the masses were mobilisiong to re-
unify their country, and drive the U.S, imperialists out.

But had the U.S. imperialist butchers turned into Buddhas as
Scott suggests? No, they had not. Rather thay behaved just as
Chairman Mao predicted they inevitably must: “Make trouble,
fail, make trouble again, fail again... till their doom”. The next
trouble they made was in Korea. While the Truman ‘Democ-
ratic’ administration was masquerading as Buddha, John Foster
Dulles, ‘Republican’ advisor to the State Department and
special emissary of the U.S: government, made trips to Korea
and Japan in June 1950 to prepare a U.S. imperialist carefully
conspired aggression against the Korean people. But Scottdoes
not mention this fact. Here is what hesays: ~ “Since thousands
of Soviet political and military advisors had been present in
North Korea for some years, even occupying strategic ad-
ministrative posts, it is inconceivable that Moscow could be
ignorant of a military build-up, and the vast potential for con-
fiict in the area. it was essentially Korea that heightened Sino-
U.S. tension and served as ‘justification’ for the occupation of
Taiwan and continued to give aid to the Chiang Kai-shek mili-
tary cligue. i 5

“Russian advisors were hastily withdrawn from Korea as soon
as hostilities erupted, to be later replaced when the military
situation for North Korea became critical, by 'Chinese
volunteers. The end result of the conflict was China branded as
aggressor by the United Nations and excluded from her rightful
place in the Assembly and the Security Councit for twenty
yeats. Russia avoided dir_eci: involvement and resumed her
United Nations ‘seat without incurring any vote of censure.”
(p.34)

Scott reasons as follows: U.S. imperialism was about to become
China’s friend, but the Soviet Union, by feigning ignorance of
U.S. intentions in Korea insidiously enticed them to launch
their aggression. This in turn heightened ‘Sino-U.S. tension’,
which in turn forced the U.S. imperialists to occupy Taiwan and
aid Chiang Kai-shek! Scott’s reasoning is even more perverse
than Dean Acheson’s. The fact of the matter is that U.S.
imperialism conspired to 'make trouble by invading Korea.
Their ‘success’ was like lifting a rock to drop on their feet. After
they succeeded in making trouble, they failed. Specifically
what happened was that U.S. imperialism provoked aggression
against the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea. When the
DRK responded tit-for-tat, U.S. imperialism feigned a retreatto
the southern most tip of south Koréa. I.F. Stone, a U.S. jour-
nalist, quoted one of MacArthur’s own staff officers who said
on July 30, 1950 that “the North-Korean army had not carried
out its mobilisation plan at the time the war began June 25...
only six full divisions had been ready for combat when the in-
vasion started, although the North Korean war plans called for
thirteen to fifteen. ” Stone correctly concludes from this
evidence that "It is hard to believe that the North would launch
an attack before it was fully mobilised, and moreover at the
very moment when it looked as though a hostile legislature
might overthrow Syngman Rhee from within” (1.F. Stone, the
Hidden History of the Korean War, Monthly Review, New
York, 1952, p.66) Now how is it that not only ‘Moscow’ but also
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea could be so
‘ignorant’ as not to know about the U.S. ‘military build-up’ as
Scott charges? The reason is, there was no U.S. military build-
up. After provoking attacks against the DRK, the U.S.
imperialists ordered the South Korean puppets to retreat farto
the south in order that U.S. imperialism could mobilise public
opinion in the U.S. and elsewhere to launch their invasion. By
noon june 27, U.S. imperialism had begun their military aggres-
sion in Korea. But it wasn’t until 3:15 p.m. the sameday thatthe
U.S. imperialist dgents were presenting the case of ‘North
Korean aggression’ to the UN Security Ceuncil for ‘action’. In
short they had presented the UN win. a fait
Therefore Soviet presence in the Security Council, although it
would  have given the revolutionary forces some more

Nations. Thus Scott insinuates that these two c 5 were
China’s true ‘friends’ in 1949-50. Chairman Mao clearly ex-
plained in 1949 that:

“All b 2e bt

15, including the g of

= : bel

ﬂlm?f T .’“‘h.'a.mi 3 g0 n‘lhklype(Righte;
totalitarian governments—the phrase used by Acheson—edi-
tor). The Tito government of Yugoslavia has nmhmme an
accomplice of this » (Mao Tsetung, Why.it is necessary to
“discuss the White Paper, op.cit., p.445) :

dipl tactical ad: would certainly not have
stopped U.S. imperialism from making trouble in Korea.

Jack Scott’s historical ideall has no. b ds! Not U.S.
imperialism and the reactionary governments who made up
the majority of the UN are to blame 1or.trying to isolate People’s
China. No, according 1o Scott, the Soviet Union — China’s
tormer comrade — is to blame. This is how.h< concludes:

“Canada was on the point of opening discussions with China

Lar o | CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE

head by saying.
andhadmade

diplomatic front to isolate the U.S.
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with a view toward the of dipl icrelationsin
-1950. A ber of other countries would have as-
suredly followed suit, and there is no doubt that China would
have taken her rightful place in the United Nations. But Korea,
and the unjustified brand of aggressor placed on China,
‘brought a twenty-year postponement during which China was
encircled and attempts made tolisolate her from wider inter-
national contacts.” (p.34) . ;

Why is Scott so upset about China being “isolated”? it wasa
very good thing that. China was “isolated”” by the reactionary
United Nations for many years. Why is that? Because China had
stood up to the reactionaries, and without a* moment’s
hesitation gloriously joined their des in Korea to fight,
guniin hand, U.S. imperialist aggression. Certainly China could
have been “respectable” in just the way Tito made Yugoslavia
“respectable” to U.S. imperialism. Scottd here his
basic sympathy with the mod line of capitulati
to the enemy instead of gloriously standing up to fight. Con-
trast Scott’s line about China being “isolated” with Chairman
Maa’s Marxist-Leninist outlook: ;

“What matter if we have to face some difficulties? Let them
blockade us! Let them blackade us for eight or ten years! By
that time all of China’s problems will have been solved. Will the
Chinese cower before difficulties when they are not afraid
even of death? Lao Tsu said, ‘The people fear not death, why
threaten them with it?’ U.S. imperialism and its running dogs,
the Chiang Kai-skek reactionaries, have not only ‘threatened”
us with death but actually put many of us to death. Besides
people like Wen Yi-to, they have killed millions of Chinese in
the last three years with U.S. carbi hine-guns,
bazookas,~ howitzers, tanks and bombs dropped from
aeroplanes. This situation is now coming to an end. They have
been defeated. It is we who are going in to attack them, not
they who are coming out to attack us. They will soon be
finished. True, the few problems left to us, such as blockade,

ploy , famine, inflation and rising prices, are dif-
ficulties, but we have already begun to breathe more easily
than in the past three years. We have come triumphantly
through the ordeal of the last three years, why can’t we over-
come these few difficulties of today? Why can’t we live without
the United States?” (Mao Tsetung, Farewell, Leighton Stuart!,
Selected Works, Vol.IV, op.cit., p.438) 4

Does Jack Scott think that this spirit of new. China had to be
“‘coerced” and “bribed” by the Soviet Union to join their com-
rades in Korea in fighting U.S. imperialism? Does Jack Scott

think that this spirit of new China was daunted by the fact that -

People’s China was kept out of the United Nations until 19712
Scott actually does a disservice to the Canadian people by
presenting People’s China in this manner. China quite
gloriously stood “alone” with her .true friends, the Soviet
Union and the People’s Democracies. And when the modern
revisionists took over these countries, People’s China, together
with her true - friend the . People’s Republic of Albania,
defended Marxism-Leninism — once again defying world reac-
tion. Today, both China and Albania have friends around the
world, especially in the Third World, where over 2/3 of the
world’s people live, while U.S. imperialism and Soviet social-
imperialism are the ‘ones wha are isolated and alone. Scott’s
reactionary historical idealism does not allow him to see the
revolutionary essence of China’s proletarian internationalism
during the Korean War, nor the proletarian internationalism
which linked People’s China, together with Lenin and Stalin’s
Soviet Union, in an unbreakable bond of comradeship. Only
after the modern revisionists seized state power in the Soviet
Unioq‘and restored capitalism, and even then only after a tit-
for-tatprotracted struggle against modern revisignism both
inter 1} d domestically, did the Soviet modern
revisionists manage to split the Soviet Union from China, and
turn friendship into its opposite. What Jack Scottsays about the
Soviet Union and' China during the Korean war is altogether
wrong: He is merely repeating the lies and calumnies of
imperialists, revisionists and other reactionaries heaped upon
the dictatorship of the proletariat jn both the Soviet Union
under Comrade Stalin’s leadership and in China under Chair-
man Mao’s leadership.
Further proof that Scott's line about People’s China being ex-
cluded from the United Nations has nothing whatever to do
-with the actual policy and outlook of the Chinese government
can‘can be seen in a 1965 interview with then-VicePresident of
China, Chen Yi: L
“The United Nations has long been controlled by the United
States and has today become a place where two big powers, the
United: States and the Soviet Union, condutct political tran-
sactions. This state of affairs has not changed although dozens
of Afro-Asian and peace-loving countries have made no small
_amount of efforts in the United Nations. China need not take
part in such a United Nations. :
“During the U.S. war of aggression against Korea, the United
" - Nations adopted a resolution naming China as an aggressor.
' How can China be expected to take part in an international
organization which calls her an aggressor? Calling China an
aggressor and then asking the aggressor to join, would not the
United Nations be slapping its own face?.
“Will the present U.N. General Assembly adopt a resolution
expelling the elements of the Chiang Kai-shek clique and rés-
toring China’s legitimate rights? I think this is impossible as the
United Nations is now controlled by the United States. If things
‘really turn‘out that way, the question would still remain un-
solved. . 5 ¥
. “The United Nations must rectify its mistakes and undergo a
thorough reorganization and reform. It must admit and correct
all its past mistakes- Among other things, it should cancel its
resolution icondemning China and the Democratic People’s

Republic of Korea as aggressors and .adopt 2 résclution
condemning the United- States ‘as. the aggressor; the UN.
Charter must be reviewed and revised jointly by all countries;
big and small} all independent states should be included inthe
Uniied Nations; andallimperialist puppets should be expelled.

‘g7 more than ten years, many countries haveinthe United
- b s g

Nations firmly demanded the inclusion of China’s legitimate
rights. China is always gratefulfor this justand friendly action.”
(Vice-Premier. Chen Yi Answers Question Put by Corres-
pondents, Foreign L 5 Press, Peking, 1966, pp.15-17.
Comrade Chen 'Yi has since: died; he lived an ardent
revolutionary life, and died a devoted Marxist-Leninist,
Chinese patriot and proletarian internationalist — Editor)
Here in Comrade Chen Yi’s statement we see the Marxist-
Leninist spirit of the Chinese government, which so selflessly
participated in resisting U.5. imperialist aggression in Korea

from 1950 to 1953 re-emphasized over a decade later. As a*
consequence of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution and

the realignment of world forces, People’s China has now
resumed her rightful seat in the United Nations. By standing
firm on the Marxist-Leninist principles of proletarian inter-
nationalism, China actually leads the Third World countriesin
transforming the United Nations into its opposite — from a
forum for the politieal transactions of the two superpowersinto
a forum reflecting the main trend in the world today: countries
want independence, nations want liberation, people want
revolution. Thus we see that People’s China has remained con-
sistent and true to its principled proletarian internationalism
displayed during the war against U.S. imperialist aggression in
Korea. On the other hand, the modern Khrushchevite
revisionists misled the Soviet Union away from the road of
socialism and proletarian internationalism mapped out under
Comrade Stalin’s leadership and took up the road of capitalism
and social-imperialism'under the new tsars. This is the basic his-
torical truth-which Scott censistently obscures in his pamphlet
Two Roads. : :

Scott concludes the second portion of ‘his pamphlet with a
direct attack against Stalin. After saying that Stalin died before
the end of the Korean war, he adds: .

“Despite his many sesous blunders in the conduct of
relations with China, Stalin, perhaps aided by warld conditions
and a revolutionary success in China that was very recent, was
able to avoid an open break with the Chinese.” (p.34)

Here again, Scott’s historical idealism simply promotes reac-
tionary impedfalist lies. The reason that China and the Soviet
Union never split during the period of Comrade Stalin’s leader-

. ship was simply because both Comrade Stalin and Chairman

Mao were Marxist-Leninists, communists. And Marxist-
Leninists don’t split; they unite to fight the main enemy —*
imperialism and modern revisionism. This is what Comrades
Mao Tsetung and Stalin did. Despite whatever secondary con-
tradictions might have existed between them, or between the
Soviet Union and People’s China, both were profoundly united
as communist leaders and as socialist countries. When Com=
rade Stalin died, Chairman Mao wrote 2 eulogy called The
Greatest Friendship, which was printed in Pravda, March 10,
1953. A large portion of this tribute to Comrade Stalin is rep-
rinted in Floyd's book, which Jack Scott finds so convenient to
use as a ref e for “analysis’’. But gely he ‘overlooked’
Chairman Mao's article summing up: his views on Comrade
stalin. The following is a portion of thearticle cited in Floyd’s
book, which Scott ‘overlooked':

“All the works of C je Stalin are dyi ibuti

to Marxism. His works: The Foundations of Leninism, History of
the All-Union Cornmunist Party — A Short Course, as well as his
last great work Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR —
these are an encyclopedia of Marxism-Leninism, a y of
the experi of the world C i forthe last
hundred years. His speech at the Nineteenth Congress of the
CPSU is a precious for the Ci ists of all the
countries of the world. We Chinese Communists, like Com-
munists of all the countries of the world, findin the great works
of Comrade Stalin the way to our victory. :

“After Lenin’s death Comrade Stalin was always the central
figure in the world Ci i hered closely
around him we’used lo recgive instructions from him and
L. ly derived ideological gth from his works. Com-
rade Stalin cherished the feelings for the opp d
peoples of the East. ‘Do not forget the East’ — that was the great
slogan proclaimed by Stalin after the October Revolution.

“It was generally known that Comrade Stalin loved the
Chinese people dearly and considered that the forces of the
Chinese Revolution were beyond belief. On questions of the
Chinese 1l he displayed the very g isdom.
Following the teachings of Lenin and Stalin and relying on the
support of the great Soviet State, and all revolution forces of all
countries, the Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese
peaple achieved a few years ago an historic victory.

“Today we have lostagreatteacher and amost sincere friend
— G de Stalin. Itisa g isf Itisimpossible to ex-
press in words the grief which this misfortune has evokec....

“May the yinfading name of the great Stalin live through the
centuries!” (Mao Tsetung, The Greatest Friendship, Pravda,
March 10, 1963. Cited by D. Floyd, op.cit., p.217) i

We ask our rgaders how does this assessment, from which the
Marxist-Leninist line in the Communist Party of China led by

Chairman Mao has never once deviated to the present day, -

have anything to do with Scott’s “assessment”’? We remind Jack
Scott that on the eve of the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revojution, when the life-and-death struggle between
modern revisioriism and Marxism-Leninism inside China had
reached a critical, decisive stage, the Communist Party of China
firmly rejected an invitation to attend the 23rd Congress of the
CPSU. In their letter of March 23,1966, the Chinese Communist
Party again d e the Soviet revisionists for their attack
against Stalin:

SEPTEMBER 8-13, 1975, PCDN-OTL, PAGE 43
Stalin and the Soviet Union during the period of Stalin’s leader-
ship be seen as anything else but an attack against Marxism-
Leninism and Chinat There can be no other explanation; jJack -
Scott’s attacks against the dictatorship of the proletariatinthe
Soviet Union, and Stalin's Marxist-Leninist leaders|
tack on thedictatorship of the proletariat in People’s Chinaand -

« the Thought of Mao Tsetung, Marxism-Leninism in the present

era. Even if:someone is not a Marxist-Leninist, as Jack Scott
pretends to be, but s astraightforward democratic friend of the
People’s Republic of China, he will never slander the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin or Chair-
man Mao. He will at least always give China’s view that these
five ' men are the great leaders and teachers of the modern
proletariat, and emphasize the great love and respect the Com- _
munist Party of China, the Chinese government and people
have for all five of these great proletarian leaders. '

Jack Scott has no such love and respect himself, nor is he
democratically-minded enough to promote the views of those
he pretends are his “friends”, Instead he promotes the viewsof
the enemies of those he calls his “friends”. Both U.S.
imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism strive day and night
to corifuse the people about the nature of modern revisionism
in the Soviet Union today, and always equate it with dic-’
tatorship of the proletariat during the period of Lenin and
Stalin’s leadership. They also try to create maximum confusion
about the nature of the present contradiction between the
Soviet Union and People’s China by repeating again and again
that the differences are “national” or “racial”, thus promoting
reactionary idealist theories of history. Scott is an agent of this
effort in his pamphlet. Directly after his denunciation of Stalin,
Scott concludes the second part of Two Roads with the follow-
ing reactionary view:

“But the group that had become dominant in the party dur-
ing the previous period, and therefore controlled. the state,
adopted policies in both state and intra-party relations that
ultimately led to a rupture with China. They resorted to
attempted coercion in state relations in an effort to force the
Chinese, as well as others, to accept Russian Party policy and
decisions as binding on all. But the Communist Party of China
possessed the experience, the strength, the prestige and the
courage to resist Moscow pressures and give alead in exposing
the wrong course of action heing adopted by the Soviet Party.
Hatred born of fear prompted Moscow to launch attacks
against the Chinese Party, in the hope that China would be

- isolated and her influence diminished.” (p.34)

Scott implies that the “group that had become dominant in
the party during the previous period” were revisionist. The fact
is Comrade Stalin had been dominant in bath the Soviet Party
and the world Communist movement, as Chairman Mao and
the Chinese Communist Party state many times. Furthermore,
Stalin was a great Marxist-Leninist. In keeping with his line
throughout the pamphlet, Scott is implying here that the Soviet
Union was revisionist, and social-imperialist; virtually from the
first months after the October RevolutionWe have already ex-
posed his idealist theory of “‘national characteristics” that he
uses to.“explain’ his attack on Stalin and the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

Here he presents the same national chauvinist
theory in 2 somewhat more subtle manner. Scott presents the
contradiction between modern revisionism ‘and Marxism-
Leninism as a fight between Russia and China rather than a fight
between proletariat and bourgeoisie. Thus, he focuses atten-
tion on the aspect of the ‘Russian Party’ imposing its views on
other parties through state relations. Firstly, the use of the term
‘Russian Party” is itself a distortion, since the CPSU was a
democratic centralist proletarian party of all the nations and
peoples of the Soviet Union, just as the Communist Party of
China is a democratic centralist proletarian party of all the
nations and peoples of China.) Secondly, state hegemonism is a
feature of revisionism, and if not overcome degenerates into
social-imperialism. But there is a fine line between the neces-
sity to oppose modern revisionism in the world communist
movement, such'as that of the Tito clique, and praticising
hegemony over other parties and countries. Stalin led the
world communist movement in struggle against Tito’s modern
revisionism and correctly characterised revisionism as fascist
collaboration with U.S. imperialism. Stalin was quite conscious
of the spread of Tito's revisionist ideas within the Communist
movement and the CPSU itself. He had already undertaken the
beginnings of serious ideological struggle against revisionism
in his last two theoretical works, Marxism and Linguistics, and
Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR; both works,
praised by Chairman Mao, have been re-published by Foreign
Languages Press in Peking. The central issue therefore is that
Khrushchev not only practised hegemony, itself a revisionist
practise, but he also opposed Marxism-Leninism on all ques-
tions and tried to impose his modern revisionist theories over
the communist movement. Scott ‘totally mystifies what
Khrushchevite revisionism did, even though the Chinese Com-
munists summarise his revisionist crimes very clearly. Scott
does so in order to promote his national chauvinist theory:The
‘Russians’ ‘hate’ and “fear’ China. Is this not in fact a subtle
evocation of the “yellow peril” racist theory promoted by U.S.
imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism alike? Furthermore,
is not the assertion that China possessed the ‘experience’,
‘strength’, ‘prestige’ and ‘courage’ to ‘resist’ not simplyarehash
of national chauvinist ideology? After all, does not Brezhnev, as
did Khrushchev, try to brow-beat countries and Parties with all
kinds of puffed-up bragging about the “experience”,
“strength”, “prestige” and “courage” of the CPSU? Is not the

ial ion whether or not a C ist Party adh

«.. at the 20th Congress of the C.P.5.U. you suddenly lashed
out at Stalin. Stalin was a great Marxist-Leninist. In attacking
Stalin you were attacking Marxism-Leninism, the Soviet Union,
Communist” parties, China, the people, and all Marxist-
Leninists of the world.... Russia is the native land of Leninism
and used to be the centre of the international working class
movement. After Stalin’s death the leaders of the CPSU,
headed by Krushchev, gradually revealed their, true features as
betrayers of. Lenin and Leninism.”" (Cited in The Sino-Soviet
Dispute, Charles SciTbner’s Sons, New York, 1969, p.88)

We ask our readers, how can Jack Scott’s attack on Comrade -

to Marxism-Leniriism and opposes modern revisionism? After
all, was it not the very small Marxist-Leninist Party of a very
small country, People’s Albania, which first stood up'to the full
blast of Khrushchev's revisionist attacks and state interference?

“Why doesni't Jack Scott mention the People’s Republic of

Albania and Enver Hoxha, as a Marxist-Leninist leader of a
resolute proletarian party and courageous country, for having
‘experience’, ‘strength’, ‘prestige’ and ‘courage’? The reason
Scott doesn’t mention this is because he himself is a chauvinist

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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and practises heg ism in politics. Furth re, like all

revisionists, Scott has no faith in the masses as the makers-of his-
tory, and splits rather than unites the revolutionary forces. No
wonder then that this “friend” of China repeats every reac-
tionary U.S. imperialist and modern revisionist gossip and lie
against the Soviet Union, and against Comrade Stalin; and in-
sidiously against People’s China as well. ;

Let us now proceed to analyse the third portion of Scott’s .
pamphlet, Two Roads. In this third section, called China Stands
Up, Scott does three things: (1) he distorts the nature of
Khrushchev's modern revisionism, and the history of the great
polemic waged by Marxism-Leninism against .modern
revisionism; (2) he promotes . his. anarcho-syndicalist
counter-revolutionary theories of utopian socialism in order to
slander the dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union
during the peried of Lenin and Stalin’s leadership, and thus
obscures the origin of modern revisionism; (3) he com-
pletely muddles up the’ theories and practise of social-
imperialism with the theories and practise of socialism on ques-
tions of international politics.

" Let us examine each of Scott’s “contributions” in turn. Scott
explains the period of vacillation in CPSU policy from 1953-56
as follows: Ty

“During these critical years the Moscow leadership had to

play a cool hand. Unsure of themselves, not possessed of
Stalin’s capacity for deliberate, decisive and even ruthless ac-
tion intimes of crisis, the coming new leaders needed toavoid
any wide-open dispute that might tend tq undernrine their
position. Mdst of all, it was crucial for their purpose that they
‘maintain apparently friendly relations with China. To this end,
Moscow made some minor concessions on unsettied problems *
but would not retreat from the policy of ‘joint-stock’ com-
panies, retention of Port Arthur as a naval base and continued
penetration of Manchuria” (p.35) ¢

Here Scott rehashes imperialist psychologist explanations of
history:  Stalin was ‘deliberate’, ‘decisive’ and ‘ruthless’;
Khrushchev was ‘unsure of himself’. Such is the degenerate
thinking of the bourgeoisie parroted by Scott. We have already
quoted Chairman Mao'sclear definition of Marxist laws of class
struggle: Imperialists make trouble, Tail, make trouble again,
fail again ...till their doom; the people fight, fail, fight again, fail
again, fight again ....till their victory —- 1

“Classes struggle, some classes triumph, others are
eliminated. Such is history, such is the history of civilization for
thousands of years. To interpret history from this viewpoint is
historical ali ding in opp to this viewpoii
is historical idealism.” (Mao Tsetung, Cast Away lllusions,
Prepare for Struggle, op.cit., p.428)

Jack Scott’s psychologist theory is one such viewpoint of his-
torical idealism. With respect to the question of the revisionist
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union, Chairman Maa,
interpreting history from the ‘viewpoint of historical
materialism, says:

“Socialist’ society covers a considerably long historical
period. In the historical period of socialism, there are still
classes, class contradictions and class struggle, there is the
struggle between the socialist road and the capitalist road, and
there is the danger of capitali ion. We must recogni
the protracted and complex nature of this struggle. We must
heighten our vigilance. We must conduct socialist education.
We must correctly understand and handle dlass contradictions
and class ggle, distinguish the ¢ i b
ourselves and the enemy from those among the people, and
handle them correctly. Otherwise a sodialist country like ours

- traitor Lin Piao. In Scott’s

hysical schema, there are only
“strong’’ or “weak” personalities, theteare no objective classes
and objective class struggles. Because the capitalist roaders
wormed their ‘way into leading party and 'state posts is
somehow the responsibility of the Marxist-Leninists who pur-
sue_a proletarian line. Such is the rechanistic logic of Jack

/2. In open violation of the Declr
Statement of 1960, he's ‘all-round
imperialism and fallaciously maintained that

Soviet. Union and the United States would '
humanity, constantly praising the  chieft
imperialism as ‘having asincere desire for

Scott! Comrade Lenin clearly séd the ph  of
anti‘proletarian elements who worm' their way into the
proletarian party, especially after it has seized state power:

“The transition from capitalism to Communism represents
an entire epoch. Undil this epoch has terminated, the exploiters
inevitably ‘cherish the hope of restoration, and this hope is

d into pts at re Hon.” (V.1. Lenin, Collected
Works, -Chinese ed., Vol.XXVIIl, p.235. Cited in Ninth Party
Congress Documents, op.cit., p.8) é ‘
Further, Lenin states:

“wtheb 5 isi d ten fold by
its overthrow (even if only in ope country), and whose power
lies not only in the strength of international capital, in the
strength and durability of the international connections of the
bourgeoisie, but also in the force of habit, in the strength of

sel oy .

small production. For, unf ly, small p ion is still
very, very widespread in the world, and small production
engenders capitalism and the b si i ly, daily,

hourly, spontanecusly, and on a mass scale.” (Ibid.)
Lenin concluded, “For all these reasons the dictatorship of
the proletariat is essential”. Furthermore, he stated that “the
new bourgeoisie” was “arising from among our Soviet
government employees”. (Ibid.) Thus there is no mystery to
the rise of modern revisionism and the “new bourgeoisie”
within the Soviet Union. After the death of Stalin, those who
followed the capitalist road 'seized power. In China,
Khrushchev’s class brothers also tried to seize state power. In
defining the nature of class struggle against Liu Shao-chi's
bourgeois reactionary line, Chairman Mao said at the end of
1964 that.“The main target of the present movement is those
Pirty. persons in power taking the capitalist road”. (lbid.,
p.25) But it was not until the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution, personally led by Chairman Mao, that the form,
the method “to arouse the broad masses to expose our dark
aspect openly, in an all-round way apl from below” (Ibid.,
p-27) was developed. Scott's obsession with personalities, and
his subjectivist, historical idealism, coincident with his delight
in telling gossips and slanders, completely obscures the objec-
tive class hasis for the struggle between revisionism and Marx-
ism-Leninism. That is why he gets everything mixed up ahd
wrong in his "analysis’’ of the Khrushchev clique and the prot-

. racted struggle of the Marxist-Leninists against the ris€ of
‘modern revisionism. -

For example, Scott. completely distorts the essential position
of the Ghinese Communist Party in reaction to the attack by
Khrushchev against Stalin at the 20th Congress of the CPSU in
1956. Scott quotes portions of the Chinese Party statement out
of context in order 10 promote his own anti-communist, anti-
Stalin line, The essence of the Chinese Communist -Party
position, however, completely and utterly wipes out the whole
“thesis” of Jack Scott’s anti-communist line of '‘two roads".
This is why he “ignores” the principal points made.in the essay
More on the F ical Experience of the Dic hip of the
Proletariat. Here are the key points: B

“The existence.of the Soviet Union has shaken imperialist
rule to its very foundations and brought unbounded hope,
confidence and courage to all revolutionary movements of the

“The very fact of the advance of the Soviet Union is proof that

will tum into its ite and deg andac res-
toration will take place. From now on we must remind
ourselves of this every year, every month and every day so that
we can retain a rather sober understanding of this problem and
have a Marxist-Leninist line.” (Mao Tsetung, The Ninth
ional C : of the C Party of China

), Foreign L s Press, Peking 1969, pp.22-23)

The difference between Chairman Mao’s historical
materialist outlook and Jack Scott’s historical idealist outlook is
clear. The restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union took
place because the class struggle betweenthe capitalistroad and
the socialist road, the only “two roads” during this epoch of
world history, had been temporarily won by the bourgeoisie
taking the capitalist road. The leader of the capitalist road cli-
que was N.S. Khrushchev.

Furthermore, Jack Scott is not even correct on simple
statement of facts. During the period mentioned by him, Port
Arthur was turned over to China as were the former joint
Soviet-Chinese companies. A “Soviet-Chinese communigue
on withdrawal of the Soviet armed forces from the jointly-used
Chinese naval base of Port Arthur and the placing of the base at -
the full disposal of the Chinese People’s Republic” wassigned
in October 1954, On May 24-26, 1955, as agreed in the com-
munique, Soviet armed forces were withdrawn from Port Ar-
thur. Not by coincidence, the same day Khrushchev arrived in
Belgrde, Yugoslavia to grovel before the Tito revisionist cli-
que. Also in October 1954, a “Soviet-Chinese communique on
the transfer to the Chinese People’s Republic of the Soviet
share in the joint Soviet-Chinese companies” was signed, and
the transactions completed in January 1955, (Supplement to
New Times, No.42, October 16,1954, pp.2-5) = Scott’s decep-
tion about these two facts thus constitutes another slander
against People’s China by suggesting China could not defend
her socialist interests against the revisionists. =

Scott continues with his historical idealist conceptions of his-
tory by stating: s N 5

*(a) Not one of the heroes of 1956 had ever demonstrated he
had the cc.rage ‘o disagree with Stalin while he was alive; and
(b) all of them — to a man — had served as leading
functionaries in party and state administration during most of-
the Stalin period, thereby sharing the blame for all the errors
and deficiencies of the era.’” (p.36) : o

Here Scott stands history oniits head. According tothislogic,
Comrade Mao Tsetung and the Marxist- Leninistswho makeup._
the overwhelming majority of the Chinese Communist Party :
were to blame for the capitalist roaders Liu Shiao-chiandarch-

the fund. | e of the Soviét Union in revolution
and construction is a great accomplishment, the first plan of
victory of Marxism-Leninism in the history of mankind....
“But as far as basic theory is concerned, the path of the Oc-
tober Revolution reflects the general laws of revolution and

jventurist policy at one nt, he tra
siles to Cuba and, pursuing a capitulatio olic
he docilely withdrew the missiles and bombers from
the order of the U.S, pirates. He acceptedins,
fleet and even tried to sell out Cuba’s soverei|
behind the Cuban government’s back, to :
Cuba by the United Nations, which is under U.S. control. [nso.
doing, Khrushchov brought a humiliating disgrace upon the
great Soviet people unheard of in the forty years and more
since the October Revolution. 5 s Ja

3. To cater to the U.S. imperialist policy of nuclear blackmail
and prevent socialist China from building up her own nuclear
strength for self-defence, he did not hesitate to damage the
defence capabilities of the Soviet Union itself and concluded
the so-called partial nuclear test ban treatyin collusion with the
two imperialist powers of the United States and Britain, Facts
*have shown that this treaty is a pure swindle. In signing this .
treaty Khrushchov perversely tried to sell out the interests of
the Soviet people, the people of all the socialist countries and
all the peace-loving people of the world. oy

4. In the name of ‘peaceful transition” he tried by every
means to obstruct the revolutionary movements of the people -
of the capitalist éountries, demanding that they take the so-
called legal, parliamentary road. This erroneads line paralyses
the revolutionaty will of the proletariat and disarms the
revolutionary people ideologically, causing serious setbacks to
the cause of revolution in certain countries. It has made the
Communist Parties in ‘a ber of capitalist cc lifeless
social-democratic parties of a new type and caused them to
degenerate into servile tools of the bourgeoisie.

5. .Under the signboard of ‘peaceful co-existence’ he did his

.utmost to" oppose and sabotage the national liberation

movement and went so far as to work hand in glove with U.S.
imperialism in suppressing the revolutionary struggles of the
oppressed nations. He instructed the Soviet delegate at the-
United Nations to vote Tor the dispatch of forces of aggression
to the Congo, which helped the U.S. imperialists to suppress

- the Congolese people, and he used Soviet transportfacilities to

move these so-called United Nations troops to the Congo. He
actually opposed the revolutionary struggles of the Algerian
people, describing the Algerian national liberation struggle as
an ‘internal affair’ of France. He had the audacity to ‘stand
alvof” over the events in the Gulf of Bac Bo engineered by U.S.
imperialism against Viet Nam, and cudgelfed his brains for ways
1o help the U.S. provocateurs get out of their predicament and
to whitewash the criminal aggression of the U.S. pirates.

6. In brazen violation of the Statement of 1960, he spared no
cffort to reverse its verdict on the renegade Tito clique, des- -
cribing Tito who had degenerated into a lackey of U.S.
imperialism as a *Marxist-Leninist’” and- Yugoslavia which had
degenerated into a capitalist country as a ‘socialist_ country’.
Time and again he declared that heand the Tito clique had ‘the

' same ideology’ and were ‘guided by the same theory’, and ex-

construction at a particular stage in the long course of human., |

sociely. It is not only the road of the Soviet Union, but also the |
road which the proletariat of all countries must travel to gain /
victory. Precisely for this reason the Central Committee of the .

Communist Party of China stated in its political report to the 8th

National Congress: ‘Despite the fact that the revolution in our

country has many characteristics of its own, Chinese Com-
munists regard the cause for which they wark as a continuation
of the great October Revolution !..."” (More on the Historical
Experience of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat, People’s
Daily, December 29, 1956)

Nothing so completely and clearly demolished Jack

Scott’s reactionary. revisionist line about “two roads” as this '

unequivocable statement of the Chinese Communist Party ‘n
opposition to the Khrushchev revisionist attack against Stalin.
After deliberately distorting the Chinese position in 1956, Scout
carries on in a most desultory manner totally confusing the hi:-
tory of the polemic against: Khrushchevite revisionism, and
obscuring the nature of Khrushchev's crimes. If Scott were not
so obsessed with telling gossips and slanders, like some reac-

pressed his desire to learn modestly from this renegade who
had betrayed: the -interests of the Yugoslav people and
sabotaged the inter onal ¢ ist mo ;

7. He regarded Albania, a socialist country, as his sworn
cnemy, devising every possible means to injure and undermine
it, and onlywishing he could devour itin one guip. He brazenly
broke off all economic and diplomatic relations with Albania,
arbitrarily deprived it of its legitimaté rights as a member state
in the Warsaw Treaty Organization and in the Council of
Mutual Economic Assistance, and publicly called for the over-
throw of its Party and state leadership, 7

8. He nourished an inveterate hatred for. the Communist
Party of China which upholds Marxism-Leninism and a
revolutionary line, because the Chinese Communist Party wasa
great obstacle to his effort to press on with revisionism and
capitulationism. He spread innumerable rumours and slanders
against the Chinese Communist’ Party and Comrade Mao
Tsetung, and resorted to every kind of baseness in his futile
attempt to subvert socialist China, He perfidiously tore up
several hundied agreements and contracts and arbitrarily
withdrew more than one thousand Soviet experts working in
China. He ed border disp b 'China and the
Saviet Union and even conducted large-scale subversive ac-
tivities in Sinkiang. He backed the reactionaries of India in their
armed attacks on socialist China and, together with the United
States, incited and helped them to perpetuate armed
provocations against China by giving them military aid.

9. In flagrant violation of the principles guiding relations
among the fraternal countries, he encroached upon their
independence and sovereignty and wilfully interfered in their.
internal affairs. in the name of ‘mutual economic assistance’, he

d fac

tionary university professor, he could merely have dup

of the independ; of the eci of

what the Chinese themselves said about Khrushchev’s crimes
after he was deposed by Brezhnev and Kosygin in 1964:

“In the eleven past years, exploiting the prestige of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union and of the first socialist coun-
try that had been built up under.the leadership of Lenin and
Stalin, Khrushchov committed all the bad things he possibly
could in contravention of the genuine will of the Soviet people.
These bad things may be summed up as follows:

1. On the pretext of ‘Combatting the personality cult’ and
using the most scurrilous language, he railed at Stalin, the
leader of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the
Soviet people” In opposing Stalin, he opposed Marxism-
Leninism. He tried at one stroke to write off all the great
achievements of the Soviet people in the entire period under
Stalin’s leadership in order to defame the dictatorship of ll?e

f P
fraternal countries and forced them to become a source of raw

. materials and an outlet for finished goods, thus reducing their

industries to appendages. He bragged that these were all new
theories and doctrines of his own invention, but in fact they

‘ were the jungle law of the capitalist world which he applied to

relations _among socialist. countries, taking the -Common
Market of the monopoly capitalist blocs as his. model.
0. in complete violation of the principies guiding relations

2 among fraternal Parties, he resorted to all sorts of schemes to

carry out subversive and disruptive activities against them. NGt
only did he use the sessions of the Central Committee and
Congress of his own Party as well as the Congresses of some
fraternal Parties to launch overt large-scale unbridled attacks
on the fraternal Parties which uphold Marxism-Leninism, butin
the case of many fraternal Parties he shamelessly bought over

proletariat; the socialist system, the great Sovigt Comi

Party, the great Soviet Union and the international communist - _

movement. In sa doing, Khrushchov provided the imperialists
and ‘the reactionaries of ‘all countries ‘with the dirtiest of
weapons for their anti-Soviet and anti-Communist activittes.

’

political d ales, renegades and turncoats to support his
revisionist line, to attack and even illegally expel Marxist-
Leninists from these Parties, thus creating splits .ithout con-
sidering the consequences. . i o
g CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE -



CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUSPAGE ~ ©
11. He - wantonly violated the principlé. of reaching
imity through consultation among fratornal Parties and,
playing the ‘patriarchal father Party’rol, he willully decided to
convene an illegal international meeting of the fraternal Par-
ties. In the natice dated July 30,1964, he ordered that a meeting
of the so-called drafting commiltee of the twenty-six fraternal -~
Parties be held on December 15 this year, so as to create an
open split in the international cc hist nt, ;
12. To tater to the needs of the imperialists and the domestic
forces of capitalism, he pursued a series of revisionist policies
leading back to capitalism. Under the signboard of the ‘state of
the whole people’, he abolished the dictatorship of the
proletariat; under the signboard of the ‘party of the entir
people’, he altered the proletarian character of the Cor i

e

opait, p20) i
3 not take Up Marxism-1  his broomto
sweep away the dust of the modern revisionists in Canada.
When others did, he denounced them for using such clumsy
out-worn implements as brooms, and spoke idly about the ef=
ficiency of modern vacuum cleaners. But he never got up out of:
his rocking chair, Now many years later, still stuckin his rocking, .
chair; he writes attacks on China by belittling their great worl
haki i pof modern revisionism which culmii

{slanEe ééaih‘l‘lépari;;ﬂug:usl 13, 1945, Selected

" “Hence, the irst phase of Communism commet
justice and equality: dilferences and wnjust &8
weath willstfl exist, but

have impossible, bec .
 the means of praduction, the factories, machines,
private propeity. While smashing Lassalle’s |
“confused phrase a sice’ in ge

shows the course of development of communist society, which

8 ping. ;

in the full-scale “spring. cleaning” of the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution. These few sentences of Scott’s cover a .
host of serious errors and crimes committed by him. Instead of
modestly doing self-criticism and rectifying his opportunist
ways, he pursues areckless path to further degeneration by do-

i da against ¢ and against China,— in

Party of (hed;ovie( Union and divided the Party into an ‘in-
dustrial’ and an ‘agricultural’ Party in contravention of the
Marxist-Leninist principle of Party organization. Under the
signboard of ‘full-scale copmunist construction’, he tried in a
thousand and one ways (o switch back to the old path of
capitalism' the world’s first socialist state which the Soviet
Ppeople under the leadership of Lenin and Stalin had created by
their sweat and blood. His blind direction of Soviet agriculture
and industry wrought great’ havoc with the Soviet national
economy and brought great difficulties to the life of the Soviet
people.” (Why Khrushchov Fell, editorial, Red Flag, Nos.21-22,
1964, Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1964, pp.3-8)

Here in much less space than Scott devotes to plagiarisingall
the U.S. imperialists slanders and bogus theories, the Chinese
Communist Party sets forth the whole criminal record of the
Khrushchevite revisionist misdeeds. However, itis notin Scott’s
interest to promote the Chinese- Communist Party analysis.
After all, does he not promote the idea in his communalist cir-
cles that one should have a ‘critical’ attitude to People’s China
and a ‘critical attitude’ to Mao Tsetung Thought? Of course
Scott’s ‘freedom of criticism” allows him to peddle all sorts of -
anti-China, anti-communist lies and slanders in the -name of
‘friendship’ and even ‘Marxism-Leninism'. Thus he totally dis-
torts the role of Khrushchevite revisionism, and the history of
the Marxist-Leninists who-waged a tit-for-tat struggle against
modern revisionism, a struggle which culminated in'the Ggeat
Proletarian Cultural Revolution in 1966, of which the present
campaign against Lin Piao and Confucibus is a continuation.

Now we shall examine how Scott uses the opportunity ¢f
“explaining” the so-called ‘Sino-Soviet dispute’ to promote his
anti-communist, anarcho-syndicalist attack against: socialism
and the dictatorship of the proletariat. He sub-titles his effort
‘the roots of Soviet imperialism’. First of all, the Chinese Com-
munist Party never speaks of ‘Soviet imperialism'; this.is the
phrase used by the counter-revolutionary reactionaries like
Chiang Kai-shek. China describes the imperialism practised by
the Soviet Union today with the phrase devised by Lenin to des-
cribe the opportunist revisionists of the Second International
who became outright “social imperialists” by supporting the
finance capitalists of their “own”’ countries. He described the
likes of Kautsky and other traitors to Marxism as “socialists in
words, imperialists in deeds”. Today, because Kautskyite type
revisionists have taken over political power in the Soviet Union,
and'have changed the cotiniry from socialism to imperialism,
they label the Soviet Union a “social-imperialist country” —
“socialist in words and i rialist in deeds”. The phrase came

" in use after the Soviet.invasion of Czechoslovakia in August
1968. The theories and practise of the Brezhnev-Kosygin clique
since that time have proved the scientific accuracy of the
phrase “social-imperialist”. Immediately following his inac-
curate sub-title, Scott abuses his reader with yet another excur-
sion into historical idealism. He says: ' :

“China was probably correct in making the effort to
strengthen unity in the socialist camp, and to effect a radical

-change in the disastrous course of action Moscow was bent on
following. But the final outcome seems to have been a
foregone conclusion. The weight of evidence tends to prove
that a bureaucratic caste possessing special political and
"economic privileges had been in the process of formation in
the Soviet Union fora number of years.” (p.40). © With ‘friends’
like Jack Scott, one doesn’t need enemies! “China was
probably correct”! And, according to this ‘friend’, China's ‘ef-
fort’ was to ‘strengtheni unity’! What an-underhanded attack
against_ Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought! For Jack
Scott — a sideline pamphleteer and gossip, a man who spends
much of his time splitting the ranks of the Marxist-Leninist
forces in'Canada — the whole tit-for-tat tortuous struggle of
the Marxist-Leninists around the world, led by Comrade Mao
Tsetung and thé Chinese Communist Party, against the traitors
of communism, the modern Khrushchevite revisionists, is dis-
‘missed with a fatalistic wave of the hand. Perhaps Scott's casual
dismissal of this epochal struggle against the main enemy ofthe
working class movement covers Jack Scott’smemory of the fact
" that he himselfwas ina position to lead the workers’ movement

in Canada against modern revisioni but failed to take up that
leadership, and thus liquidated the anti-révisionist upsurge i
British- Columbia in the 1964-70 period. Fur-

thermore; since then he has persistedin splitting the ranks of

Marxist-Leninisss, carrying on all sorts of gossips and slandgrs,

and: practising hegemony over young revolutionaries with

“retories™ about his years as a “worker”, or “Communist”, and:

his “friendship” with' Chin comforts himself with the

euphoric thought that after all; e struggle against modern-
gl e '

ng Prof

order to belittle the fight against revisionism, and at the same
time indulge in yet another attack against the.dictatorship of
the proletariat. .- T §

The nature of this round of attack is particularly devious. He
says that as early as 1919 ‘attacks’ were being directed against
the Commune policy of paying state officials the same wage as
ordinary workers. Thus he gives the impression, as he tried to
do with respect to Soviet foreign policy, that “degeneration”
had set in the Soviet Union virtually right after the Great Qc-'
tober Revolution. Then Scott says: .

“But with-the retreat to~the New Economic Policy, and
concessions:to capitalist mores; pressures increased in favour
of higher salaries. Initially some safeguard was maintained in
that members of the ruling Bolshevik Party were limited to the
salary  of an average worker, Considerable sacrifice was
demanded of those desiring party membership. By 1931 im-
portant changes in policy were becoming evident.”’ (p.40)

What these ‘important changes’ were Scott does not say. But
he goes on immediately-to/quote from Stalin to the effect that
wages between ‘skilled and unskilled labour, b heavy

. property. To that extent

is compelled to abolish atfirst only the ‘instice’ of the means
of production having been seized by individuals, and which is
unable at once to eliminate the other injustice, which consists
in the distribution of arficles of consumption ‘according fothe
amount of labour performed’ (and not accarding to needh)....”
“Marx not only most scrupulously takes account of the
inevitable inequality of men, but he also takes into account the
fact that the mere conversion of the means of production into
the common property of the whole of sodety (commonly
called ‘Socialism’) does not remove the defects of distribution
and the inequality of ‘bourgeois right” which continues to
prevail as long as products are divided ‘according to the
of labour perf; d’. Continuing, Marx says:
“ But these defects are inevitable in the first phase of com-
_ munist society as itis when it has just emerged after prolonged
birth pangs from capitalist society. Right can never be higher
than_the economic structure of society and its cultural
development conditioned thereby.” ; : 2
= “And so, in the first phase of communist society (usually
called Socialism) ‘bourgeois right’ is not abolished in its en-
tirety, but only in part, only in proportion to the economic
revolution so far attained, i.e., only in respect of the masses of
' production. ‘ is right’ izes them as the private
converts them inte common
— and to that extent alone —
right’ »“(V.L. Lenin, The State and

y of

prop:
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and light work” must be differentiated. Scott then wags his

finger and says wages never had been equal; and that,what
Stalin was insidiously doing was promoting an increase in ine-
quality:

“The proposal constituted a clear declaration that the
workers, or at the very least an important and strategic section
of the working people, could be motivated only by the hope
and expectations of pecuniary gain, never by socialist prins

ciples and objectives. This was not just a tactical manoeuvre; it

was'a retreat from fundamental socialist principle.” (p.47)

Let us begin to sort out Jack Scott’s hopeless muddle by say-
ing that the rise of modern revisionism had nothing to do with
the question of workers’ wages. Scott’s whole anarchist theory
is based on his Lassallean misconception of political economy:
the idea of “iron clad’’ law of wages and prices, a notion that

“there is only a certain fixed wage fund from which workers
draw — either on a utopian basis of “‘equality” or a*'capitalist”
basis of ‘‘inequality’!, and so on. We shall deal with his bogus'
pre-Marxian: economic theories in a minute. But first let us

clarify what the central issue of class struggle wasin the Soviet -

Uriion in 1925 towards the end of the New Economic Policy
(NEP: instituted in 1921 by Lenin.to avert total economic catas-
trophe). The central contradiction to solve at that time was the
issue of the worker-peasant alliance. Stalin stood for the
Leninist policy of building this alliance as the main base for
building socialism. Of the four allies of the Russian proletariat
(the advanced proletariat in the capitalist countries, the op-
pressed nations and colonies, the inter-imperialist rivalry, and
the Russian peasants), only the Russian peasantsin 1925 were in
a position of decisively and practically assisting the proletariat.
The chief abstacle in building the worker-peasant alliance was
Trotskyism. Trotsky had no faith in the worker-peasant alliance,
and instilled disbelief in the possibility of transforming NEP-
Russia into a socialist-Russia. Therefore, the central political
task in the mid-1920"s was to defeat Trotskyism as a trend in Rus-
sia, just as the main task before the October Revolution had
been to defeat Menshevism. By 1928, the main palitical struggle
had shifted between Marxism-Leninism' and. Bukharinism, or
right-deviationism. The essence of this line was'that it was im-
possible to organise the poor and middle peasants into co-
operative farms, or to rapidly industrialise the economy,
especially to electrify the countryside, in order to transfotm the
economic base from Kulak, capitalist agriculture,:to co-
operative socialist agriculture based on large-scale modern in-
dustry. Scolt completely dismisses these objective questions of
class alignment of forces, and instead dwells upon utopian and
idealist “principles”. Scott, implies that ‘the Stakhanovite
movement which grew up out of the fierce struggle waged in
the USSR to revoldtionize the relations of production in Soviet
society, and acted as a powerful rallying force for the modzin
_proletariat in overcoming all sorts of petit bourgeois defeatist

. lines, actually marked a “return” to capitalism.’Scott says;
“Wheén the Stakhanovite movement became popular laterin

the thirties, the stronger and more highly skilled could not only
earn incomes far in excess of the average worker in industry
and on the collective farms; in addition they were showered
with honours, appointed to administrative posts in the state,
and advanced to ranks of honour in the party.” (p.41)

Again this is a subjective, non-scientific analysis of classes.
“Honours” for-exemplary; self-sacrificing workers and pea-

sants do not give rise to a class. Does China not honourits ex- .

emplary workers and peasantsto inspire the masses with
positive models? Yes, it does. What Scott js doing here is to
promote an anarchist heory of “egalitarianism” that directly.

', Is this M
dship with

W gone conclusion’. is 1
Leniriism? Is this an attitude coincident with frien
People’s' China? Chairman' M

“lazy" fatalism; He taught the
ST

a0 y opposed such
Chinese Communist Party and

ing class mov

contradicts the objective laws of socialism. Lenin clarifies this
issue in The State and Revolution. He cites Marx's abservation
that “equal rights” are still bourgeois rights, and presuppose
inequality. Lenin says: ! - :

“But pebplearenotaﬁle:onek_ﬁimmoﬂlevkmk;m
is married, another is not; one has more children, another has
Iéss, and so on. And the conclusion Marx draws is:

.

R Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1965, pp.‘l10—112')
" All of Jack Scott’s theories on the rise of capitalism in the
Soviet Union during the 1920’s and 1930’s are based on his Las-
sallean petit bourgeois theories of ‘equality’ and 'fundamental
socialist principles.’ The fact is there was a danger of the res-
toration of capitalism in this period. We have already quoted
Lenin’s comments on the subject. Comrade Stalin also analysed
‘this phenomenon: = i
“The social basis of the deviations is the fact that small-scale
production predominates in our country, the fact that small-
scale production gives rise to capitalist ele the fact that
our Party is surrounded by petty-bourgeois elemental forces,
and, lastly, the fact that certain of our Party organisations have
been infected by these elemental forces.

“There, in the main, lies the social basis of deviations.

“All these deviations are of a petty-bourgeois character.

“What is the Right deviation, which is the one chiefly in ques-
tion here? In what direction doesit tend to go? it tends towards

p = 6 B 2 mw' oy 1. p 03 a‘m
policy to the tastes and requirements of the ‘Soviet’
bourgeoisie. S = :

“What threat does the Right deviation hold out, if it should
triumph in our Party? It would theideological rout of our’
Party, a free rein for the capitalist elements, the growth of
chances for the testoration of capitalism, or, as Lenin called it,
for a ‘return to capitalism.’ ! .

“Where is the tendency ds a Right deviation chiefly
lodged? In our Soviet, economic, co-operative and trade-
union apparatuses, and in the Party apparatuses as well,
especially in its lower links in the countryside.” (). Stalin, In-
dustrialialisation of the country and the Right deviation in the
CesU(B), November 19, 1928, Works, Vol.ll, pp.280-1)
During the sharp class struggle in the Soviet Union, culminating
in the exposure of the anti-state activities of both the Right and
‘Left’ deviations, the Marxist=Leninist line of Comrade Stalin
prevailed ih the CPSU(B). During theearly 1950’s the economic
base had: recovered from the devastation of the war, and
socialist transformation of the ownership of the means of
production had been in the main completed. Duting.this
period the ‘Right’ deviation, the bourgeois line, cropped up in
the cultural superstructure. Stalin was conscious of this
development; and as we stated earlier, had begun the neces-
sary theoretical work to begin a motion against the ‘Soviet’
botirgeoisie. In 1928 Stalin saw the dangers of this class, and of
bureaucracy. He called on the Soviet youth to organise against
this class: !

“The chief thing now is to start a broad tide of criticism from
below against b racy in g I, against sh ings in
our work in particular. Only by organising two fold pressure —

~ from above and from below — and only by shifting the prin-

* cipal stress to criticism from belo}, can we count on waging a
sticcessful struggle against bureaucracy and on rooting it out.”
{J: Stalin, Speech delivered at the Eighth Congress of the All-
‘Union Léninist Young Communist League, May 16, 192,
Works, Vol.ll, op. cit., p.77-8)
But Stalin never solved the historical problem of organising a
mass criticism from below against the bourgeoisie who had
seized power in the central superstructure after the economic
base had been transformed. The negative example of the all-
round restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union after this
class, politically expressed in Khrushchev's modern revisionist
line, assisted the Marxist-Leninists , led by Comrade Mao

= Tsetung, to analysethis problem scientifically and find the form
for overthrowing the capitalist roaders through the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution.

Scott is simply wrong in his whole analysis of the rise of the
new ‘Soviet’ bourgeoisie: He is too caught up in his utopian
‘socialist principles’ to analyse the phenomon objectively. His
subjectivism leads him to actually accuse the, workers and
peasants for giving rise to capitalism. He says, “The ac-

" cumulation of personal wealth became possible once again.”
. (p.41). And as proof of this He cites Article 10 of the Soviet
* constitution which says: “The right of citizens to personal

‘withan equal performance of labour, and hene I

funid, one willin'fact receive *

ownership of their incomes from work and of thei: savings ... as

. CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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well as the right of inheritance of pers.anal propertyofcitizens,
is protected by law.” (p.41) This law is in perfect accord with

socialist relations of production. As we have shown with Lenin’s -

and Marx’s analysis, what separates socialism from capitalism is
that under socialism private, individuals are not allowed the
‘right’ to own the means of production. If we were to follow
Jack Scott’s analysis, then we would have to agree with the
|mpenillsl pundits whc clalm that China. has become
*, and that ‘capitalism’ is bemg d. The new
Chinese state constitution “contains provisions rega.rd: ngnon-
agricultural individual labourers and allowing People’s Com-
mune members to farm plots for their personal needs and
engage in limited household sideline production.” (Report on
the Revision of the Constitution, by Chang Chun-chiao
delivered on January 13, 1975 and adopted on January 17,1975
at the First Session of the Fourth National People’s Congress of
the People’s Republic of China) - The ‘rights’ to ‘inequality’ still
exist under socialism. The rights of citizens to “personal owner-.
ship of their incomes from work and of their savings”, as well as’
the right of Commune members to “Farm plots for lherr per-
sonal needs and engage in limited househpid sideline produc-
tion”, are bath reflections of socialist 'lnequahly Unques-
lionably some workers will be wealthier than others, as will
some peasants be wealthier than others. But what Khrushchev
and the modern revisioni: is itatively different
from this. They promote the rlgfu to ‘free’ access to a capitalist
market, and profit as a motive in production. Hence in
both agriculture and industry socialist relations of pro-
duction are turned into capitalist relations of production.
This is the consequence, as we have already shown from the
analysis the Chinese present of Khrushchev’s bad deeds, of
modern revisionist economic theorigs and practise. By promot-
ing the theory of “praductive forces’"as being decisive, they
create canditions for turning socialist relations of production
into capitalist relations of production. This is what happened
when the Soviet capitalist roaders who had seized power in the
cultural superstructure, moved in with their modern revisionist
theoriesand seized state power. Thus Jack Scott is simply wrong
in his views about the roots of social-imperialism. Socigl-
imperialism arose from the ‘Soviet' bourgeoisie, using their
power after the death of Stalin. This explains the class basis for
the rise of modern revisionism, and conversion of the Soviet
Union into social-imperialism.

Let us now move on to examine how jack Scott creates con-
fusion as to the nature of Soviet social-imperialism, and its
relatiod 'to the socialist policies of People’s China. Scott does
not make clear that in fact the policies of social-imperialism are
opposite to those of socialism, that there are only two class
outlocks contending in the world today, that of the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat. And in the era of imperialism

. all struggles against the few creditor ‘Great Powers’, reduced
today to the two superpowers, the United States and Soviet
Union, are objectively, indenendent of their will. onlhe side of
proletarian revolution.

Scott abscures the alignment of class forces in the presentera
and proletarian-socialist world revolution and simply.omits to
present the Marxist-Leninist analysis of the four major con-

-tradictions in the world today which are: the contradiction
between the oppressed natidbns on the one hand and
imperialism and social-imperialism on the other; the con-
tradiction between the proletariat and the bourgeaisie in the
capitalist and revisionist countries; the contradiction between
imperialist and social-imperialist countries and among the
imperialist countries; and the contradiction between socialist
countries and among the imperialist countries; and the con-
tradiction between thesocialist countries on the one hand and
imperialism and sogjal-imperialism on the other.

Today the ThnrdrﬂNorld is the main force in combatting
colonialism, imperialism and hegemonism.

hel

in preparauon for athird world war to re-divide the world. We
have already quoted the Chinese analysis of how Khrushchev
used nuclear weapons. to: justify his collusion ‘with U.S.
imperialism, and at the same time brandished them as
instruments of contention with U.S. imperialism. Since that
time the arms race has escalated many fold. The Soviet navy
contends with the U.S. navy on all the major oceans and seas,
particularly the Mediterranean Sea and Indian Ocean. In addi-
both countries have made preparatlons for so-called ‘pre-
emptive strikes’ and * Ppr When

sage yet, but lhe relau‘unshnp of world forces is changing 5o

rapidly that the winds 6f change cannot for longpass Mnscw -
by.” (p.63)
Here we have a repetition in sum rary df s:on s wronx
The Soviet Union from .the time of the Great. October
Revolution to the rise of revisionism was thebestof friendsand
comrade of the Chinese people and Chinese revolution. All
the: imperialists and Chinese feudalists and comprador ca-
pitalists did everything possible to break the unity between
the Chinese people and lhe Saviet Union but they failed. The
tion never ch. ically in 1949 the way Scml ;

Scott says “Soviet dependi on nuciear sup ty
cannot possibly advance the hberallon struggles”(p.55), he is
simply muddling up the nature of Soviet social-imperialism.
Nuclear weapons for the superpowers are instruments to join-
tly suppress world revolution, but most decisively are
instruments for ¢ with one her for world
hegemony. ' .

On the question of ‘poor nations and foreign aid’, Scott
misses the basic point of revisionist, social-imperialist theory
which is: that the so-called worker-peasant alliance or ‘inter-
national division of labour’ is simply rehash of the U.S.
imperialist :heoryaf ‘country and city’ trade used to justify their
post-war d of the italist ‘world. Central to
imperialist theory is the idea of hegemany, of the plunder of
raw materialsand expart of capital in order to extract the max-
imum -rate of profit- That is the essence of Soviet social-
imperialist policy with the Third World. Under the signboard of
‘socialist aid’, the Soviet Union practises exactly the same
policies of domination and plunder as U.S. imperialism.

On the question of ‘limited sovereignty’ Scott very much-
obscures the opposite nature of  sqcial- imperialism to
socialism. He says:

It is clear that there are sharp differences of opinion

- between Peking and Moscow on relations between countries

in the socialist camp, and on the questidn of the role of the
CPSU in shaping and directing world communist opinion and
policy, The CPSU have shown, on several occasions, that they
will not hesitate to resort to invasion and occupation to ensure

that decisions of.the CPSU Congress are obeyed by all other -

partics in the socialist bloc countries.” (p.57)
Actually there is no ‘socialist camp’ any longer, as the nfodern
revisionists restored capitalism in the Soviet Union, and the
other revisionist countries. Furthermore, the CPSU"is not a
communist party; it is a fascist party, the instrument of the dic-
tatorship of the state monopoly bureaucrat class in the Soviet
Union. .The Soviet Union did not invade Czechoslovakia in
1968 or support the fascist repression of the Polish workers’
struggles in 1969 to ‘ensure’.some CPSU congress decisions are
oheyed. They invaded these countries in order to assert Soviet
sqcial-imperialist domination -over them when they resisted
Soviet plunder of their industry and raw materials. To speak of
‘difference of epinion’ between socialist China and social-
imperialist Soviet Union at this stage compjetely obscures the
opposite nature &f the two countries, the opposite nature of
the two classes that have state power — the bourgeoisie in the
Soviet Union, the proletariat in China. Hegemonism is inherent
in the nature.of imperialism, Proletarian internationalismis the
opposite of hegemonism. That is. why Chairman Mao says
China will never seek hegemany.

On the question of ‘inter-party relations” Scott again obsures
the main issue, He speaks as if the revisionist parties are ‘com-

“munist.’ The Chinese Communist Party has made it quite clear

that the main struggle today is against modern revisionism. The
Report to the Tenth National Congress of the Communist Party
of China says, “We must unite with all genuine Marxist-Leninist
Parties and organisations the world over, and carry the struggle

agamst modem revisionism through to the end.” (The Tenth '

Cong of the Ci ist Party of China
(Documents), Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1973, p.29} In’
the Report on the Revision of the Party Constitution, Comrade
Wang Hung: says: “Revisionism is an international bour-

China is a developing socialist country
to the Third World. China’s fareign policy comes under thedis-
cipline of these objective laws, and reflects the motivations and
interests for world proletarian revolution of the proletarian
class which exercises its dictatorship over China. The Soviet
Union is under the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, the reac-

tionary, dying class. The general line of this class is not _

‘peaceful co-existence” as Scott says (p.48), but is a line of
contending with U.S: imperialism for world hegemony, for
access to and monopoly control over world markets and
sources of raw materials. At the same time both the super~
powers collude with one another to prevent revoiutlon and

ional liberation. At p however c

geois ideolagical trend.” He quotes Chairman Mao, “The rise
lo power of revisionism means the rise to power of the

isie.” Fyrther: “Revisi ins the main danger
lnday."(lbld p.46-7) - Thus there are no ‘inter-party’ relations
between the revisionist parties and the Communist Party of
China. China of ‘course carries on inter-state relations with
revisionist. countries, and in fact makes a maximum effort to
normalise inter-state relations between itself and both U.S.

- imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism, But China only has

“inter-party’’ rélations with-genuine Marxist-Leninist parties.
As forthe revisionist parties, they are nothing more than lifeless
social-democratic parties and agencies for Soviet social-

the superpowers is becommg more and more intense which is
bound.to lead to war some day. Either revolution prevents
. world war, or world war gives rise to revolution.

On the question of ‘detente’ Scott.says that “detente means
superpower collusion, collaboration, dividing the world into
spheres of influence, defence of the status quo and unity in op-
position to ‘disturbers of the peace.’ Each side recognizes the
authority and soverignty of the other in zones of power where
iintervention would be cansidered a direct attack on the power
‘centre of one superpower by the other.” (50) Scott. misses
the essential aspect of ‘detente’, which is that their collusmn

imperialist conspiracy, and intrigue to exercise hegemony over
various countries.
il

The very last portion of his pamp it with

is not ¢

suggests. What happened in 1949 is that people under. the
leadership of the proletariat had taken power. Now the great.
friendship between the Chinese people and the Soviet Union
could be formalised in close, fraternal inter-state relations
based ‘on_proletarian: internationalism. The drastic change
which Scott is referring to, namely the split between the Soviet
Union and People’s China was imposed by the”modern
revisionists in the Soviet Union whowant to convert Chinainto
a Soviet colony. To this end they have: committed many crimes
against ‘China, including a number of aggressions against
sovereign Chinese |err||ory Scott never mentions these acts of
imperialist aggression committed by the modern revisionists
against People’s China, but the fact is these actions are part and
parcel of Soviet social-imperialism to seek world hegemony.
China however remains true to the principles of socialist.
foreign policy laid down by Stalinin1939: “We are not afraid of
the threats of aggressors, and we are ready todeal two blows for
every.blow delivered by instigators of war who attempt to
violate the Soviet borders.” Today Chinaisthe sacialist coun-
try, and the Soviet Union is a social-imperialist country. China,
like its great teacher, and path-finder, the Soviet Union of
Lenin and Stalin, also gives two blows for every blow delivered
by instigators of war who attempt to violate China’s borders.
Brezhnev and company have in fact long ago received this mes-
sage. That is why on the one hand they are hungry to take a bite
out of China, and on the other, are mortally afraid they °
themselves may get swallowed in the effort. Thus the Soviet
social-imperialists are faced with the predicament of all reac-
tionaries —“flowers fall off do as one may.” Either war will give
rise to revelution, or revolution will prevent war; in either case
the international situation will develop: in a direction fa-
vourable to the people, and.the future of the world WI“ be
bright.

Scott’s conclusion again misses the essence of contemporary
world politics. It is the masses who make hls:ory, and ihe main
trend in the world today is that ies want indep e,
nations want liberation, people want revolution. The genuine -
friends of People’s China are fighting hard in their own coun-
tries to defeat the superpowers and make a contributionto the
main trend of independence, liberation and revolution. Here
in Canada, the masses of the Canadian people are struggling,

"against their main enemy, U.S. imperialism and the Canadian ;
monopoly capitalist class. The strongest ally of the Canadian
people in this struggle are the oppressed countries of the Third
World who are the main force in fighting imperialism,
colonialism and hegemonism. China is a developing socialist
country belonging to the Third World, and is therefore a great
friend and ally of the Canadian people. This is the objective
basis for friendship between our two countries and two
peoples. Jack Scott, however, does not contribute to the
friendship b the Canadian and Chinese people in his
pamphlet, Two Roads, because he denies the-true nature of
socialist China as the inheritor and fighter for the same road
opened up by the Great October Socialist Revolution by Lenin
and Stalin. To distort and deny this basic historical fact is to
engage in opportunist, revisionist politics. And there can be no
fight against imperialism, superpower politics and he-
gemonism without a fight against opportunism and modern
revisionism, .the main enemy of the working class and op-
pressed nations. The ordinary Canadian masses have great en-
thusiasm to fight against U.S. imperialism and the Canadian
monopoly capitalists, and superpower politics. They also have
great enthusiasm for friendship with the People’s Republic of

s China, the socialist lode-star for the world’s peoples. We have
criticised Jack Scott’s pamphlet in order to further advance the
Canadian people’s struggle against superpower politics, and
advance the friendship between the Canadian and Chinese
people. By opposing the apportunist, neo-revisionist line of
Jack Scott’s ‘two road’ theory, we are opposing imperialist and
social-imperialist lines being spread among the Canadian
revolutionary forces. Only by uniting the genuine Marxist-
Leninists and isolating the sham ones, the real opportunists and
splitters, can we advance the struggle against the main enemy,
modern revisionism, and deepen and broaden(the genuine

the rest.of it. Here Scott reverses himself on a number of kay

questions. For example, on page 20 he presented the theoy
that a external policy notin keeping with internal revolutionary
aims will “ Tum inward” and “deflect the nation from its

~original aims."” At the very end of the pamphlet he says “Soviet

foreign policy is a true reflection of the class divisions that have
arisen internally.” (p.60) The latter statement is more ac-~
curate, although he still refuses to recognize that modem
ism in power means the bourgeoisie in power.

merely covers up their their fierce prep: for
war, and frantic arms race in-order to fight out a re-division of
the world markets and raw materials. Neither superpower
rec the ‘auth and sov of the other’. They

are continually trying to undermine each ‘other, and their’

Another issue on which Scottseems to change his line in the
endis the recogniuon that the bourgeoisie in the Soviet Union
exploits its ‘own’ working class as well as oppresses the small
nations within-the Soviet Union. This contradicts his earller
arg that the develop of Soviet social-imp:

contention has spread to all corners of the globe, although the

. focus oftheir contention is Europe.

On the question of nuclear weapons, Scott fails to clarify lhe-

basic class difference between social-imperialism  and

socialism. For China nuclear weapons areor defence, For the
ding with

‘Soviet Union nuclear weapans are a:means of coll
U.S: imperialism to dominate the Third World’ and the ad- -
vanced capitalist countries of the Second World, but mast
decisively they are used as.a means of contending with U.S-
imperialism for world hegemony Thepresentfranucarmsraoe
i ich the two superpowers fry ta hqde under so-called ‘arms
/rr:ilation nlks .and 'troop reduc o muan,, ing

friendshi the Canadi peopleandlhe?eqples
Republic of China.

PCDN/OTL is edited by Pauline Easton. The
other members of the editorial board are
Richard Daly, who is Managing Editor and
Robert Alexander, who is Assistant Managing
Editor. PCON/OTL is published by the Nor-
man_ Bethune Institute, pnnled Iw I'coples
Canada Publishing House, and d

Nahﬂul Publications Cﬂltre Write to: NPC,
Box 727, Adelaide Stn., Toronto, Ontario.

reflected the inherent characteristics of the Russian ‘nation’ as
an ‘oppressor. nation’. But then after seemingly amending his
earlier wrong stands, Scott shifts back to his original “thesis”.
He concludes his pamphlet:

“It will no doubt be apparent to the reader of the foregoing
survey ' that ' Sino-Russian _relations, “from the  eard-
- igst_times, have been' marked by almost constant :conflict,
with but very brief. mreriud'es of friendship. Russia for long -
_played the. buﬂy, and China the role of victim. But as of 1943
China stood up *anid the reklionshrp has changed radically
"Brezhnev ant company appe F notto havequnegot this mes-
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