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2 RED FRONT

REPORT OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE
OF THE M.L.O.B. i
ON
THE ROLE OF "CENTRIST" REVISIONISM

INTRODUCTION .

Revisionism is the perversion of Marxism-Leninism so as to progdguce an ideology which -
while claiming to be "the creative development of Marxism-Leninism" in order to deceive
the working class - in reality serves the interests of the capitalist class.

During the last twenty years in particular, a number of trends of modern revisionism have
come to dominate the cormnmunist parties of the world, converting them almost without
exception into political instruments serving the interests of the capitalist class. As a

result of this betrayal of Marxism-Leninism, the science of socialist revolution, on the part._
of the leaderships of the communist parties of the overwhelming majority of countries, the
working class in these countries is without a Marxist-Leninist vanguard party and so is
unable to make any significant social advance towards socialist revolution.

The task of rebuilding Marxist-Leninist vanguard parties of the working class is an
essential task facing Marxist-Leninists in all these countries. In order that they may be,
indeed, genuine Marxist-Leninist parties, it is important to exémine the various trends of
revisionism that have raised their heads in recent vears and to expose them clearly as
ideologies which serve the interests of the class enemy of the proletariat, Only if this is
done can the revolutionary purity of Marxism-Leninism as the science of proletarian
revolution be maintained; only if this is done can the new Marxist-Leninist parties now in
course of construction in each country be armed to defeat decisively the various new
revisionist doctrines - reflecting bourgeois thought and practice - which world impserialism,
in the desperation of its final death agony, throws up in its attempts to confuse and dis-
orientate the proletarian revolutionary forces; only if this is done can the new Maprxist-
Leninist parties now in course of construction be capable of leading the working class in
each country to the victorv of the socialist revolution.

Revisionism of the right which has its international headguarters in Mostcow, serves in
general the interests of the capitalist classes of countries where this class holds state
power. In the oldéer capitalist countries (as distinct from the neo-capitalist countries which
were formerly socialist), it misrepresents the capitalist state, the machinery of rule of the
capitalist class, as a "democratic" structure capatle of being utilised by the working class
to establish "socialism"by peaceful, constitutional means. The parties dominated by right
revisionism in such countries have degencrated into new types of social-democratic

parties which serve the interests of the capitalist class by diverting the working class from
the essential task of organising themselves to prepare for the destruction of the capitalist
state machine - without which revolutionary action the working class cannot establish its
political power and proceed to build a socialist society - into non-revolutionary electoral
and reformist activity harmless to the capitalist ruling class,

Right revisionism also serves the interests of a privileged stratum in a socialist society,
where such a stratum has been permitted to develop as a result of .some distortion of
socialist principles - for example, the distortion of the principle of remuneration according
to work performed. In these countries it stands - under slogans such as "freedom" and
"democracy" - for the restoration of a capitalist society and the conversion of this
privileged stratum into a neo-capitalist class which exploits the labour of the working
people through the medium of a state apparatus within the framework of which the
mechanism for the extraction of surplus value has been developed, while the false banner of
"socialism" is maintained as a deceptive facade. Soviet right revisionism serves, in
particular, the interests of the new class of state capitalists which has émepged in the
Soviet Union as a result of this process of degeneratior.

Ultra-revisionism, which has its international headquarters in Bucarest, is a logical
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development of right revisionism in those former socialist countries where, as a result of
the development of capitalist relations of production, the neo-capitalist class has become
differentiated into two factions: one faction, that represented politically by the "orthodox"
right revisionists, sees its best interests served by the retention of the apparatus of state-
capitalist exploitation within the international framework of neo-colonial subservience to the
Soviet Union; the other faction, that represented politically by the ultra- revisionists, sees its
best interests served by the replacement of the "socialist" state facade by an indirectly
structured . systermn more akin to that of the older capitalist countries and known popularly as
the "free enterprise” system, and by the withdrawal of the country in questionfrom the Soviet-
dominated bloc into the sphere of influence of one or other of the older imperialist powers,
Ultra-revisionism serves the interests of this latter faction of the capitalist class in a former-
ly socialist country by calling - under slogans such as "more freedom" and "more democracy'
- for the establishment of multl—papty paPllamentapy "democracy" within the framework of
which the neo-capitalist class can organise its own open political parties and do away with
certain limitations on its home and foreign policy imposed by the retention of the "socialist"
state facade.

Revisionism of the "left"”, which has its international headquarters in Peking, is so called
because it opposes the concept of peaceful transition to socialism put forward by the right
revisionists and urges the necessity for armed struggle. "Left" revisionism serves, in.
general, the .interests of the nascent capitalist classes of colonial - -type countries dominated by

~ imperialism. The key concept of the "left" revisionist ideology known as "Mao Tse-tung

Thought"is that the national bourgeoisie in a colonial -type country (i.e., that section of the
capitalist class which is not dependent upon imperialism but has, on the contrary, its economic
development frustrated by imperialism) may play a revolutionary role not only in the national -
democratic revolution (for the victory of which the national capitalist class of the oppressed

~country needs to put forward the concept of armed struggle) but also in the socialist revolu-

tion. Consequently, the "left" revisionists propagate the illusory view that, following the
victory of the national-democratic revolution, "socialism" may be peacefully constructed by a
ruling coalition of classes which includes the national bourgeoisie. Of course, the "socialism"
which the national capitalists willingly - even enthusiastically - cooperate in building is, in
fact, one or other form of state capitalism in which the "new democratic state" represents a
dlsgulsed machmepy of rule of the national bourgeoisie and permits them to continue - and to
mcpease - their exploitation of the working class through such media as "joint state-private
enterprises” and pseudo-"cooperatives". In colonial- -type countries where the capitalist class
needs the active cooperation of the workers and peasants to achieve national liberation, but
where the political consciousness of these workers and peasants is such that (giveﬁ leader-

“ship by a Marxist-Leninist vanguard party) they could themselves seize and mamtam the

leading role in the national-democratic revolution, the "left" revisionist party serves as the
political and organisational weapon by means of which the national bourgeoisie can hold, in
practice, the:leading role in the national-democratic revolution, [

ChineSe "left" revisionism serves, in particular, the interests of the Chinese national capital-
ist class which, since the victory of the counter-revolutionary "cultural revolution" in 1966-
68, holds political power by means of a military dictatorship which, for demagogic reasons,

+ it chooses to call "the dictatorship of the proletariat". At home, it presents the system of

state capitalism to the exploited working class as "socialism" for which "sacrifices must be
madé"; abroad, it serves as an ideological weapon for the Chinese capitalist class to secure
positions 1n the national liberation movements of colonial-type countries emepglng from
1mpepiahst domination (as well as within the People's Republic of Albania, for the moment
the only socialist state left in the world) with a view to the transformation of these countries
into semi-colmies of the People's Republic of China.

"Left" revisionism - with its concept of the necessity for armed revolutionary struggle - is
only of secondary service to the capitalist classes of developed capitalist countries. Such
service by the maoist parties and groups is performed mainly through the stimulation {under
"Mapxlst Leninist"” slogans) of racialism and spurious nationalism (such as, in Britain,
"black nationahsrn", spurious Scottish and Welsh "nationalism") which, to the extent that it is
successful, disrupts unified struggle by the working class, as well as through attempts to hold
back and disrupt the cardinal task of r'ebuilding genuine Marxist-Leninist parties of the
working class.

"Centrist" revisionism, which is the subJect of this Repopt is a trend of revisionism whlch
appeared on the international scene about 1962, It is so called because, during the first phase
of its development, it appeared to be intermediate in a number of respects between Marxism-
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Leninism and right revisionism - that is, it appeared to be to the left of Soviet revisionism
(many concepts and actions of which it criticised) while not fully accepting Marxist-

Leninist positions,

In recent ‘years a number of important commumst parties came to adopt such a "centmst"
position, inciuding tIE Communist Party of Japan, the Communist Party of Indonesia, the
Workers' Papty of Vletnam, the Workers' Party of Korea and the Communist Party of Cuba.

The aim of this Report is to analyse the role of "centrist" revisionism in relation to the

changing world situation and in the light of the developing world imperialist crisis.
2o = g L

FART ONE

In thisfirst part of the Report we wish tc analyse objectively the main programmatic line of:

a) the Communist Party of Japan;

b}

the Communist Party of Indonésia:

c) the Workers' Party of Vietnarn;

d} the Workers’

Farty of Korea;

and

e) the Communist Party of Cuba.

This analysis will demonstrate that all these parties, without exception, were under blatant
revisionist leadership at the time when they took up a "centrist" position.

JAPANESE REVISIONISM

e) In the service of the alliance between
Japanese monopoly cepitsl and US monovoly

capital.

Follcwing the defeat of Japanese imperialism
in World War II, Japan was occupied, disarmed
and economically weskened by the forces of US
imperialism. In the period follcwing the end
of the war, the Japanese monopoly capitalists
pursued a policy of full collsboration with
the US imperialists - at the szme time making
use of this collaboration to rebuild their
economic and military strenath,

‘During this immediate post-war period the
revisionist leadership of the Communist Party
of Japan placed the party's services at the
disposal of the US-Japanese alliance. Nosaka,
returning to Japan from exile with the
Chinese "left" revisionists in Yenan, was the
leading figure who initiated the illusory
concept of "peaceful transition to socialism"
in Japan - as a result of the "democracy"
brought to the country by US imperialism:

"The stay of Allied troops is aimed at
disarming Jepan and, at the seme time, at
liberating the people from a totalitarian
policy, at making Japan a democratic
country,"

(S. Nosaka: Réport to the Second Congress
of the Communist Perty of Japan, cited in:
"For a Lasting Peace, for a People's
Democracy!", January éth, 1950; p.3).

"The Perty intends, by peaceful democratic
means, to develop the social system into e
.s.o 80cialist system."”

(S. Nosaka: Draft Manifesto of the Commun-
ist Party of Japan, cited in: "For a
Lasting Peace, for a People's Democracy!”,
Jenuary 6th; 1950: p.3).

In Januery 1950, the Communist Information
Bureau issued a very strong criticism of the
policy of the Japenese revisionists:

vi-

"Nosaka, one of the leading figures in
the Communist Party of Japan endeavoured
to prove that all the necessary
conditiens are at hand in post-war Japan
for effecting the peaceful transition to
socialism, even under tonditions of the
oceupying regime. ...

Nosaka's 'theory' is the theory of
boosting American imperialism, end,
consequently, a theory of deception of
the popular masses of Jepen. ,...

As we see, Nosaka's theory' has
nothing whatever in common with Marxism-
Leninism., ..,. It serves cnly the
imperialist occupiers of Japan."
("Concerning the Situation in Japen", in
"For a Lasting Peace, for e People's

Democracyl", January 6th, 1950, p.3).

As a result of the Communist Information
Bureau's correct criticism, a serious
split occurred in the Communist Party of
Japan, As Nosaka himself put it seven years
later:

"The situation which developed at that
time revealed the weak sides of the
Communist Party. The split which tock
place in the Central Committee split
the entire Party,®

(s.Nosake: “Results of the Seventh
Congress of the Japanese Communist
Party", in: "World Marxist Review",
November 1958; p,39).

Not for eleven years wes it poseible for
the Jeparese revisionists to regroup their
forces and secure acceptance of a new

programme:

"The Seventh Congress ..., (held in
1958 - F,B., MLOB) was unable to adopt &
progremne, .... Ihis task was solved by
the Eighth Congress {beld in 1961 - P.B.,
MLCB)

(5. Wosaka: "For an Independent, Demo-

cratic Japan,” in: "World Marxist
Review!, Februery 1962: p.14).

b) In the service of Japenese "national®
monopoly capital,

As long ago as 1952 Stalin drew attention
to the inevitability thet the defemted
Jepanese imperjalists would eventually
(1like their counterperts in Europe, the .
West German jmperialists) endeavour to
break free from the domination of US
imperialism in order to strike out on an
independent course in their own interests:

"Let us pass to the major vanquished
countries, Germany (Western) and Japan,
These countries are now languishing in
misery under the jackboot of American
imperialism, Their industry and agri-
culture, their trade, their foreign and
home policies, and their whole life are
fettered by the American occupation
'regime', Yet only yesterday these
countries were great iniperialist powers
and were shaking the foundations of the
domination of Britein, the USA and
France in Europe &nd Asia. To think
that these countries will not try to
get on their feet again, will not try
to smash the US 'regime', and force
their way to independent development,
is to believe in miracles.”

(J.V, Stalin: "Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR"; Moscow; 1952;
p.38-39).

As a result of the uneven development of
cepitelism, by the beginning of the 1960s
the economic end military strength of
Japanese jmperialism was increasing’
rapidly, while that of US imperialism was
elready declining, By 1964 Jepanese
capital investment abroad, most of it
directed towards South-East Asia, had
reached more then 2,000 million dollars,
and Japen had more than 270,000 men in
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the ermed forces and a largs elite officer
corps capable of rapidly training & much

larger forze,

By the 19805, therefore, Favowrable
conditicns were beginning %o dsvelop For the

«apansse iwperialiste to begin serious

preparstions o bresk free from the domina-

tion of ihe USA, Today, indeed, the Jepenese
imperisliete fesl themselves sirong smough
1o resiste important US damands, For
example, when the US delagation to the US-
Capan Jomaiittee on Trade end Economic
Affeirs pressnted demands to *he Committes
£t its meeting in Tokyo in July, 1969, that
Japan sheuld 1ift its import restrictions
on 120 U§ ezport lines sad zrant more
favourable conditions for the sale of US
cars in Japan aud for US investument in the
Japarnese car industry, whils at the same
time limiting Japansse textils exports to
the Tuited States, the Japanese Minister of
Foreign Trade, Ohire, firmly rejected the
US demands. And at the Japanese-American
Assembly held in Skimoda in September 1969,
Yasuhiro Nekasone - & prominent member of
Jepan's ruling Liberal Democrat Party -
demanded that the Japan-US Security Treaty
be annulled, and Okinawa returned to Japen,
rot later than 1975,

By the 1560s, too, the Jepanese imperizlists
had begun to meke their cwn preparstions for
*he building of alliances in South-East
Asie. Such was the "Basic Treaty" concluded
in 1965 between Jepan end South Korea,
intended to pave the way for the use of
South Koree 28 a springbcerd for Japsnese
aggression on %o the Asian continent. Such,
too, are the plans amnounced by the Sato
government for the establishment of a
“popmon market® to inciude South Kcres and
Taiwan, and e "yen monetary area" to

inciude Melaysia, Thailand end tke
Philippines.

When the Japanese revisionis:ts adopted
their new progremme at the Eighth Congress
of the Communist Party of Japan in 1961,
they recognised the new situation that wes
begirning to develop.

The zituation in the couniry is defined
by the programme as follows: ,...
'Although Japan is a highly developed
capitalist country, she has become a
ssmi-colonial appendage to US
imperialism', ...

Tha pceitions of the Japanese momopoly
bourgeoisie have beer strengthened
somewaat both at home and abroad, snd
this fact has sggraveted the contra-
dictions between the US and the Japanese
monopolies, particularly in the sphere
of foreign trade esnd Jjepan's economic
development,”

(S, Nosaka: "For an Independent, Demo-
cratic Japer" in: "Werld Marxist
Revisw®, Februavy 1962; p.14, 15).

In their asw prograuns, therefore, ths
Japaness raevizioniata adopted policiss
having the affect of placing the Jommunist
Perty of Japan st the sexvies of the
Japaness "naticnel” @onopoly scaniislists -

i.e., of that section of the Japanese
monopoly cepitelist class which, in its
own imperiaiist interesits, wishes, and is
preparing, to breask free from the fetters
impesed by US imperiatism,

"The task devoiving on our Party ‘and the
working class in this situation is to
broaden the joint struggle of the work-
ing people and other democratic forces,
to preserve the united front and to
devslop it-into a united national
democratic front against the domination
of Americen imperialism ..., regarding
the joint struggle against the 'security
treaty’ as the main task.™

(S, Nosaka: ibid.; p.1i6).

The new programmwe of the Japenese revision-
ists does not, of course, call uf:on the
working pecpie ofi Japan to prepere far the
violent, revolutionary overthrow of the
rule of monopoly capitel. Its aim is to
secure the election of a "coalition
government" which will reprasent the
interests of the "pairiotic moncpoly
capitalists" who wish to break free from
US domination.

"The Communist Party cails on the
paople 1o fignt during the forthcoming
electicns, and through mass action, for
the formaetion of e 'democratic
coalition government which will oppose
the security treaty'".

(S, Tanaka: “"The Japsnese People Strike
2 Blow at Americen Policy", in: "World
Merxist Review', Bugust 1960; p.34).

This change of government is described as

"g democratic revolution"

(S. Noseks: "For an Independent, Demo-
cratic_Japan” in: "World Marxist Review"
February 1562; p.15),

since the "patriotic meonopoly capitelists"
are expected to be so grateful to the
Japanese workimg people for their
assistance in ousting the "ireacherous
monopoly capitelists" from office that
they. will collaborate, through the
"united national democratic fromt" in
establishing

"genuine independence and democracy”,
(S. Wosaka: ibid.; p.15)

under which a “peaceful transition to
socialism® may he brought ebout.

“Thus from a revolution with the

ogbjective of achieving independence and
demceracy, it will inevitably and
steadily develop inte e socialiat

revolution."
(S. Nosakas ibid.; p.16).

The lesdsrs of the Japanese Communist Party .
have not changed the fundementals of their
revisionist policy since the 1940s, Then,
howevsir, it was U5 imperialism which would
bring “genuine democracy" to Japan; now it
is the Japamess "pairictic monopoly
capiialists.”

But - the revisinnist concept of "peace-
Tul teansition to socialism" epart - the

whole concept of & "nationel fromi" in an
igperialist country such as Japan is wholly
foreign to Marxism-Leninism. In e colonial-

type country dominated by imperialism it is,

of course, correct for Marzist-Leninists to
strive to builé & national democratic front

of all the forces interested in netionel
liberation - ineluding, if possible, the
naticnal bourgeoisie - under the leadership of
the working class, Bub in an imperialist

country which is in coniradiction with emother
imperialist state ~ whether that contradiction

take the form of rivalry, war or domination
by the latter — ihe slogan of "natiomel

independence” is one whick servss, not the
interests of %he working class but those of

'one's own' imperialjsts. The task of Merxist-

Leninists of an ia}::erialiat country in such a

situation is to take sdwantage of these inter-

imperialist contradictions in order tc advance
the positicn of the working class, not to
assist one nationsl group of imperialists
against another, In celling for "a national
front" to struggle for "national independence"
the Japenese revisionisis have sunk to a
position of guiright chauvinism equivelent to
that of the “socialisis" of the Second
International, who betrayed the working
classes of the imperialist coumtries in the
inter-imperialist war of 1914-18 under the
slogan "Defence of the Fatherland("

INDONESIAN REVISIONISM

In the service of Indonegien national
capital,

The leadership of the Indomesian Communist

Party characterised Indonesia after "independ-

ence" 53 & semi-colonjal state in which
political power was in the hands of the
comprador capivalists (i.e., that section of
the cepitalist claas closely linked with and
dependent upon foreign imperialism) and the
landlorde — thet iz, as a state in which the
national-democratic revolution had mot been

e

completed,

%In Indonesia, political power was in the
hands of compradors and landlords who
represented the interests of imperislism
and the vestiges of feudalism."
(Self-criticiem of the Politicsl Bureau
of the Central Committee of the Communist
Perty of Indonesia, September 1966, in:
"peking Revie¥", July 21st, 1967; p.18).

*The tesk of national liberation is far
from being completed. Economically
Indonesia is not yet fully independent
and, in essence, is still a semi-colony."
(D, N.Aidit: "For National Unity", in:
"Worid Marzist Review', February 1960;
0.22).

It held that the revolutionary forces of
the uncompleted Indonesian nationel-
demoeratic ravolution consisted of the
working class, the peasentry, the urben
petty bourgeoisie and the nationmal
bourgesisie. For exsaple, the Seventh
National {Extraordinery) Congress of the
Perty held in April 1962

"described the period between the iwo
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last congresses as ome of fierce strugcle
between the workers, peasants, 'i:he petty
urban bourgeoisie, intellectuals and the

naticnal bourgeoisie on the one hand, and
the imperialists, landewners, compradors

and bureaucratic capital, on the other.,"
(R. Yunus: "Party Congresses: Indonesia",
in: "World Marxist Review", Lugust 1962;

p.64),

. The policy of the Party was thus to form a
"revolutionary united front" composed of the
above revclutionary classes for the purpose,
first, of completing the national-democratic
revolution, In theory, this revolutionary
united front was to be led by the working

class, but instead of mobilising the working
class to struggle against the national
capitelist class to establish its leading
role, the revisionist leadership of the
Party adopted a2 policy of "suppo;'t" of and
"assistance" to the national bourgeoisie,
that is, a policy in practice of tailing
behind the national bourgeoisie. As the
programme of”the Party emphasised:

"It is necessary to support and assist
the national industrialists."
(Programme of the Commmist Party of
Indenesia, cited in: "World Merxist
Review", November 1963; p.59).

The revisionist leaders of the Party stated
categorically:

"Far from combating it (i.e., national
cepitalism - P,B,, MLOB), we insist that
each govermment assist and protect
national industrialists and traders
against the competition of the big foreign
capitalists, The plight of the people of
Indonesia is caused not by the existence
of an excessive number of national
capitalists but, cn the contrary, along
with other reasons, by the small number of
national capitelists and the dominance of
foreign imperialists."

(D.N. 2idit, cited in: S,L.: "The Commun-
ist Party of Indonesia and the National
Capitalists”, in:"World Marxist Review",
November 1963; p.53).

"Greater activity by the national
industrialists would also provide more
jobs for the workers. ....

The Party orgenisations give every
support and zssistance to those organisa-
tions of national capitalists which truly
represent the interests of the national
capitalists generally, and of industrial-
ists in particular.”

(8.L.: "The Communist Party of Indonesia
and the National Capitalists", in: "World
Marxist Review", November 1963; p.59-60).

The policy of accepting, in practice, the
leadership of the national capitalist class
in the national-democratic revolution was
reflected in the recognition of Sukarmo, a
representative of the national bourgeoisie,
a8 "the leader of the Indonesian revolution",
whose "theoretical works" were required
reading for members of the Communist Party:

"The Party leadership went so far as to
accept without any struggle the recog-

nition of Sukarno as 'the great leader
of the revolution'!" )
(Self-criticism of the Political
Buresu of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Indonesia, September
1966, in: “Peicing Review", July 2lst,
1967; p.18).

"He who has not studied and understood
the works by the leading perscnalities
of the Indonesian Revolution, particul-
arly Sukérno'é books 'For an Indepen-
dent Indonesia' and 'Indonesiez Accuses!,
cannot become a conscicus revolutionary
in the conditions of today."

(D.F. Aidit: "Ideological Work in the
Commnist Party of Indonesia", in:
"World Harxist_ Review", July 1959;
p.27).

In short, the "revolutionary united front"

"was not a revolutionary united front,
because it was not led by the working
class, nor was it based on the allience
of the working class and the peasantry
under the leadership of the working
class.”

(Self-criticism of the Political
Bureau of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Indonesia, September
1966; in: "Peking Review", July 21st,
1967; p.18).

The revisionist leadership of the Communist
Party of Indonesia presented the state in
Indonesia, not as the machinery of rule of
the oppressing classes, but as one of

dual power - & "state" in which the
progressive classes favouring the comple-
tion of the national-democratic revolution
shared power with the reactionary classes
opposed to this. And because Sukarno, a
representative of the national bourgeoisie,
held the post of President, while other
netionalists (and, after August 1964, a
communist) held cabinet posts, it was

held that "the people's aspect" of the
state had become the dominent aspect:

"The climax of the deviation from
Marxist-Leninist teaching on the state
committed by the Party leadership was
the formulation of the 'theory of the
two aspects' in the state power of the
Republic of Indonesia.

The 'two-aspect theory' viewed the
state and the state power in the
folloving way:

'The state power of the Republic,
viewed as contradiction, is a contra-
diction between two opposing aspects.
The first aspect is the aspect which
represents the interests of the
people (manifested by the progres-
sive stands and policies of
President Sukarno that are supported
by the C.P.I. and other groups of
the people). The second aspect is

the aspect that represents the
enemies of the people (manifested by
the stands and policies of the Right-
wing forces and die-hards). The
people's aspect has now become the

wain aspect end taxes the leading role

in the state power of the Republic.'

The 'twc-espect’ theory is an opportunist
o revisionist deviation, because it
denies the Marxist-Lenirnist teaching that
'“ne state is an crgan of the rule of a
definite zlass whickh caanot te rsconciled
with its antipode (the cless opposite to
i)', I is unthinkable tkat the Republic
of Indonesia can be jointly ruled by the
pcople and the ememies of the people.”
(5s3f-criticism of the Pclitical Bureau
o~ the Central Committ=e of the Communist
Party of Indonesia, 1bid,; p.17).

The revisionist leeders of the Commumist
Party of Indonesie presented the reactionery
officer caste of the armed ferces of the

statz as "revolutionary demccrats":

"lgvolutionary tradition is strong among
tue officers and non-commissioned
officers and other ranks of Indenesia's
arzed forces, so that it is not easy to
entice them into betraying the Republic
and democracy."

(0.N,4idit: "For National Unity", in:
"World Marxist Review!, Febraary 1960;
£.21).

In conjunction with their "two-aspect
theory" of the state, ihe revisionist
leaders of the Communist Party of Indonesia
presented the prespect of the victory of the
pational-democratic revolution by means of
a peaceful "shifting of the internal
balence of forces® within the state, to be
followed by an equally peaceful further
shifting of this balance of forces to bring
about the socialist revolution:

"The struggle for democracy is also a
struggle for removing from the state
epparatus those elements who are anti-
democratic."

(Rewang: "From the Experience of the
Communist Party of Indonesia®, in:
"World Marxist Review", August 1963;
Fo59).

"The Fourth Plenary Session of the
Central Committee ..;., uncritically
spproved a report which supported the
lines of the 20th Congress of the CPSU,
end adopted the line of ‘achieving
gocialism peacefully through parliamen-
tary means'. .... This 'peaceful road',
cne of the characteristics of modern
revigionism, was further reaffirmed in
the Sixth National Corgress of the CPI

ssem

This revisionist line was further
enphasised in the Seventh (Extreordinary)
National Congress of the OPI (in 1962 -
FB, MLOB) and vas never corrected., ....

The CPI gradually got bogged down in
parliamentary anc other forms of legal
struggle. The Party leadership even
considered this to be the main form of
struggle to achieve the strategic aim
of the Indonesian revcluiion, ...

Tn practice, the Party leadership did
not prepare the whole ranks of the Party,
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the working class and the masses of the
people to face the possibility of a non-
peaceful road, .... ’

The Party leadership declared that the

'two-sspect theory' was completely different

irom the 'theory of structursl reform' of
the leadership of the revisionist Itelian
Communist Party. However, the fact is,
theoretically or on the basis of practical
realities, there is no difference between
the two 'thecries', Both have for their
starting point the 'peaceful road' to

socialism. Both dream of a gradual change in

tae internsl balance of forces in the state
power, Both reject the rosd of revolutien
and both are revisionist in character."”
(Self-criticism of the Political Bureau of

the Central Committee of the Commmist Party

of Indomesie; ibid.; p.14, 15, 16, 17).

That the “socialist revolution" in Indonesia
could be peaceful was, according to the revis-
ionist leaders of the Compunist Party of .
Indonesia, because the great majority of the
national capitalists would cooperate in the
‘building of socialism, so that this socialist
cons*ruction could be carried through by the
continuing united front between the working
class and the national bourgeoisie:

"We will fight upsparingly for this goal
(¢.e., of preserving the united front
between the working class and the national

' bourgeoisie - P.B,, MLOB) because the

possibility of establishing a strong united
front with the national bourgeoisie before
the working class comes to power means that

conditions will be created for the continpa-

tion of this front after the victory of the
national revolution, for the seke of the
political, economic and cultural advance of
our people."

(M, Lukman: "A Correct Party Policy
Guarantees a Strong United Front", in:
"World Marxist Review", August 1959; p.83).

In short, the revisionist leadership of the
Communist Party of Indonesia converted the

party into a loose political orgenisation with

a very large membership; an organisation
impregnated with bourgeois ideas, which put

forward, under the false cloak of "Marxism-

Leninien® e policy which served the interests

of the Indonesien national capitalist class.
Membership of the Party had in 1963 reached a

total of

"more than two and a helf million members

as compared to a membership of less than
10,000 -- .... shout ten years ago."

(H.Junus: "Four-Year Plan of the Communist

Party 6f Indonesie", in: "World Marxist
Review", December 1963; p.53).

"The line of liberalism in the orgamisation-
a' field menifested itself in the tendency

.to meke the CPI a party with as large a
membership as possible, a party with a
loose organisation, which was called a
maas Party."

(Self-criticism of the Political Bureau of

the Communist Party of Indomesia; ibid.;
p.19).

"The penetration of bourgeois ideology

developed along two chamnels, through
contacts with the national bourgecisie
vhen the Party esteblished a united
front with them, and through the
bourgeoisification of Pariy cadres,
especially the leadership, after the
Party obtained certain positions in
goverrmental end seni—gbverhmental
institutions.”

(ibid.; p.14).

"The policy of the Communist Perty is
esco 8id and support for the national
employers with a view to building and
developing a national industry and
trade as a foundation for a free
national economy."

(M, lLulman: cited in: S.L.: "The
Communist Party and the National
Capitalists", in: "World Marxist
Review", November 1963; p,59).

The betrayal of Marzist-Leninist prin-
ciples by the revisionist leadership of
the Copmunist Party of Indomesia, their
concept of "a peaceful road 1o socialism"

within the framework of e "national
front" with the capitellst class, theéir

failure to prepare the Party and the
working class even for self-defence

against the forces of reaction -- all
this led directly to the messacre of
hundreds of thousands of honest Commun-

ists end progressives in the bloody

counter-revolutionary onslaught of 1%2;

66, to the defeat of the Indonesian

" national-democratic revolution by the

forces of the imperialists and their
landlord and comprador cepitalist allies

_within the country, end to the establish—

ment of

“the military dictatorship of the
right-wing army generals led by
Nasution—Suharto, .... the rule by the
most reactionary classes in the
country; namely, the comprador-
bourgeoisie, the bureaucrat-capitalists
and the landlords."

(Self-criticism of the Political
Bureau of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Indonesia; ibid.;
p.21). ’

VIETNAMESE REVISIONISM

In the service of Vietnamese national
capital

The Democratic Republic of Vietnam was
formally esteblished in September 1945
following the victory of the Vieinamese
national-democratic revolution against
imperialism - & victory which has as yet
been consolidated only in the northern
half of the country. The Vietnamese
national-democratic revolution was
carried out by an alliance of classes,
including the nationsl capitalist class,
which took the organisationel fora of a
"national united front" under the leader-
ship of the Indochinese Communist Party:

"OQur Party guided the workers and

&
peasants to establish a national united

front with the bourgeoisie,”

(Le Duan: "Leninism and Vietnan's Revolu-
tion", in: "On the Socialist Revolution in
Vietnam", Volume 1; Hanoi; 1965; p.34).

Thus, according to the Vietnamese leadership,
state pover in the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam is held by this national alliance of
classes, emong which the national capitalist
class has, for the first time in its exist-
ence, been brought into the foreground:

"In the political sphere the national
bourgeoisie have definite rights and their
place in the Patriotic Front. ,...

In the past the colonial status-always
precluded the nationael bourgeoisie from
being an important class force. The imper-
ialists and the feudal lords retarded
their development and relegated them to the
background.”

(Ho Chi Min: "Thirty Years of the Working
People's Party of Vietnam", in: "World
Marxist Review", February 1960; p.58).

Two months after the establishment of the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam in November
1945, the revisionist leaders of the Indo-

' chinese Communist Party dissolved the party -

s0 that no national capitalist or imperialist
might, as a result of "misunderstending”,
fear that it was really their intention to
work for a socialist society. 4s the commun-
ique announcing the dissolution put it, this
aetion was taken

"o destroy all misunderstandings, domestic
and foreign, which cen hinder the libere-
tion of our country."

{Communique of Indochinese Communist Party,
November 1Ith, 1945).

Six years later, in February 1951, a new
"Marxist-Leninist" party was established by
the revisionists of the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam, According to its comstitution:

"The basis of the Vietnam Workers' Party
and its guiding line in all fields of its
activities is the doctrine of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Mao Tse-tung, adapted to the
realities of the Vietnamese revolution"..
(Preamble to the Comstitution of the
Vietnamese Workers' Party; Hamoi; 1951).

The omission of the name of Stalin in this
context — in 1951, two years before his death
and five years before the 20th Congress of the
CPSU - is not without significance.

Under the 1960 Gonstitution of the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam:

"The state by law protects the rights of
national capitalists to own means of
production and other capitel."
("Constitution of the Democratic Republic
of Vietnam", Article 16 ),

However, despite this constitutional protec-
tion of the property rights of the pational
capitalists,

"The Democratic Republic of Vietnam is
advencing step by step from people's
democracy to socialism by developing and
transforming the country along socialist
lines." (Ibid.; Article 9), :
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and by 1962 the leaders of the Vietnam

Workers' Party were holding that "in the main"

this "socialist transformation” had been
completed:

"Now, as regards the means of production,
gsocialist trensformation has been
completed in the main,"

{Le Duan: "For a Radical Change in
Ideological Work", in: "On the Socialist
Revolution in Vietnam", Vol. 3; Hanoij
1967; p.20).

Purthermore, according to the Vietnamese
revisionists, the Party's aim of a "smooth”
and "peaceful" transition to "socialism" had
been accomplished by reason of the fact that
the Vietnamese national capitaliste had been

ready to advance to "socialisp" and had

remoulded themselves into workers:

“Ag for our country, the socialist revolu-
tion is difficult and complex but not
violent".

(Le Duan: "Enthusiastically to March Forward

to Fulfil the First Five Year Plan", in:
ibid,; Vol, 2; Hanoi; 1965; p.181).

"Another task of major importance is the

peaceful remoulding of the national

bourgeoisie along socialist lines.”
(Ho Chi Minh: "Thirty Years of the Working

People's Party of Vietnam", in: "World
Marxist Review", February 1960; p.58).

"In North Vietnam .... we stand for peace-

ful trensformation of the bourgeoisie. This

differs from vhat wes done in the Soviet

Union, where proletarian dictatorship hed
to resort to ruthless repression o smash
the bourgeoisie as a class. ....

Progressive slements among them agree 1o,
snd support, the march forward (to
socialism - P.B., MLOB)",

(Le Duan: "We Must Foster New Thoughts to
Build Up Socialism", in: "On the Socialist
Revolution in Vietnam", Vol. 3; Hanoi;
p-65, 106).

"In our country ..., owitg to the fact that

the national bourgeoieie .... are now

willing to accept socialist transformationm,
v..o through peaceful transformation we turn

step by step the capitelist economy into a
socialist one, and the capitalists into
labouring people, thereby making their

interests and aspirations after transforme-
tion gradueliy become one with those of the

lebouring people.”

(Le Duen: "The Tasks of Sccialist Revolu-
tion in North Vietnam", in: ibid.; Vol.3;
Hanoi; 1967; p.172).

“The national bourgeois willingly transform

themselves and gradually join the toilers'
ranks,

In socialist revolution the unified front
includes the toiling classes and the self-
transformed national bourgeois."

{Le -Duan; "Revolution is the Work of the
Masses", in: ibid.; Vol. 1; Hanoi; 1965;
p.102).

The strange, lemming-like behaviour of the
Vietnamese capitalists who show such enthus-
{aem to "end" their exploitation of the

working class and remculd themselves into
ngocialists" bevomss somevhat smsier to
understand when the Vietramese revisionists
explair that by the terw “socieiisn" they
mean, in fact, stats caplitalize operated
through the medius of “goint state-private
enterprises’': =g < » a

"Fhe staie encuinages and guides the
national capitaligts in feliowing the
path of socialist transfurmation through
the form 3f Jjoin%t stetg.private enter-
prises."

{Constitution of “he Twmceratic Republic
of Vistnsm, 1¥60, Avitels i€),

"Socidliat 4rapsfrrzatica iz vimed at
turning capitelist yreduction relations
into socialist prodiztion relations
under the form of joint state-private
exploitation,"

(Le Duan: "Socieliat Industrialisetion,
the Common Cause of the Entire Pecple",
in: "On the Socialist Revolution in
Vietnss®, Vol. 2; Hemci; 1965; p.15).

"The forces of the national bourgecisie
wooo are willing-%o accept socialist
transformstion, therefere our Pa.rf.y‘s
policy is pescefuliy to trensform
capitalist ownership into socielist
ownership, through State capitslise.”
(Le Duen: "Lerinism and Vietnaa's
Revolution", n: 3bid,; Vol,i; Hamoi;

1965; p.39).

Within the framework of these joint state-
private enterprises, in other words, the
Vietnamese cepitalist class ie- able to
continue — and expand - its exploitation
of the working clase and is assisted in

: this process by the centralised accumula-

tion and investment of capital through
the state. Or, as the Vietnamese revision-

" 1sts put it:

"Concerning joint State-private
enterprisss, though they appear to
yield some interests to private owners,
they practically belong to the system
of socialist econcmy."

(Le Duan: "We Must Foster New Thoughts
to Build Up Séc¢lelise™, in: ibid.;

Vol. 3; Henoi; 1967; p.64).

KOREAN REVISIONISM

In the service of Korean nationmal capital.

North Korse was liberated from Japanese
imperialism by the Scviet army in 1945,
and the Democratic Psople's Republic of
Kores was procisimed in September 1948,
after which the Soviet trocps withdrew in
December:

"The ennihilaticn of Japensse imperial-
ism by the great Soviet Army in the
Second World War opensd for the Korean
people the way to a free democratic
development.”

(Kim T1 Sung: Report of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of
Korea to the Third Congress, in:
“Third Congress of the Workers" Party

. :of Korea: Documents and Haterialsg";
Pyongyang: 19563 p.15).

The Workers' Perty of Korea wea formed
in 1946 by the fusion of tne Communist
Party of Korea (rs-gsieblished after
liberatior in 1945 after having ceased
to exist since 1928) and the New
Demorratic Party (the "liberal®™ party
of the Koresn nationel capitelist

class):

“The Communis’t Party of Korsa which
was fournded in 1925 ... could not
meintain i%e renks szy longer and
ot last in 1928 it ceased to exist
es en orgenised forcs. s...

In our country a party of the work-
ing eclass could not be maintained
before the liberation, and therefore
we lacked militant traditions of
the Party. coc.

In October 1945 we formed the
North Korean Organising Ccmmittee
of the Communist Party of Korea in
North Kores where the Soviet troops
were stationed. ....

Later, in keeping with the develop-
ment of our revolution, the Commun-
ist Party and the Few Democratic
Party were merged into a zass
political party, which was named
the Workers' Party. co..

The Party put forward & proposal to
found the Werkers' Party as a
measure for uniting broad, petriot-
ic, democratic forcea."

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.89, 103,

9111 97) e

Although the Comstitution of the
Workers' Party of Korea claims that it
is "guided in its activities by the
theory of Marxism-Leninism", the Party
is deseribed as a non-class political
organisation which represents the
interests of the-‘entire Korean nation:

"The Workers' Party of Kores
represents the intereats of the
Korean nation and the Korean
people. ...o

The Workers®' Party of Korea is
guided in its activities by the
theory of Marxism-Leninism".
{Rules of the Workers' Pariy of
Eorea, in: ibid.; p. 387).

"Our Party 1s not a party vwhich
champions exclusively the interasts
of one cless or ome social stratum,
but a party which chempions the
interests of the Korean nation."
(Pak Jung Ai: Report on the Revis-
ion of the Rules of the Workers'
Party of Korea, in: ibid.; p.362).

The liquidation of the Party as the
vanguard of the working class was
strongly opposed by Korean Marxist-
Leninists, characterised by Kim I1
Sung, the revisionist leader of the
Workers' Party of Korea, as "Stelinist
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secterians":

"The ssctarien elements .... idolised a
particular. individual, overestimating his
role rated his wisdom higher than that of
thé collective body of the masses, and
followed hin so blindly that they became
unable to discern his errors, even took
them for merits."

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.103-4),

The policy of the Korean Party was to esteblish
a "people's democratic dictatorship”, a state

based on a united front of all "patriotic"
classes and their parties — that is, including
the national capitalist class but excluding
the allies of imperialism, the comprador-
capitalist and landlord classes:

"The Party formed extensive mass organisa—
tions and strengthened in every way solid-

arity with the progressive friendly parties.

It set up the North EKorean People's
Committee on the basis of a broad united
front. ....

The North Korean Provisional Pecple's
Committee, as a people's regime based on a
united democratic national front which

rallied broad anti-imperialist, anti-feudal

democratic forces of the country ....
performed the functions of e peo‘ple‘s
democratic dictatorship."

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.91, 16-17).

"The people's regime is a regime that
exercises dictatorship so far as the

reactionary pro-Americans, other underlings

of imperialists and national traitors as
well as the landowners and compradors who

are trying to implant the imperialist force

are concerned, and exercises democracy as
far as the people are concerned."

(Kim Doo Bong: Speech at Third Congress of
the Workers' Party of Korea, in: ibid.;
p.143).

"It is possible for all political parties,
factions, social organisations and all

patriotic persons of our country, even

though of different politicael views, to sit

around one table to settle the fate of our
country."

(Choi Yong Kun: Speech at 3rd Congress of
the Workers' Party of Korea, in: ibid.;
P.224-5),

"The general politicel line and the

practical activities of our Party at present

in North Korea are to establish a unified

democratic power in our country on the basis

of a broad coalition with all politicel
parties and social organisations and to
turn North Korea into a mighty democratic
base,"

(Ki:m I1 Sung: Report to the 3rd Enlarged
Meeting of the North Korea Organising
Committee of the Communist Party of Korea,
1945, cited by: Choy Yung Kun: ibid,; p.
223).

The "pecople's democratic dictatorship"
proceeded to naticnalise the factories, banks,
commumnications enterprises; etc., owned by the

stete:

"The indusiriel en’erprises which were
in the hands of the Japanese imperialists
and national traitors and which are the
major lifeline in the econowic 1ife of
our country heve been nationalised,"

(Kim I1 Sung: Report t¢ the Inaugural
Congress of the Workera' Perty of Kores,
1946, in: "Selected Werks", Vol, 1;
Pyongyang; 1954; p.226).,

_This state sector of the economy came to be
called by the revisionist leaders of the
Workers' Party of Korea, the "socialist
gector”:

"As a result of the nationalisation of
industries, transpor:, communicebions,
banks, etc., which had belonged to the
Jepaness imperialists and comprador
capitalists, tHe socialist state sector
became predominant in the national
economy.,”™

(Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of Korea
to the Fourth Congress, in: "Documents
of the Fourth Congress of the Workers'

Party of Korea"; Pyongyang; 1961; p.12).

During this period, i.e,, before 1953, the
"private enterprise™ of the national
capitalists was not altered in forms

"Since the enforcement of the various
democratic reforms of historic signif-
icance in the northern half of the
Republic, there heve been in the economy
of our country three basic forms - the
socialist economic form consisting of
state and cooperative economies; the
economic form of 'small commodity prod-
uction consisting of individual farming
in the countryside and private handi-
craft in towns; end the capitalist °
economic form comprising private
capitalist commerse and industry in
towns and the farming of the rich
peasents in the countryside."

(Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of
Korea to the Third Congress, in: "Third
Congress of the Workers' Party of
Korea: Documents and Materials"; Pyong-
yeng; 1956; p.41-42).

"The nationalisation of industry in the
northern half of the Republic ,... did
not deny capital in general.”

(Choi Chang Ix: Speech at the Third
Congress of the Workers' Party of Korea,
in: ibid.; p.240).

In 1953, however, the Workers' Party of
Korea put ferward the programme of
"gocialist transformation” of North Korea:

Japanese imperialists and the comprador
capitalists, thus placing the "commanding

heights" of the economy in the hands of the

"With the successf¢l carrying out of
the enti-imperislist, enti-feudel
democratic revolution in the northern
part of our country after liberation,
North Korea gradually emberked on the
path of transition to socialism, and
gocialist tranaformation began elready
2% that time.”

(Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Central
Conmittee of the Workers' Party of

Korea to the Fourth Congress, in:
"Documents of the Fourth Congress of
the Workers' Party of Korea"; Pyongyeng;
1961; p.5).

According to the revisionist leadership
of the Workers' Party of Korea, this
Ygocialist transformation" had been com-
pleted by 1958:

"In the post-war years socialist trans-
formation of our agriculture, handi-
crafts, capitalist trade and industry
was undertaken on a full scale and in
1958 it was completed in all the domains
almost simultaneously."

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.5).

According to the revisionist leadership
of the Workers' Party of Korea, this
"socialist transformation" was carried
out smoothly and peacefully by "reinforc-
ing" the ruling nationel fromt, which
included the national cepitelist class:

"For a successful achievement of ....
the socialist construction in the
northern half of the Republic, ..a.

the Party should, first of all, rein-
force the work of the United Democratic
Fatherlend Front.

At the present stage, the United
Democratic Fatherland Front is a power-
ful political organisation which has
united the entire revolutionary forces

of ours. ...

The entire patriotic forces, led by
the working class and united under

the banner of the United Democratic
Fatherland Front .... , have an
essential role to play in the socialist

construction, ....

And we pust promote our solidarity with
the broad circles, i.e., members of
friendly parties, men of religion,
middle and petty traders and indust-
rialists, and those engaged in free
trades, etc., and sincerely render
political and economic assistance to
them."

(Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of
Korea to the Third Congress, in:
"Third Congress of the Workers' Party
of Korea: Documents and Materials";
Pyongyang; 1956; p.75-76).

"The Workers' Party of Koree success-
fully carries on the building of
socialism in the northern half of our
country by consolidating the people's
democratic system."

(Rules of the Workers' Party of
Korea, in: ibid.; p.388).

"Our people's powér as a powerful
weapon of the socialist revolution

end socialist construction has
_excellently carried out its functions."
(Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of
Korea to the Fourth Congress, in:

"Documents of the Fourth Congresa
of the Workers' Party of Korea";
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Pyongyang: 1961; p.47).

"The soclalist reorganisation of capitalist
trade and indusj;try, too, progressed rather
smoothly in our country,*

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid,; p.11),

This smooth transition to "socialism" came
about because the Korean national capitalists
supported "socialist transformation", those
in the occupied South being enthused by the
"free, happy life" of their counterparts in
the "socialist" North:

"The majority of enterprisers and merchants,
together with the entire people, ..., gave
support to the policies pursued by omr
Party and people's government in socialist
construction . .,..

Today, the groyth of the socialist forces
and the free, happy life of the paople
under the socialist syetem-in the North
exert a tremendous revolutionery influence
on all the patriotic forces, including
even the nationel bourgeoisie ..., in
South Korea,”

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.15-17).

In fact, the revisionist leaders of !the
Workers' Party of Korea themselves make it
clear that the system of state cepitalism
labelled by them as "socialism" was
necessary to the national capitalista for
their development:

"The capitalist tradesmen and industrisl-
ists found it impossible to restore their
ruined economy unless they relied on the

assistance of the state and the socialist
econony. ...,

Only when they were embraced in the
socialist system of economy could the
enterprisers and merchants improve their
position."

{Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.12-13).

The "aocialist traneformation® of the Korean
ngtional capltalists was accomplished by
their voluntarily joining “cooperatives":

"Our Perty mapped out the line of trans-
forming capitalist trade and industry
in varied forms of cooperative econcmy.
Realising that the line conformed with
their interests, .... the enterprisers
and tradesmen gave support to the Party
line of cooperativieation, Thus, the
socialist organisation of capitalist
trade and indusiry was brought to
completion in a brief space of time ...
in strict adherence to the voluntary
principle."” E

(Kim I1 Sung: 4bid.; p.13).

That "cooperativisation" should confora to
the interests of the Korean capitalists is
explained by the fact that these cooperatives
were of the "gemi-socialist form":

" Enterprisers were gredually embraced
in the cooperative economy and, in
particular, the semi-socialist form of
cooperative economy was broadly used."
(Rim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.13).

Thus, these spurious "cooperatives" conform-
ing to the interests of the mational

capitalists were of

"a semi-socialist economic form in

which private ownership of the means of

production remeins and the incomes are
shared in accordance with ,... the
megns of production pooled."

{Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of
Eorea to the Third Congress, in:
"Third Congress of the Workera' Party
of Korea : Documents and Materials";
Pyongyang; 1956; p.43).

Promoted in most cases to directorial
positions by reason of their “admin-
istrative experience" in private enter-
prise, the "cooperativised" capitalists
also received an income proportionate to
their capital ussets and received the
state assistance which they required:

"Thanks to ,,., the active help by
the state and the devoted labour of
the members, the economic foundation
of the producers' cooperatives hes
been speedily reinforced.”

(Kim I1 Sung: Report of the Ceptral
Committee of the Workers' Party of
Korsa to the Fourth Congress, in:
"Documents of the Fourth Congress of
the Workers' Party of Korea"; Pyong-
yang; 1961; p.14).

Nevertheless, say the revisionist leaders
of the Workers' Party of Korea, as a
result of this "cooperativisation", the
Korean capitalists are being ideologic-
ally remoulded into "socialist working

people":

"Joining the producers' cooperatives,
the enterprisers and traders ....
have been transformed into the
working people of a socialist type.
aees In this process, their ideo-
logical remoulding has also been
facilitated.”

(Kim I1 Sung: ibid.; p.13).

Thus, within the system of state capital-
ism in North Korea the "socialist"
capitalists of the Democratic People's

Republic of Kores continue - thanks to
the revisionist leadership of the

Workers' Party of Korea - to sxploit the
working class,

One of the most unconsciously humourous
statements ever made must surely be:

)

"In our country revisionism exerted
no big influence".

(Kim Chang Men, Vice-Chairman of the
Central Committee of the Workers'
Party of Korea: Speech at Fourth
Congress of the Workera' Party of
Korea, in: ibid.; p.311).

CUBAN REVISTONTSN

In the service of the allience
between US monopoly cepital and ihe

Cuban ¢ ador itelist end
landlord classes

In 1944 the Cuben Communiast Party

changed its name, for purely opportunist
reasons, to that of the "Populer Sociel-

ist Party";

®In 1944, with a view to drawing into
its ranks somes people from the trade
unions - an attempt which, however,
#d not produca results — it adopted
its present rame, Popular Socialist
Party.™

(B. Roca: "Eighth Congresss of the
Popular Socialist Party of Cuba", in:
TWorld Marxist Review", November 1960;
pe35)

From 1930 to 1944 and again from 1952 to
1959 Cuba lay under the military dictator~
ship of Batista. The Betiste regime
represented the interests of the US
imperialists and their allies within Cuba
- the comprador capitalist and lendlord
classes. During this period the revision-
iste in the leadership of the Populer
Socialist Party served the interests of
these ruling classes by opposing the
ermed struggle necessary to overthrow the

ropresggive regime:

"During the years of the tyranny, the
Party tried to ave#d violence: _
(Theses of the Executive Committee of
the Popular Socielist Party, in:
"World Marxist Review", April 1959;
p.69).

As a result of this betrayel by the
revisionist leedership of the Popular
Socialist Party, leadsrship of the
national-democratic revolution was left,
without any challenge from the working
class, in the hands of the petty-
bourgecis representetives of the national
bourgeoisie in the "Movement of July 26"
headed by Fidel Castro, 8 university
graduate, lawyer and son of a wealthy
planter:

vAlthough we had forseen and had
pointed to the need for armed
struggle, we had done practically
nothing to prepare for it. This was
our mistake. It is to the everlaeting
credit of Fidel Castro that he attend-’
ed precisely to this side of the
question,™

(B. Roca: Eighth National Congress of
the Popular Socialist Party of Cuba,
in: "World Marxist Review®, November
1960; p.36).

"The armed struggle was initiated by
the petty bourgeoisie, Working class
action could not be the decisive
factor owing to e number of circum-
stances."

‘(B. Roca:"The Cuban Revolution in
Action", in: "World Marxist Review",
August 1959; p.17).

"The petty bourgeoisie are in reality
dependent upon the bourgeoisie ....
and follow the bourgeolsie in their
way of thinking,"

(v.1.Lenin: "The Tasks of the Prol-
etariat in Our Revolution®, in:
"Salected Works", Vol.6; London;1946;

P. 49-50) .
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b) I the service of the sllisnce between .
Siviet neo-capital and Cuban national
cpital.

After the victory of the Cuban revolution in
1959 the revisionist leaders of the Popular
Soci:list Party characterised it correctly
as a national-democratic revolution which
had nlaced in power the Cuban national
capitalist class:

"(ur National Congress ..., defined the
Cuban revolution as a patriotic and
democratic, national-liberation and
agrarisn, a popular, progressive
revolution,”

(E. Roca: "Eighth National Congress of
tl.e Popular Socielist Party of fuba",in:
"orld Marxist Review", November 1960;
p.38).

"he driving forces of the revolution

ave the peasants, the working class and
tte urban petty and national bourgeoisie.”
(F, Roca: "The Cuban Revolution in
Action", in: "World Marxist Review",
August 1959; p.16).

"Fower has passed into the hands of the
'Movement of July 26' led by Fidel
Czetro .... with the nationel and petty
bourgeocisie playing the leading role."
(“heses of the Executive Committee of-
the Popular Socialist Party, in: "World
Merxist Review®, April 1959; p.68).

In this situation the revisionist leaders of
the Popular Socialist Party changed masters
end placed the party at the dispogal of the
victorious national capitalis¥ class,
gtriving to use what influence they hed :
among the working people to bring about the
"pat:onal unity" objectively needed by thet
class to resist the coming clashes with US
imperialism: 2 = ML

“The Party .... supports the new

ragime, .,..

The immediate task of the Party is o
preserve and strengthen the alliance of
all revolutionary and populer forces
represented by the working class, the
peasantry, the petty bourgeoisie and the
national bourgeoisie."

(Theses of the Executive Committee of
the Popular Socialist Party, in: ibid.;
p-69).

The -epresentatives of the Cuban national
capitalist class had little confidence in
their ability to build Cuba, in the exist-
ing world situstion, into an independent
capitalist state, They had fought to over-
throw the detested and corrupt Batista
dictatorship and for a greater share in

the sxploitation of the Cuban working
people, elong with the US imperialists and
their comprador and landowning allies
within the country. Following the fesigna,—
tior of Prime Minister Cardena, who was
oppcsed to Castro's schéme to reopen the
gamtling casinos for American .tou'rist_s and
wealthy Cupans, Castro took his place in
February 1959 and in April proceeded to the
Uni%ed States to assure the American

rmonopoly cepitalists that the new regime
was more than willing to continue Cuba's
statug as a semi-colony of US imperialism:

"Dr. Castro .... has stated repeatedly
that his movement is not Communist and

that if Cuba can obtain some degree of

prosperity Communism cennot grow
there, ....

He has put it that ..., Cuba's prob-
lems are such that in the view of many
experts substantial infusions of
foreign aid will be needed,”

("The Times", April 20th, 1959; p.8).

"Dr, Fidel Castro, Prime Minister of
Cuba, today went before the National
Press Club here to repeat the
assurances made 50 often during his
vieit to the capital that he means
nothing but friendship to the United
States, that there are no Communists
in his Government, that he has no
plans to expropriate eny foreign
holdings in Quba."

("The Times", April 21st, 1959; p,11).

But the US imperialists turned a cold and
hostile face to this Cuban upstart who
had had the affrontery to organise the
overthrow of one of their puppet regimes
almost within a stone's throw of Miemi,
Assured by their "experts" in the CIA that
a little pressure would bring the new
Cuban regime down in but a short time,
they embarked on a prograsme of economic
aggression and "emigré" raids, Faced with
the choice between taking control of the
vast property in Cuba of the US imperial-
ists and Cuben_comprador cepitalists or ;
permitting the complete sabotage of the
economy of the country, the Cuban govern-
ment reluctantly chose the former course:

"When the imperialist enterprises ...
threatened to cut off all our oil
supplies, introduction of control over
the oil refineries, state management
and, finally, the nationalisation of
these refineries became a matter of
life or death for the country. There
was no alternative, Either we had to
do this or surrender. ....

Iaperialist reprisals ..., followed
one after another. They evoked
retaliatory measures in the form of
speedy nationalisation of all the
US imperielist enterprises in Cuba.

eraw

As the-revolution developed, the
national bourgeoisie's (in Marxist-
Leninist terminology, the comprador
bourgeoisie's - PB, M.L.0.B.) multi-
farious economic links with the
imperialists end latifundists ceme to
light. coee

That meant taking prodplt measures
against them: going over from nat-
ionalisation of enterprises owned by
imperialist capital to the national-
isation of enterprises belonging to
national capitalists (in Marxist-
Leninist terminoclogy, comprador

capitelists - PB, M.L,0.B.)"

(B. Roca: "New Stage in the Cuban Revolu-
tion", in: "World Marxzigt Review",
October 1961; p.4-5).

After having been forced to undertake the
nationelisation of the enterprises belonging
to US imperialists and Cuban comprador
cepitelists, the Cuban govermment found that
the state now owned "the main levers of the
eCconomy":

"Since the US imperialists owned vast
property in Cube, its nationalisation pre-
determined the subsequent course of
economic development. ....

The nationalisation placed the main levers
of the economy, formerly held by the US
imperislists, in the hends of the revolu-
tionary stete. This process was completed
in the main by August 1960, ...

The law en the natiomalisation of private
enterpriges owned by Cuban caepitalists
(thet is, comprador capitalists - PB,
M.L.0.B,) was edopted in October 1960
and the remaining Forth American indus-
trisl and trading enterprises were
nationalised at the same time."

(B. Roca: ibid.; p.6).

At the same time, the government mede it
clear thet it had no intention of national-
ising the enterprises owned by the Cuban
national capitalists:

"pnother question of great import in this
process is thet of maintaining contact
with the still remaining private-
capitalist sector. ....

The procedure which we used in uproot~
ing US imperialist domination, lati-
fundism end big parasitic capital cennot
be applied in extirpating the survivals
of capitalism.”

(B. Roca: ibid.; p.7).

Despite certain social advances brought by
the victory of the national-democratic
revolution, for the workers the results of
the nationalisetion measures (as in all
cages of nationalisation by a state
controlled by the capitalist class) merely
exchanged one set of exploiters for
another — and, if they were employed in
the continuing private sector, not even
that. As a result, a certain leck of
enthusiasm, & certain uneasiness, a
certain mood of questioning, was very
apparent among the working people of Cuba
by the spring of 1961 - precisely at &
time when Cuba was threatened with actual
invasion organised by US imperialism and
the ruling class of national cepitalists
desperately needed militent unity around
their government.

In this situation the ideoclogy of revis-
jonism ceme to the gid of the Cuban

netional capitalists, They had been com-
pelled to undertake substantial measures
of nationalisation. Were not revisionists
all over the world calling such measures
"the construction of socislisn" and win-

. ning thereby considersble popularity?
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And so, on April 16th 1961 tke Cubsn capital-
ists authorised Castiro - surzly one of the most
voluble demagogues eny country has produced -
to proclaim thei the Cuban revolution had been,
was or would be "a socislist revoluhion':

"Cn April 16th the revoiution in Cuba wes
officially proclaimed & socialist revolu-
tion, The declaration was made at a drematic
moment vhen we were preparing for & hard and
decisive egtruggle against the combined US
imperialists and counter-revolutionary
forces, ...

The enthusiasm with which these words were
met defies description. ...

For a long time the people had been asking
for a categoricel statement cconcerning the
aims and cheracter of the revoluticn. ....

The absence of a clear-cut definition of
aims created not a few difficulties.”

(B. Roca: "New Stags in the Cuban Revolu-
tion", in: "World Marxist Review", October
1961; p.2). .

The leaders of the Cuban capitalist class were
nothing if not well-read, and they knew that a '
socialist revolution required things called
"Marxism-leninism" and "a Marxist-Leninist

Part

And so, ir December 1961, Castiro dsclared that
he was "a Merxist-Leninist and will be one till
the day I die". He said that he had hitherio
hidden his belief in Communism from the Cuban
people because "otherwise we might have alien-
ated the bourgeocisie",

(F.Castro: Speech of December 2nd, 19€1).

"When the new siats turned to the job of
building Soecialism, ..., the leaders of the
revolution ..., were faced with the impera-
tive need for a party of a new kind, a
Marxist-Leniniet party, whose ranks would
unite revolutioraries dedicated tc socizlism”,
(Hernen Barrera: "Building the United Party
of the Socialist Revolution in Cuba", in:
"World Marxist Review", December 1963:p.55).

Some years earlier, in offering their services
to the victorious national capitalist class,
the revisionist leaders of the Popular Socialist

Party had made it clear that they stcod for
“the peaceful iransitian to.socialism", that
is, that the "socialiem" for which they stood
7as iperely a word and no threat to the

capitalista

"The Popular Socialist Party ..., eims at
achieving i%s lofty liberation goals end
socialist future without another civil war”,
{Theses uf the Executive Committee of the
Popular Sccialist Party, in:"World Marxist
Review", April 1959; p.69).

But the capitalist class nseded a "Marxist—
Leninist Party® that was more securely under
its contrel then the Populer Socialist Party.

- And 80 in 1962-3 the revisionist leaders of

the Popular Socialist Party obediently liquid-
eted the periy dissolving it along with the
'Movement of July 26' (the party of the national
capitalists) and the "Revolutionary Directorate"
(a government-appointed committee) into the
"United Party of the Sosislist Revolution™
headed by Castro and the leaders of the national
bourgeoisie. In 1965 the manoeuvre was completed
by the changing of the name to that of the

"Communist Party of Cuba".

But, despite their "socialist revolution" the
Cuban bourgeoisie hed no more confidence in
their ability to develop an independent capita-
iist economy in their country than vhen, in
1959, Castro had gome to Washington cap‘in hand
Yo try to resell his country to the US imperial-
ists. Spurned in Washington and preparing to don
the clogk of "Marxism-Leniniss", Castro turned
to Moscow, In February 1960 the Soviet revis-
ionist leader Mikoyan visited Cuba and the Cuban

" government willing accepted the role of admin-

istering a Soviei nso-colony. In the next two
and & half yeers (according to the Cuban paper
HOY in November 1962) the Cuban government
received more than £303 willion in Soviet
"aid", The other side of the picture is shown,
for example, by the agreement of Jenuary 1964,
by which Cube undertook to gell increasing
quantities of its sugar crop (rising from 2
million tons in 1965 to 5-million toms in
1368-70) at a price of 6 US cents per 1b,
egainst a carrent world price of 10.84 cents,

Acceptance by the Cuban national capitalists

PART TWO

of the country's continued semi-
coloniael status has resulted in nc
steps being taken to abolish the depend
ence of the Cuban agricultural economy

on export crops:

"Farmers ought to specialise in one,
two or three crops, but especiaily in
a single crop, ...

The farmer who traditionally planted
tobacco should continue his cultive-
tion of tobacco, improving his tech-
nique, raising his productivity; the
one who has been cultivating coffee
should continue cultivating coffee.

snan

There has been a policy that goes
against the national interests. What
is this policy? Ripping up the cane-
fields, Ripping up the canefields
harms the economy, ... We have no
other alternative in those provinces
where the small farmers grow & lot of
cane than to ask them to keep on
growing cane, and try to find a way
to compensate them, ....

We are working to raise our cane
production, in order to reach a

harvest of 10 million toms."

(Fidel Castro: Address to the Third
National Congress of A N.A.F., May
18th, 1967; p.36, 37, 52, 53).

The iraeachery of the Cuban revisionists
- trea¢hery first to the national-
democratic revolution and then to_ the
socielist revolution - has led to_the
creation in Cube of a mixed econcmy of
state capitalism and private enterprise
Molled economically and politically
by the Cuban nationsl capitalist class,
which continues to exploit the Cuban

working class under the false banner of
"gocialism" and which, under the same

banner, has converted the country

into & semi-colony of the neo-
capitelist class of the Soviet Union,

In this second part of the Report we wish to analyse the principal content of the first stage of
development of "centrist" revisionism and the reasons for its emergence.

The "Great Debate" between Marxism-Leninism and modern revisionism assumed an open,
international form in October 1961, when the Soviet revisionists launched a public attack on
the Marxist-Leninist leadership of the Albanian Party of Labour from the rostrum of the

22nd Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,

By the autumn of 1962, when the Soviet revisionists and their Eastern European revisionist
allies began publicly to attack the leadership of the Communist Party of China, in which
Marxist-Leninists were then in the ascendancy, the leaders of most of the communist parties
of the world had taken up some kind of position in relation to the "Great Debate". While the
majority of party leaderships sided with the Soviet revisionists, those of a number of
important parties adopted a "centrist " position - including all those the programmes of which
have been analysed in the first part of this Report, namely, the Communist Party of Japan,
the Communist Party of Indonesia, the Workers' Party of Vietnam, the Workers' Party of
Korea and the Communist Party of Cuba.
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"centrist" revisionism, was as follows:

1), criticism of modern revisionism -

usually in general snd comparatively mild

terms and withcut expiicitlv denouncing the

leaderg of the CPSU:

"A thorough exvosire of tie Yugoslav
revisionists is essential %o the smooth
progress of the psople’s revolutionary
cause."

(Le Duan: Speech at the Nguyen Ai Quoc
Party Schcol, March 1963, in: "On Some
Present Interratinnal Problems"; Hanoi;
1964; p.109).

"The followers of modern revisionism
hold that today the imper: alists whose
nature chenged also wani tc safeguard
world peace; and that the danger of war
is created not by the imperialists, but
by a certain socislist country which is
carrying out an ‘adventurous' and
'bellicose' policy. This viewpoint
clearly upsets the iruth purposely to
embellish imperiaiism and defend the
imperialists’ bellicoseé and aggressive
poiicy."

("The Correct Road to Defend World
Peace", in: YHoc Tap” No.l, 1964, in:
"On the Problem of War and Peace";
Hanoi; 1964; p.119).

"The peace policy of modern revisionism
weakens the forces fighting against

aggressive and warlike imperialish. ....

Therefore, those who cherish peace and
are interested in stepping up the
struggle for peace, camot take apart
this struggle from the struggle against
the dangerocus peace policy upheld by
modern revisionism."

("Problem of War and Peace", in: "Tuyen
Huan", No.4, 1964; in: ibid.; p.60).

2), where the Soviet revisionists launched
a public attack upon the leadership of a

"eentrist" party or orgasnised attempts to

overthrow this leadership, stronger and

more explicit eriticism of the revisionist

leaders of the CPSU:

"The CPSU leaders not only have used
their Party organ and broadcast to
attack our Party, they have gone so far
as to lsunch a direct attack on us by
helping the renegades expelled from our
Party (e.g., Shigeo Kamiyama, Shojiro
Kasuga, Tomachike Naito, Yoshio Shiga,
Tchizo Suguki - PB, M.L.0.B,) in their
attempt to organise factional anti-
Party activities within our Party.”
{Editorial in "Akahata", organ of the
Central Committee of ‘the Communist
Party of Japan, July 24th, 1964, cited
in: “Peking Review', August 7th, 1964;
Pe23)e .

3), rejection of a fuily Mzrxist-Leninist
ogition, as menifested in, for example:

é) continvned recogniticn of the Soviet
Union as a "socializt etate" Jespite the
fact that the process of restoration of
capitalism there was by noy well edvanced:

"The marvellous progress made by the
Scviet Union during the past forty-five

years and by the other fraternal social-

ist countries in less than twenty years
has cbviously reduced the gep in
economic development between our camp
and the imperialist camp."

(Le Duan: Speech at 9th Session of the

Central Comrittee of the Vietnam Workers'

Party, December 1963, in: "On Some
Present International Problems"; Henoi;
1964; p.147).

b) recognition of the People's Republic of
Chine, the Democratic Republic cf Vietnam,
the liemocratic People's Republic of Korea
and *he Republic of Cuba as "socialist

states" despite the fact that the socialist

revolution had not been yet carried out in

these countries:

"The socialist camp ... includes ....
the Soviet Union, ..., China and Cuba,
vo-o Vietnam and Korea,"
(Le Duan: ibid.; p.140).

¢) recognition of all parties within the
framework of the international communist
movement as "fraternal Marxist-Leninist
parties"

"his (i.e., the organisation of fact-
icnel activity against the leadership
oi the Communist Party of Japan by the
Soviet revisionists - PB, M.L.0.B.)c..e
violates the prineiple of solidarity
auopg the fraternal Parties."

(*Refutation of Attacks by Radio Moscow

and Other Quarters", in: "Akehata",
orgen of the Central Committee of the
Commmist Party of Japan, July 24th,
1064, in: "Peking Review", August 7th,
1964; p.27).

"Should an international conference of

the fraternal parties be held under the
present circumstances, it will-become &

platform for the fiercest disputes.”

("Meeting of Parties which will Cause a

Split Must Be Averted", editorial in:

"Rodong Shinmoon", organ of the Central

Committee of the Workers' Party of

Koreéa, August 3lst, 1964; Peking; 1965;

pe5).

4), conciliationism, as menifested in, for

exanple,
&) disapprovel of public polemics;

“The Indonesian Communists enthusias-
tically welcome the proposal made by

Gomrade Khrushchov at the Sixth Congress
of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany
that polemics between fraternal parties
should stop, and it was in response to

this suggestion that the special
column that had been started in the
"Harian Rekjat' (People's Daily) to

reproduce the views of various fraternal

parties on the disputed issues was
ztopped,"

{D.N. Aidit: "Irdonesian Communists
Hderch Forward for Full Nationsl

The principai conient of this "cenirist" position, in the first stage of development of

Irdependence”, in: “World Marxist Review",
June 1963; p.16).

" am rot going to speek at length about
tre problems leading to the differences

and divisions in the soclalist camp. c..-

A far as talk is concerned, enough and
more than enough has already been seid. ...

Here it's not a question of analysing the
p oblems under dispute theoretically or
prilosophically, but of recognising the
great truth: that in the face of an enemy
that attacks, in the face of an enemy thet
bacomes more and more aggressive, there is
no justification for division; division
deesu't meke sense; there is no reason for
division, ...

I:c would be humiliating to wash dirty
linen in front of our enemiesd, ....

W3 have .,.. miilions of toms of sugar to
b2 cut,"

(?idel Castro: Speech at the University of
Havana, March 13th, 1965).

b) cisapproval of amy action that would be
likely to lead to an orgenisastional split in
the internstionsl communist movement:

%It is at present the most exalted and
vrgent internstionalist duty of all Com-
ranists to prevent the split of the ranks
of the interpstional communist movement."
("Meeting of Parties which will Cause a
Split Must be Averted", Editorial in
"Rodong Shinmoon", organ of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of Korea,
tugust Flst, 1964; Peking; 1965; p.2).

"Today, the disunity within the inter-
rationel communist movement is already
very complicated and serious. But we
consider that a final split is even worse
Jhan the situation at present.”

{Bditorial in "Akehata"; organ of the
_entral Committee ‘of the Communist Party
f Japan, October Sth, 1964; cited in:
“Peking Review", February 12th,1965;p.24).

¢) «pproval of continuing attempts to
nresolve” the dispute within the intermational
commmnist movement by means of a negotiated
setilement, i.e, on the basis of a compromise.

“The Tndonesian Communists warmly welcomed
Jomrade Khrushchov's statement to the
affect that the dispute that has arisen is
a dispute within a femily, and we believe
that it would be resolved in a family
apirit, ....

Ne fervently urge all leaders of Communist
parties and Workers' parties throughout
the world to make strenuous and sincere
afforts to restore the spirit of harmony
and cordiality within the world femily of
Jommunists." -

(D.N.Aid3t: "Indonesian Communists March
Forwerd for Full National Indepéndence",
in: "World Marxist Review", June 1963;
p‘lé) B

"Since tne emergence of the differences,
our Party, together with a number of

e —
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fraternal Parties, has held that the
differences should be treated as an
internal issue of the internatjonal commun-
ist movement and solved through sincere,
comradely consultations,”

("Meeting of Parties which will Cause a
Split Must be Averted", Editorial in
"Rodong Shinmoon", organ of the Central
Committee of the Workers' Party of Korea,
August 31lst, 1964; Peking; 1965; p.2).

"Since January 1962, we have repeatedly
proposed the convening of a conference of
representatives of the Communist and
Workers' parties in order to resolve the
differences and strengthen solidarity and
wity, ....

~ first stage — resumption of negotiations
between the CPSU and the CPC with a view

to achieving an agreed viewpoint and joimtly
to prepare points for discussion at a
preliminary meeting of représentatives of =
number of parties."

(Letter addressed to all Communist end
Workers' Parties from the Central Committee
of the Workers' Party of Vietnem in: "World
Marxist Review", June 1964; p.40).

The basis proposed by the "centrist" parties
for this negotiated settlement will be
discussed below, First we wish to examine the
reason for the development of "centrist®
revisionism, '

. THE REASON FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF "CENTRIST"
REVISIONISK

In the first part of this report it was estab-
lished that, at the time when they adopted a
"centrist" position, the leaderships of the
Communist Party of Japen, the Commumist Party
of Indonesia, the Workers' Party of Vietnam,
the Workers' Party of Korea and the Communist
Party of Cuba were blatamtly revisionist.

The question must be answered, therefore, why
these parties did not take up a position in
the developing "Great Debate" slongside the
Soviet revisionists and most other revisionist

leaderships, but adopted a "centrist" position.

During the period immediately following ths
usurpation and consolidation of power in the

Soviet Union by the modern revisionists,the
Soviet government, headed by N.S. Khrushchov,
pursued a foreign policy the cardinal point of
which was collaboration with United States

imperialism.

"The internationel situation as a whole
depends to a large extent on the relations
between the United States of America end
the Soviet Uniom,"

(¥.S.Khrushchov: Speech at the Soviet-Indian
Friendship Rally, September 8th, 1961).

"History has imposed on our two peoples &
great responsibility for the destiny of the
world",

(¥.S.Khrushchov & L.I, Brezhnev: New Year
Greetings to President Kemnedy, December
Pth, 1961),

"Our interests do not clash directly any-
vhere, either territorially or ecomomically"
(¥.S.Khrushchov: Interview with American
publisher Gardner Cowles, April 20th,1962).

"Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchov acts
like an Americen politieiam."

* (U.S.Under-Secretary of State Harriman:
Television interview, August 18th,1963).

This Soviet foreign policy was completely

acceptable to the revisionigi leaderships
of most of the communist parties of the

world, since they had come to serve the

interests of those sectioms of the caepita-
list classes of their couptries which
themselves favoured eolleboration with the
US .imperialists.

But, as has been esteblished in the first
part of this Report, the revisionmist -
leadership of the Commupist Party of Japan
had come to represent the interests of
Japanese "national" monopoly capital vhich
was seeking to throw off the domination of
US imperialism in order to pursue an
independent course in its own interests.
The revisionist leadership of the Commun-
ist Party of Indonesie represented the
interests of a national bourgeoisie of an
under-developed neo-colonial country for
which, as Aidit stated in 1963,

"enemy number one .... is US imperial-
ism."

(D.N.Aidit: "Indonesian Comaunists

March Forward for Full Nationel
Independence" in: "World Marxist Review"
June 1963; p.l13).

And the revisionist leaderships of the
Workers' Party of Vietnam, the Workers'
Party of Korea and the Communist Party of
Cuba represented the interests of ruling
national bourgeoisies of newly-independent
under-developed countries - national
bourgeoisies which, wishing to retain their
independence, were in sherp contradiction
with the aggressive forces of US imperial-

ism,
Thus, the revisionist leaderships of these

parties found Soviet foreign policy, the
cardinal point of which was colleboration
with US imperialism, completely unscoept-

able.

It was these factors - and not adoption of
Marzism-Leninism — which led the revision-
ist leederships of these parties to take
up, as the "Great Debate" gathered force,
& position of "centrism", a position of
partial opposition to the Soviet revision-
ists,

It was these factors which led the revis.
ionist leaderships of these parties to
press for the restoration of the unity of
the international communist movement on
the basis of & negotiated compromise
settlement, the basis of which would be
that the internmational movement would
accept the principal aspects of the rev-
isionist programme of the Soviet leaders
except that of collaboration. with US
imperialism while the Soviet leaders, for
their part, would sgree to abandon this
aspect of their policy.

"The international trend of modern
revisionism has adopted a foreign
policy, the core of which is to prac-

tise unprincipled compromise with the
Government of US imperialism, and e.c..
it has actually adopted an attitude of
fepressing the anti-imperialist
struggles of the peoples., Therefore,
one of the central issues in dispute
both in the international communist
movement and the international demo-
cratic movement is whether or not to
wage a struggle in earnest against US
imperialism, 'the ememy of the peoples
of the whole world'".

Right now, concrete agreement should be
reached on the problem of unfolding &
common struggle against imperialism,
headed by the United States."

("More on the Question of an Internat-
ional Conference of Communist Parties";
Bditorial in: MAkahata", Organ of the
Central Committee of the Communist
Party of Japan, Jamuary 21st 1965, in:
"peking Review! Pebruary 12th 1965;
Ps24-25).

"Modern revisionism must be opposed in
order to strengthen the enti-
imperielist struggle, ..
our Party's attitude is: firstly, to
unambjguously speak the truth, lay

.. Therefore,

bare the viewpoint of modern revision-
ism; secondly, to strive to strengthen
the unity of the socialist cemp and
the internationel communist movement,
especially the soliderity between the
Soviet Union and China, ...

By upholding revolutionary Marxism-
Leninism, distinguishing right from
wrong, persisting in the struggle
against modern revisionism, upholding
international unity, pa.rficularly unity
between the Soviet Union and China, and
working for the fulfilment of revolu-
tionary tasks, our Party and people are
making valuable contributions to the
common struggle of the world's people
against US-led imperielism."

(Le Duan: Speech &t the 9th Session of
the Central Committee of the Workers'
Party of Vietnam, December 193, in:
"On Some Present International Prob-
lems"; Hanoi; 1964; p.180,181,1i83).

KEW “"CENTRIST" REVISIONIST PARTIES

As has been said, most of the revisiomist
leaderships of the world's communist
parties represented the interests of
sectione of capitelist classes which fav-
oured collaboration with US imperialism
(or, in the case of the CPUSA, the
interests of the US imperialists directly)s

But by the early 1960s the wneven develop-
ment of capitelism had already caused a
great change in the world situation.from
that which existed immediately after the
end of the Second World War, In particuler
the economic and military strength of US
imperielism wes declining relative to
that of the Western European imperielist
states and of Jepanese imperialism, By
this time incredsingly significant sec-
tions of monopoly capital in these latter
countries were beginning to teke steps to
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throw off the domination of the American
imperjalists in order to pursue en independ-
ent course of action in their own interests.
In some non-imperielist states, such as India,
where the ruling capitalist class had pursued
a policy of collaboration with Washington,

the same process developed.

These "national" sections of capital and

monopoly capital needed to mobilise the work-
ing people of their countries behind a policy
of "national independence from US domination",
2 task which could be assisted by revisionist-
led "communist parties" in the name of

"Marxisme-Leninism", In some countries, such

as Japan after the split in the Communist
Party in the 1950s, the old revisionist
leadership edapted itself to the new gituation

by changing masters end policjes.

But in most of the states of Westerm Europs,
and in India, the revisionist leaderships of
the communist parties continued their loyalty
to the pro-US imperialist sections of their
capitalist classes and to their counterparts
in Moscow, the Khrushchovite revisionistis,
and were able to retzin control of the orgen-
isationel machinery of their parties. In
these countries, therefore, the new situation
was reflected in the splitting away of sec-
tions of the parties to form new parties

based on "centrist" revisicnism, Such parties

served the interests of their capitalist

masters not only by striving to mebilise the
working people behind the slogen of "national
independence from US imperialism", but also
by diverting into their renks numbers of
honest Merxist-Leninists who had broken with
right revisionism and believed that they were
asgigting in the building of genuine Merxist-
Leninist parties of the working class.

We analyse briefly below two significant
examples of such new "centrist" revisionist
parties, namely, the Communist Party of Indis
{Marxist) and the (reorgenised) Communist

Party of Belgium.

i

INDIAN 3EVISIONISM

a) In the service of the elliance between US

monopoly cepitel znd Indian eapitel

The revisionist leaders of the Communist Party
of India hold that the Indian state since
#independence” - within the British Common-
vealth! - in 1947 has been controlled by the
Indian capitalist class as a whole:

"The state of India is the organ of the
class rule of the national bourgeoisie as
a whole,"

(Programme of the Communist Party of Indie,
para.46, cited in: B.T.Ranadiva: "Two
Programmes - Marxist and Revisionist";
Calcutte; 1966; p.12-13).

Because this class led the movement for
national liberation, the leaders of the
Communist Partﬁy of India hold that it remains
a progressive, anti-imperialist class:

wOur Party came to 2 re-evaluation of the

clase character of the present Government

and of its role in building an independen_t
national economy, in maintaining an

independent foreign policy of non-
alignment and peace, and in maintain-
a certain measure of democracy."
(Programme of the Communist Party of
India, para.80, cited in: ibid,; p,18).

According to the revisionist leaders of
the Communist Party of India, hewever,
because of the "compromising policies" of
the national bourgeoisie,

"In the formation and exercise of
governmental power, the big bourgeoisie
wields considerable influence.

The national bourgeoisie compromises
with the landlords, admits them in
ministries end governmental composition
(Progremme of the Communist Party of
India, pere 46, cited in: ibid.; p.13).

It is these social elemente, and not the
capitalist class as e whole, which, in the
opinion of the leaders of the Communist
Party of India, form

"the forces of reaction — the feudal and
pro-imperialist elements end monopoly '
groups.," )

_(Programme of the Communist Party of
India, para,80, cited in:ibid.; p.21).

Thus, say the leaders of the Communist
Party of India, the way forward in India

is thet of "Nationel Democratic Revolution",
to bring about which the Party must

"rally all the patriotic democratic
forces that can be rallied to build a
powerful Mational Democratic Front to
defeat reaction," (Programme of the CPI,
pera 80; cited in: ibid.;p.21).

'l;hén’,
"as the Naticnal Democratic Front becomes
ever more broad-based .... , it defeats
the forces of reaction inside and outside
the ruling party and comes to the posi-
tion of taking governmentel power into
its own hands."
(Programme of the Communist Party. of

*»3 India, parz.80, cited in: ibid,; p.17-18)

It is envisaged that when this National
Democratic Front becomes the ruling class
alliance, not only will power be shered
between the capitalist class and the work-
ing class,but also the leadership of the
class alliance itself:

"In this class alliance, the exclusive
leadership of the working class is not
established, though the exclusive
leadership of the bourgeoisie no longer
exists,"

(Programme of the Communist Party of -
India, para.82, cited in: ibid.;p.3). | '3'

According to the revisionist leaders of the
Communist Party of India, the existence of
"parliamentary democracy" offers the
distinct possibility that the "national
democratic revolution" can be cerried
through peacefully and constitutionally:

"In spite of the bourgéois character of
the state, the ushering in of the
bourgeois democratic state was a
historic advance over the imperialist

bureaucratic rule over our country. The
Constitution of the Republic of India
provides for a parliamentery democracy.,"
(Programme of the Communist Party of
Indie, cited in: E.M.S. Nemboodiripad:
"The Programme Explained"; Calcutte; 1966;
p.51).

"The Prograpme further stresses that the
Communist Party of India can and will
strive to achieve the establishment of
national democracy and create conditions
for the advance to socialism by peaceful
means."

(Mohit Sen: "The Eighth Congress of the
Communist Party of India", in: "World
Marxist Reviey", May 1968; p.42).

The new: state of “national democracy”
enviseged by the revisionist leaders of the
Communist Party of Indie, a stete in which
the capjtalist class shares power with the
working people, will then proceed to take
Indie "along the non-capitalist road". It
will, fo;' example,

"institute an enquiry into the anti-
nationel and anti-people practices of
these mno;:»olists."

(Programme of the Communist Party of
India, pera,93, cited in: B.T. Renadive:
"The Two Programmes — Marxist and Revis-
ionist"; Celeutta; 1966; p.73).

The new state will, however, take more
positive action by carrying out & programme
of

"rapidly expanding the scope of the state
sector and meking it the dominant sector
in our pationel economy."

(Programme of the Communist Party of
India, para.B9; cited in: ibid.; p.74),

and of assisting non-monopoly private
enterprise:

"It {i.e., the national democratic govern-
ment - PB, M.L.0.B.) will give fecilities
to all nen-monopalistic private sector
enterprises and small-scale industries

by providing them with raw meterials at
reasongble prices, credit and marketing
facilities and allowing them reasconsble
profita,"

(Programme of the Communist Party of
India, pars,93D, cited in: ibid.; p.75).

This state capitalist mixed economy, in which
the state is used to essist the cepitelist
cless to develop Indien cepitalism, is the

‘"non-capitalist road" to be attained by

achievement of the programme of the revis-
ionist-led Communist Party of India.

Since 1958 the ruling capitaelist class of
India has been pursuing a policy of
increasing elignment with end increasing
dependence on Americen imperialism, mani-
fested in acceptance of US economic and
military "aid", joint exercises with US
forces, the "Voice of America" agreement,
support for the US governmeént on many
international issues. Until recently,
however, the revisionist leadership of the
Communist Party of India maintained that the
ruling cepitalist class vas pursuing "a
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patriotic poiicy of non-alignment", even of

"anti-imperialism":

"Foreign policy pursusd by the Govermment
of India is, in the main, e policy of
peace, non-alignment and anti-colonialism,
It conforms to the interests of the
national bourgeoisie, meets the needs of
India's economic development and reflects

the sentiments of the uass of the people .
1'» 7“And on Novegber End, 194% the National

of India,"
(Programme of the Communist Party of India,
para 67, cited in: B.T. Ranadiva: "The Two
Programees - Marxist and Revisionist";
Celcutta; 1966; p,94-5).

"Cur Party categorically rsjects the ,
thesis ,,.. that the Nehru government has
'"become a favourite of the Kennedy Admin-
inistration' ,,..

In the main, India's foreign policy, whose
mein architect is Prime Minister Nehru,
continues to be a policy of non-glignment
and anti-colonialism. 48 such &ll patriot-
ic Indians support this poliey."

(A,Ghosh: "Some Features of the Indian
Situetion", in: "World Merxist Review",
February 1962; p.6). ‘

At the time of the Indian aggression against
the Feople's Republic of China in October-
November 1962, an eggression earried cut in
collusion with US imperialism, the Chairman
of the Communist Party of India delivered a
report to the Gemeral Council of the All-
India Trade Union Congress:

"We unconditionally éﬁpport the war
effort, ....

Ggnditions of the national emergency,
defence and near-war conditions require
that the trade unions of the A.I.T.U.C.
do medify temporerily their normal rele-
tions with the bourgeoisie. ....

We as the working class say that for the
time being we suspend the question of
strike struggles and protecting our class
interests by that method, ....

Industrial truth is, in e sense, 'class
¢ollaboration', But it is conseciously
accepted, ....

The question of unstinted support to the
national bourgeoisie at this juncture of
history is not a matter contradictory to
the principles of the working class
BOVEMENY. .o

So we support the war effort, We are with
the national bourgeoisie.”

(S.A.Dange: Report to All-India Trade
Union Congress, November 1962, cited in:
") Mirror for Revisionists"; Peking;1963;
p.7-8) 9

while a leaflet distributed by S.G. Sardesai,
a meémber of the Central Executive Committee
of the Communist Party of India, in November
1962 declarsd:

"Our moral responsibility to defend our
" gountry when & socialist country attacks
us 18 greater than that of our compatriots,

not 1e88: s.ec

The crucial need of the day, the acid
test of owr petriotism; is ,... %0
give monolithic svpport o Prime
Minister Nehru, to strengthen his hand,
and to carry out h"i;s \::ehests. He is
the country's suprems fieid marchel,
its commander—in-chief,"

(C.P.I. ieaflet, cited im: 1bid,:
2.6,7).

Council of the Gommunist Party of Indie
adopted e resolution spproving the pur-
chage of arms by fhe Indian goven}ment)
from the imperialist powers:

#The Communist Party of India is no%
opposed to buylng sres from eny
country,” ' :

(Resolution of N.C. of C.P.I., cited
in: E,M,.S.Nemboodiripad: "The Prog-
remme Explained”; Calcutta; 1966:
P.33).

As the editcrial in the Chinese paper
"Renmin Ribao” put it:

"Internally, the naticnal cheuvirisa

of the clique serves the rezc-
tionary netionslist purposes of Indis's
big bourgeoisie and big landlords;
externally, it serves the purposes o

US imperislism, which is nromoting
neo—colonialism in Indis."

(YA Mirror for Revisionists", Peking

1963; p.5){our emphasis — PB,M.L.0.B.),
b) In the service of Indian hational®
capital

Although claiming at first to ve the
continuator of the Communist Party of
India, the Communist Party of India
(Marxist) - as it later called itself -
was founded in fact in November 1964,

According to the revisionist leadership
of the Cosmmunist Party of Indie (Marxist),
the atate in Indis is ome in which the
capitalist cless shares power with the
landlord class, a state in which the
leading role is played by the big cap-
italists who "are incrsasingly collebor-
ating with foreign finance capitel":

"The present Indien state is the organ
of the c¢lass rule of the bourgeoisie
and landlords, led by the big bour-
geoisle who are increasingly collab-
orating with foreign finance capital.®
(Progremme of the Communist Party of
India (Marxist), para, 56: Calcutta;
1966; p.25).

As a result of the leading role of the
big capitalists

"The penetration of Americea capital
in India and our growing reliance on
American 'aid' are creating a dangerous
situation for our country, ...

The govermment's foreign policy .se.
objectively facilitates the US designs
of neo-colonialism and aggression.”
{Programme of the Communist Party of
India (Merxist), parss.30, 55; ibid.;
p-12, 24).

Therafers, ascording e the revisionisy
2eadership of “he Communisy Party of
India {Marxist), a "democratic ravoln-
tion" is neceszery to remcve th: riac-
tionsry, anti-national forces - the big
capitaiists and the lamdlords - frca the
state mazhinery:

"iDiziodging the pressuv oig Lour—
geols leadership which has allied
with landiordism from the leading
pesition of state power and in its
place establishing the hegeaony of
the working ciass over the state’ -
such is the besic task of the Indian
ravoilution,”

(E.N.S. Rambsodiripad: "The Prog-
remme Expleined®; Calcutte; 1966;
2.55).

"The naturs of our revoluticn in the
present stage of its developmsnt is
essentially enti-feudal anti-
impsrizlist, anti-monopoly and demo-
cratic. Curs is a democratic
revolution,®

(Prograsme of the Communist’Party of
India (Marxzist), pera 96: ibid,;

p.48).

coed

f?.‘:‘}:‘ln order to bring about this "demo-

cretic revolution”, it is necessary to
create a "people's dsmocratic front" to
ineluds ths non-monopoly natiousl cap-
italists (i,e., that section of the
capitaiist class which is not linked
with foreign Tinarce capital) end the
rich peasants{i.e,. the rural cepita-
lists):

"The people’s democratic front ....
is to be forged tc achieve the

revoluiicn, .o.o

The othar brcader sections of the
national bourgeoisie which are either
baving no links altogether with
fereign monopolists or having no
durable linka, which are not by them-
selves monopolistic, ..., cen find a
place in the people's democretic
frent, oo

The rich peasaants ..., can also,
therefores, be brought into the
demozraiic front and retained as
&llies in the people's democratic
revoiution,”

(Programpe of the Communist Party of
India (Marxist), paras.99, 106, 103);
ibido; .48, 50, 49).

As a vesuit of the victory of the
"democratic revolution", the "pacple'’s
democratic front" will establish itself
in power =28 a "pecple's democratic
state", in which the capitaelist class
will shere power with the working class:

"The Communist Party of India
(Marxist ~ PB, K.1.0.B.) ..., places
before the psople as the immediate
cbjective ihe establishment of
paople’s democracy based on the
coalition of all gewaine amti-~
feudel and aﬁtimimperialist forces
headed by +he working class. This
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demds first and foremost the ..., re-
placement of the present bourgeois—
landlord state and govermment by a state
of people's democracy."

(Programme of the Communist Party of India
{(Marxist), para.87; ibid.; p.37).

"What is shared .,.. between the bour—
geoisie and the working class is ...,
state power, established in the course of
the joint struggle of all the patriotic
classes, Such a gharing of power by all
those who jointly fight and defeat imper—
ialism, feudalisa and monopoly capitalism
is inherent in the concept of the anti-
imperialist, anti-feudal and enti-
moncpoly democratic front establishing

- itself as a state of the patriotic
classes.”

'(E.M.S. Namboodiriped: "The Programme
Explained; ibid,; p.75).

According to the revisionists in the leader-
ship of the Communist Party of India (Marxist),
it is possible to carry through both the
"democratic revolution" and the subsequent
"gocialist transformation" by peaceful means:

"Parliament and state legislatures can
serve as instruments of the people in their
struggle for democracy, ....

The Communist Party of India (Marxist -
PB, M,L.0.B.) strives to achieve the
establishment of people's' democracy and
socialist transformation through peace-
ful means."

(Programme of the Communist Perty of India
(Marxist), paras, 71, 113), ibid.; p.%0,
53).

"The relevant passages regarding .... the
peaceful path are elmost similar in our
Programme and the Programme of the revis-
ionists (i.e., of the Communist Party of
India - PB, M.L.0,B.), This isthe most
telling refutdtion of the canard by the
Congress rulers ;... that our Pariy
stands for the insurrectiorary method
while the revisiomists are the champions
of the peaceful parliamentary path,"
(E.M.S. Namboodiripad: "The Programme
Explained"; ibid.; p.74).

The programme of the Communist Party of India

_(Marxist) does not take us beyond the social

stage of laying "the pre—conditions of
socialise", When these "pre-conditions of
socialisn" are examined, however, they reveal
why the capitalist class might be expected to
collaborate in laying them, for they repres-

ent nothing but 8 state capitalist mixed
economy: :

5"'I'he state sector, or the public sector
.28 it is otherwise called, can play a
progreseive role in an undei-—developed
economy, if it is promoted along anti-
imperialist, enti-monopolist, democratic
lines," ]
(Programme of the Communist Party of India
(Marxist), pere.21, ibid.; p.8).

"A gtate of the people's democracy ....
can bulld up socialism only by transfer-
ring the basic.means of production into

the property of the state, .,..

These are the steps we take, namely,
nationzlisation, extending the public
sector, and planning. .... This is
creating the pre-conditions of social-
ism."

(B.T. Ranadiva: "The Two Programmes —
Marxrist and Revisionist"; Calcutta;
1966; p.11, 69),

Under the "people's democracy" envisaged
by the revisionist leaders of the Commun-
ist Party of India (Marxist), in fact, the
state will "agsist" private enterprise,
which will be permitted to c¢ontinue "on a
considerable scale":

"Our mein atteck is not concentrated
against capitelism in general, mor
against all private production. o...

During this pericd of transition, when
private production will be carried om
on a considerable scale, we will help
and aid the small and medium industries,"
(B.T. Ranadiva: "The Two Programmes —

. Marxist and Revisionist"; ibid.; p.69).

"The pecple's democratic government will
0o.. assist the spall and nediun indus-
tries by providing them with credit,
raw materials and reesonable prices and
by helping them in regard to marketing
facilities.™ :

(Programme of the Communist Party of
Indie (Merxist), para.90; ibid.; p.43).

It will be seen from the above analysis
that the programme of the Communist Party
of India (Marxist) differs from that of
the Communist Party of India (as it was in
1964) in that the revisionist leadership
of the former seeks to serve thg interests
of that section of the Indian cé.pita.list
class which wishes to break free from the
domination of US imperialism, while the
revisionist leadership of the latter sought
to serve the interests of that section of
the Indian capitalist class which wished
to continue collaboration with and depen-
dence on US imperialism: .

"The people's democratic government
will: 7

1) teke over all foreign capital in
plantations, mines, oil refineries and
factories, shipping and trade,”
(Programme of the Communiat Party of
India (Marxist), para.90; ibid.; p.43).

"We must totally root out from among
the people those reacﬁonary perties
that advocate India's joi:ning the US
imperialist CEEp ...

Marxist-leninists .... ineist on
India's foreign policy being consist—
ently anti-imperialist,

The main edge of this policy must be
directed against US imperielism,"
(B.T. ’,'Rana.diva'r "The Two Prograwmes -
Marxist and Revisionist"; ibid.; p.22,
78-79) .

The fundamentally national-chauvinist,
anti-Marxist-Leninist character of the

Ps”

outlook of the revisionist leadership of the
Commumist Party of India (Merxist) is

reflected in such phrases as
n=S "
"Our Programme expresses its concern over

the fact that in recent years India has
been losing its position in Asian and
African countries.,"

(P.Sundarayys - et al.: "Reply from
Prison"; Calcutta; 1965; p.15)

and in the fact that, in regard to the
aggression of the Indian capitelist govern- .
ment against the People's Republic of China
(held by the leaders of the Communist Party
of India (Marxist) to be "a socialist state"),
they could not bring themselves to cherac-
terise the war gs unjust on the side of

India and just on the pert of the People's
Republic of Chinas

"While there is no question of our 'toe-
ing the Chinese line', ...,

We were not and are not prepared to give

up our view that the responsibility for
the Chinese offensive of October 1962
should be shared also by the Indjen rul-
ing classes." ‘
(E.M.S.Namboodiripad: "The Programme
Expleined”; Calcutta; 1966; p.107-8).

The essentially "centrist" stand of the
revisionist leadership of the Communist
Party of India (Marxist) in 1964-5 may be
seen from the following:

"The decision of the Tenali Convention
of our Party, held in July 1964, to ex-
clude the discussion on the questions of
international debate when we met in the
all-India Party Congrees came in for a
good deal of criticism. ....

More than two years have passed since
the Calcutta Congress of our Party oee
adopted a special resolution postponing
the discussion on the questions éoncern—
ing the international Communist movement.

cose

We have not taken our stand either in
support of , or in opposition to, the

ideological-~theoretical stand of the

Chinese Communist Party. cc.o-

The essence of the Commitiee's approach
thus was that the open polemics within
the international Communist movement ....
should be stopped. c.ocs

The crux of the difference bc;tveen our
Party end the Dangeites (i.e., the Com-
munist Party of Indie - PB, M.1.0.B.) on
the problem of Communist unity, therefore,
amounts 1o a difference between paertisan-
ship on the cne hénd and earnest attempts
at resoiving the differemces on.the
other," )

(E.M.S. Namboodiripad: "The Programme
Explained”; Galcutta; 1966;p.1,4,5,6).

BELGIAN REVISIONISM

a) In the service of the alliance between
Belgian monopoly capitel and US monopoly
capital
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According to the revisionists in the leader—
ship of the (o0ld) Commmist Party of Belgium,
the state in imperiatist Belgium is, in
principle, the machipery of rule of the Bel-
gian people ag & whcle!

"It is therefore mormal to put forward the
demand that the State should show itself
ugeful in directing the economy which in
fact it finances, It is normal that the
country should fight in order that this
State, by mcdifying itself democratieally,
should reflect in its activities the
aspirations of the Belgians and the
interests of the country.”

(E. Burnelle: Report to National Gonfer-
ence of the Communist Party of Belgium,
December 1961, cited in: J, Grippa:
"Merxisme-Leninisme et Revisionnisme";
Brussels; 1963; p.120).

However, this principle has been distorted
by the influence of the big monopclies, who
have been able to convert the state into, in
effect,

"the dictatorship of the monopolies".
(J. Blume: "Forthcoming Congress of tke
Communist Party of Belgium", in: "World
Marxist Review", April 1960; p.62).

However, say the Belgian revisionists,
measures of nationalisation (within the
framework of a cepitelist society) represent

"gtages in the traensformation of capitalist
society into socielist society."

(Draft Constitution of the Communist Party
of Belgium, Article 1; cited in: J.Grippa:
"Marxisme-Leninisme et Revisionnisme";
Brussels; 1963; p.88).

Thus, the development of stete monopoly cep-
italism in Belgium does not represent (as
Marxist-Leninists maintein) an increase in
the control of the state machine by the mon-
opolies, but is a reflection of

"the superiority demonstrated by the soc-

ialist system"

(Draft Theses for the l4th Congress of the
. CPB, Thesis 64; cited in: J.Grippa: ibid.;

p.88) ‘

and of

"the growing power of the working class
movenent",

(Dreft Theses for the 14th Congress of the
CPB, Thesis 3; cited in: J.Grippa:ibid,;
P:87)¢

According to the revisionists of the (0ld)
Communist Party of Belgium, therefore, imper-
ialist Belgium is in "a trensitional stage
between capitalist society and socialist soc-
iety" - represented by state monopoly capita—
Further progress towards socialism
(thet is, towards further measures of pation-
@lisation) is being impeded by the influence
of the moncpolies, so that the Party must
strive to organise a united fromt of all social
forces whose interests are opposed to those of
the big monopolies {including, that is, non-
monopoly capitalists):

lism!

"The Communist Party believes that the
conditions exist for the formation of an

anti-monopolist front, combining
together gll the forces threatened by
the power of the monopolies. It con-
siders one of its essential tasks to
be the formation of this front,"
(Draft Constitution of the Communist
Party of Belgium, Article 1; cited in:
J. Grippa; ibid.; p.144).

The principal aim of this united front
will be

"{0 modify the relation of forces in
the interior of the stete, to modify
the structures of power and transform
them into means of the control of the
monopolies and the reduction of their
power, ...

This implies mass pressure contipually
exerted on the State end its orgams."

(Dreft Theses for the 14th Congress of
the CPB, Thesis 53;cited in: J.Gripps;
ibid.; p.121),

in particular by means of mass lobbying

of Members of Parliament,

"the method which can bring Parliament
back to life"

{"Drapean Rouge", July 28th, 1962;
cited in: J.Grippa:ibid.;p.108).

and which will bring ebout

“the liquidation of the divorce between
Parliament and the working masses of
Belgium,”

(Draft Theses for the 14th Congress of
the CPB, ‘Theeis 39; cited in: J.Grippa;
ibid.; p.109).

By these meena, say the Belgian revision-
ists; the Belgian working class can
advance to socialism peacefully, by means
of "democratic structural reforms" of the
political system:

"The advance to socialism ,,.. implies
the realisation of e series of struc-
tiral reforms which will conatitute a
brosdening of democracy and will merk
stages on the road of the transforma-
tion of capitalist society into
socialist society,"

(Dreft Constitution of the Communist
Perty of Belgium, Article 1; cited inm:
J.Grippa: ibid.; p.144).

“The Communist Party is working for a
peaceful trensition to socialism, for
a revolution unaccompanied by the
horrors of civil wer.”

(E. Burnelle: "Forthcoming Congress of
the Communist Party of Belgiuwm", in:
"World Marxist Review", April 1960;
p.62}.

In accopdance with its role of serving
the interests of that section of Belgian
monopoly capitel which wishes to maintain
collaboration with and dependence on
United States imperialism, the revisiomist
leadership of the (old) Communist Perty of
Belgium presented the leaders of US imper-
ialism as "men of peace® who should be
supported and collaboreted with, and
opposed the campaign for the withdrawal

of Belgium from NATO.

According to the revisionist leaders of the
(01d) Communist Party of Belgium in 1962-3,

"Kennedy represents one of the principal
factors in the struggle for peace"

(J. Terfve: Article in Drapeau Rouge",
September 77th, 1962, cited in: J.Grippa:
"Marxisme-Leninispe et Revisionnismel';
Brussels; 1963; p.18),

so that the party had to do everything
possible

"io strengthen the position of Kemnedy".
(J. Terfve: Article in: "Drapeau Rouge",
February 4-5th, 1963; cited in: J.Grippe:
ibid.; p.19). :

The Draft Theses of the Central Committee
for the 14th Congress of the (old) Commun~
ist Party of Belgium im 1963 did not omce
denounce US imperialism even in words, while
Thesis 37 declared:

"The Communist Party does not consider it
yet possible to bring about the withdrawel
of Belgium from NATO."

(Dreft Theses of the CC of the CPB,
Thesis 37, cited in: J.Grippa; ibid.;
p.19),

and & resolution of solidarity with Cuba
passed by the Brussels Federal Bureau of
the party on November &th, 1962 was
denounced by the Centrel Committee as

"contrary to the Party line."
(Cited by: J. Grippa: ibid.; p.33-34).

b) In the service of Belgian "national®
monopoly capital .

Some months after the reorgenisation of the
Communist Perty of Belgium on an "enti-
revisionist" basis in December 1963, the
party began to put forward the policy of
building a "People's United Front", a
cardinal point in the progremme of which

should be "the struggle for the national
independence of Belgium",

This policy is not put forward in the book
by Jacques Grippe, the secretary of the
Central Committee of the reorganised. Com-
munist Perty of Belgium, in which the
gtruggle against the revisionist leadership
of the {0ld) Communist Party of Belgium is
described. Nor does it appear in the “Prog-
ranme of Action” adopted by the reorgenise-
tion conference of the Communist i’ar-ty of
Belgium itself, as summarised in "Peking
Review" of January 17th, 1964.

By the late spring of 1964, however, the
Communist Party of Belgium had adopted the
“national independence” policy, as was :
stated by Grippe in his speech at the
Higher Party School of the Central Commit-
tee of the Communist Party of China in
June 1964,

In this speech Grippa emphasises the contra-
dictions betveen the imperialists of the
countries dominated by US imperialism on

the one hend and the US imperielists on the
other:

"One of the principal aspects of the
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contradictions among the imperislists today
is the contradiction between the different
capitalist countries end US imperielism, US
imperialism is 93till pursuing its plen of
world domination which includes the polit-—
ical, economic and military control of
other capitalist countries.

Under such conditions it is inevitable that
thess contradictions should surge up and
grow bigger."

(J.Grippa: Speech at Higher Party Schaol of
the CC of the CPC, in: "Peking Review",
June 26th, 1964; p.17).

He says correctly thet

"it is necessary to meke use of the contra-
dictions among the imperialists within the
framework of realising our own strategic
aims."

(J.Grippa: ibid.; p.17).

He goes on to say that these inter—imperialist

contradictions - that is, the conflict between

the need of the West Eurcpean imperialists te
pursue an independent course in their qwn -
interssts and the opposite need of the US
imperielists to control the policies of the
West European imperialists in their interests

- are already manif:Sting themselves in a
strugzle on the part of the West Europesn
imperialists for "nationsl independence", for
*liberation from the US yoke". In_other words,
he declares that the "struggle for matiomal
independence". the "struggle for liberation
from the US yoke", is s policy which serves

the interests of the West European imperial-

ists:
———

"We can note that these contradictions in
action are already teking on the aspect of
a struggle for national independence and
for liberation from the US yoke,”"
(J.Grippa: ibid.; p.17).

He then goes on to say that the leadership of
the reorganised Communist Party of Belgium
congider that the party should, in effect, t}g )
placed at the disposal of the Belgian

for liberation from the US yoke, and that the
party should urge the working class to form '
en allience with this section of Belgien
monopoly capital:

"We consider that our course of action
should be one of gtruggle for national
independence, ..., by forming the widest

possible alliences, including even alliance

with certain capitalist strate whose
.interests are opposed to,US imperia}ism,”
(J.Grippe: ibid.; p.17).

Thus, within a few months of the reorganisa-
tion of the Communist Party of Belgium on an
"anti-revisionist" basis, the leadership had
set the party on & new revisionist course. In
opposition to the revisionist leadership-of
the (o0ld) Commmist Party of Belgium, which .
had placed the party st the disposal of tat
gection of the Belglan imperialistg which
fevoured continued colleboration with and
subserviénce to US imperiglism, the leadership
of the reorganised party had placed it at the’

e

disposal of that section of the Belgian
imperialists which favqured the libera-
tion of imperielist Belgium from the yoke
of US monopoly capital.

Faced with the objections of Merxist-
Leninists that this course of striving to
persuade the working class to ally itself
with & section of its exploiting ruling
clags amounted to class collaboration and
social-chauvinism, the leadership of the
reorganised party modified the formulation
put forward by Grippe in Peking. Under this
new forgulation, which has been maintained
sinee, the "Belgien" imperielists (the
adjective came to be written in inverted
commas) disappeared from the scene except
as mere agents and puppets of US imper-
ialism:

*The 'Belgian' finenciel oligarchy ....
has deliberately chosen ...
& bourgeocisie of banking sub-contract-
ors, putting its capital at the
disposal of yapkee finance capital and
literally selling out the country to
it,

. to become

Its policy of national treason mani-
fests itself by political servitude,
economi¢ colonisation end the military
occupation of the country by American
imperialism,"

("Balance Sheet and Perspectives of the
Workers' Struggle", in: "La Voix du
Peuple", May lst 1969; p.2).

Despite the mysterious “disappearance" of
the "capitalist strata whose interests
are opposed to US imperialiss", to which
Grippa referred in his 1964 speech in
Peking, the leadership of the (reorgan-°

ised) Coemunist Perty of Belgium continued .

to speak of "the inereasing contradictions
between the West European imperielists and
the US isperialists":

"Stglin in 'The Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR' (1952) had

" . alresdy drewn attention to the import-
nnetional" imperialists, i.e., of that section

Y oof aﬁelgi'an monopoly capitel which is striv.:i,r‘:é

. . ance of the sharpening of inter-
imperialist contradictions, especially
between the USA and the countries of
Vestern Europs,"

(Letter from J.Grippa, Secretary of
the CC of the CPB, to the Marxist-
Leminist Organisation of Britain, June

Tth, 1969).

In a memorendum to the Communist Party of
Belgium dated Jume 17th 1969 (sent in
circumstances to be recounted later in
this Report), the Political Buresu of |
the Central Committee of the Marxist-
Leninist Organisetion of Britain stated:

Y.

"An essential principle of Marxism- "
Leninism is thet the world is not .

static, but in process of continual -
change. A Marxist-Lepimist-analyeis .’ .

of the world situstion must therefore’ °

not only see the world in its develop-
ment, but must from time to time be
brought into line with the changes
that are occurring.

In our view the conception you put

forward of the West European imperialists
as subordinate eccomplices of United
Stetes imperialism is gemerally true for
the period 1945 to ¢,1958. At the same
time, we feel that it needs to be made
clear that the policy of 'mational
tregson' pursued by the West Buropean
imperialiste during this period was in
no way due to any desire on their part to
liquidate their imperialist exploitation
in favour of Americen moropoly capital,
but was dictated by the post-wer situa-
tion in which the wealmess of the develop-
ed capitalist states of Westeyn Burope
made it necessary for their ruling
classes to adopt - in defence of their
own interests as imperialists — a
position of dependence upon Washington.

There can, of course, be no doubt that
the US imperialists have been taking
adventege of this situation to penetrate
the economies of Western Europe with
goods and capital, and to wrest certain
spheres of influence from the West

" European imperialists., These factors

have led to the development of increas-
ing contradictions between US imperial-
ism and the imperialist states of Western
Europe, as you say in para 1 of your
proposed emendment, These increasing
inter-imperialist comtradictions reflect
an _increasing conflict of interest
between the US and West Buropeam
imperialists,

But if there is an incressing conflict

"of interest between US imperialism and

the West Buropean imperialist states, if
the interesta of the West European
imperialists are suffering as a result
of their subordimation to US imperialisa,

.1t is inevitable that they will wish to

break free from this subordination in
their own imperialist interests. It is
also inevitable that they will endeavour
to put this wish into effect, that they
will endeavour to break free from US
domination when favourable circumstances

‘permit,

It seems to us, with reapect, that your
proposed amwendment is illogical in stat—
ing that there are increasing inter-
imperialist contradictions between the

US imperialists apd those of Western
Europe (that is to say, that there is an
increasing conuflict of interest between
them) ‘and that the interests of the Weat
European imperislists are suffering as &
result of US domination, and yet denying
by implication that the West European
imperialists must therefore wish to break
free from US domination and must endeavour
to do so when favourable circumstances
permit, ....

In thie commection we ask you to allow
us to raise a fraternal criticism of
your slogan calling for 'national
independence' for Belgium, In our view
this slogan cannot be correct for an
imperialist country such as Belgium, in
conditions where this country is under
the domination of another imperialist
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state - in this case the United States.

We realise that this slogan is presented
as directed egainst the Belgien impsrial-
ists, in that these are describeq as
functioning as mere managers for ths US
imperialists, as 'national traltors' with
no interests apart from those of serving
US imperialism. But we believe it is not
. correct to speak of the imperialists of
the Western European states in this way, .
Such e description is, we feel, irrecon-
cilable with the statement in para.l of
your proposed amendment which spesks of
incremsing contradictions (that is to say,
an increasing conflict of interest)
between the US imperialists end those of
Western Europe, for if the latter were mere
managers for the US imperialists with na
interests- apart from those of serving US
imperialism, there would be no such in-
creasing conflict of interest,

But since there is such a conflict of
interest between the US imperialists and
those of Western Europe, a conflict of
interest which the West European imperial-
ists cammot but try to solve by pursuing an
independent course in their own imperialist
interests, must it not be said that for
Marxist-Leninists in a West European imper-
iglist country to adopt the slogan of
'national independence’ for that country
is, in effect, to support the imperialists
of that country in their contradictions
with those of. the US? Is not the slogan of

'national independence' in a situation vhere

one's own imperialist country is involved
in inter-imperislist’contradictions with
another equivalent to the slogan 'defence
of the fatherland' in s more violent inter-
imperialist conflict? .... :

We must say, with respect but sincerely,
that we believe that the slogan calling
for 'mational independence’, while ccrrect
for & non-imperialist country under the
dominetion of an imperialist power, is
incorrect for en imperialist couniry under
the_domination of encther imperialist
povwer, in that 1% has the effect not of
mobilising onme's working people against
imperialism but of ‘mobilising them to the
support of 'cne's own' imperialists in
their inter-imperiasiist contradictions with
foreign imperialists.”

(Memorandum of PB of CC of the MLOB to the
Communist Party of Belgium, June 17th,
1969) .

Although pursuing this revisionist pelicy
from 1964 to the present time, the leadership
of the (reorganised) Communist Party of
Belgium may be said to bave entered the
international camp of ¥ centrisi" revisionism
only in 1967-8 , when the party begen to pub-
lish broadly correct anaiyses of Chinese
"lefi" revisionism leading gradually tc an
exposure of the counter-revolutionary char-
acter of the so-celled "cultural revolution”

in Chine. By this time international “centrist"

revisionism had entered the second phase of
its development, so that the political posi-
tions of the CPB after 1967-8 will be
discussed in the next part of the Report,

which deals with this second phase of
Ycentrist"™ revisionism.

REVISIONIST TENDENCTES IK TEE LEAUERSHYP
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF CHINA 1959-1966

Ha.vingﬁ established the fact that the basic

“policies of such partias as the Communist

Party of Japen and the (reorganissd) Coa-
mmist Party of Belglum were revisionist

and served the interest of "nationel"
rmonopely cepital in the scountries concerned,
it is necessary to ask how this policies
came 1o be publicly accapted as "Marxigt-
Leninist" by the, leadership of the Communist
Party of China:

"Peng Then in his spsech hailed the
Japenese Communist Farty as e glorious
Marxist-Leainist Party, as the defender
of the interests of the Japanese working
class and the'Japam.ese people., He said:

'Holding aloft the banuer of opposi-
tion to US imperielism and striving
for national independence, holding
eloft the bammer of revolution, the
great and heroic Ccmmunist Party of
Japan .... is worthy of the rame of a
firm and highly militant venguard of
the proletariat'!

("Rousing Welcome for Japanese Communist

Party Delegation", in: "Peking Review",

April 1st, 1966; p.7-8). !

In the Report of the Central Committee of
the MLOB on the Situation in the Peaple's
Republic of China of Jenuary 1968, we said
that during the periad 1959-1966 the
leadership of the Communist Party of China
was cne

"with the Marxzist-Leninists in the
ascendancy”,

(Report of the Central Committee of the
MLOB on the Situation in the People's
Republic of Chine, in: "Red Front",

Januvary 1968; p.9).

We cannot know at present the details of
the internal political struggles within
the leadership of the Communist Party of
China, but from the evidence available it
would appear that it was in the late
1950s thet certain leading comrades

"yere forced to realise by these
developnents that before effective
action could be teken in the ‘direction
of ocusting the representatives of the
capitalist cless from the new-democrat—
ic state and so opening the way to

socielism in China, they were compelled

to wage an inner-party siruggle asgainst
the revisionist faction headed by Mpo
‘Tse-tumg." ’

(ibido; p.9).

1t appears likely thet scme of these
comrades had not yet reached a completely
Marzist-Leninist position even when the
fuil counter-revolutionary violence of the
#eyltural revolution" orgenised.by the
facticn keaded 'By Mgao Tse-tung burst upon
them in the summer of 1966. But whatever
later inforiation mey reveal sbout the

individual attitudes of these comrades, it
is clear that, although they were "in the
ascendancy”, they were compelled in the
period 1959-66 to share the leadership
with revisionists,

It was for these reasons that, as we said,
the anti-revisionist documents emanating
from the collective leadership of the
Comeunist Party of China in the period
1960-1966 were

"on the whole, magnificent exposés of
the treacherous role being played by

the modern revisionists."

(ibid,; p.9 - our emphasis,PB,MLOB).

As e result of the fact that the collect-
ive leadership of the Communist Party of
China during this period wes not solidly
and unitedly Marxist-Leninist, its anti-
revisionist stence showed certain "centrist”
revisionist weakmnesses, psrticularly in

the period 1960-1964, less so in the

period 1964-1966.

For exemple, at the 1960 meeting of rep-
resentatives of Communist and Workers'

Parties, )

"the delegetions of the CPC and some
other fraternal parties also made
certein concessions, For instance, we
differed on the questions of the 20th
Congress of the CPSU: and on the forms
of transition from capitalism to
socialism, but out of consideration
for the needs of the CPSU and certain
other fraternal perties we agreed to
the inclusion of the same wording on
those questions as that used in the
1957 Declaration."

(Editorial Depts. of "Renmin Ribao”
and "Honggi": "The Origin and Develop~
ment of the Differences Between the
Leadership of the CPSU and Qurselves”;

Peking; 1963; p.38).

As a result of these concessions to the
revisionists on important questions of
principle, the delegation of the Commun-
ist Party of China gave its approval to
the following revisionist formulations in
the Statement of the 1960 world meeting:

"Today, in a number of cepitelist
countries the working class, headed by
its vanguard, has the opportunity ....
to unite a majority of the people, win
state power without eivil war end en-
sure the transfer of the basic means of
production to the hands of the people,
The working class can defeat the
reactionary, anti-popular forces,

secure a firm majority in parliament,
transform parliament from an instrument
serving the class interests of the
bourgeoisie into an instrument serving
the working people, .... and create the
necessary conditions for peaceful
realisation of the socialist revolutions

ecowm

The historic decisions of the 20th
Congress of the CPSU are not only of
great importance for the CPSU and
communist construction in the USSR, but

RPN,

e p——
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{Editorial Depts. of "Rernmin Ribao" and
"Hongqi”: "The Origin and Development of
the Differences between the Leadership
of the CPSU and Ourselves"; Peking;1963;
P.9).

Nevertheless, the CC of the CPC took the
line that the attacks upon Stalin were
merely "excessive" in that they "con;ﬁetely
negated” Stalin - instead of, presumably,
only pertly negating him!

have injtiated a new stage in the world
Cormunist movement, and have promoted its
development on the bmsis of Marxism-—
Leninism,"

revisionist leaderships,

"Now there is a socialist camp consist-
ing of thirteen cowmiries, Albania,
Bulgaria, China, Cube, Czechoslovakie,
the German Democratic Republic, Hungery,
the Democratic People's Republic of
Kores, Mongolia, Polend, Russnia, the
Soviet Union and the Democratic Republic
of Vietnam,"

(Statement of Meeting of Representatives of
Communist and Workers' Perties, Moscow 1960;
in: "World Marxist Review", December 1960;
p.21, 24),

Four years later, in 1964, the leadership of
the Communist Party of China had moved to a

position of self-criticism of the cancessions
they bad made at the world meeting:

"If comrades now make the criticism that we
were wrong in giving this comsideration to
the leaders of the CPSU, we are quite ready
to accept this eriticism,"

(Editorial Depts. of "Renmin Ribao" and
"Hongqi": "The Proletarian Revolution and
Khrushchov's Revisionism"; Peking; 1964;p.,
23).

As late as February 1964, the Central Coumittee
of the Communist Party of China was still put-
ting forward the concept of reaching by nego-
tlation with the Soviet revisionists "a Teason-
able formula acgepteble to all".

"We on our part made a four-point proposel in
our letter to you dated February 29th, 1964
for the preparation and convocation of an
international meeting of the fratermgl
parties, The propossl read as follows: 1) For
the cessatipn of the publié polemics it is
necessary for the Ghinese a_ild Soviet Parties
and other fraternpl Parties concerned to hold
variocus bilateral end multilatersl talks in

order to find through consu}tation a feir and .

‘reasonable formula accepteble to all and to ’
gonclude a commen agreement.”

(Letter of the CC of the CPC jn Reply to a
Petter of the CC of the CPSU dated Jume 15,
1964; Peking; 1964; p.5).

By July 1964, however, the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Chine was declaring
firmly:

" thorough criticism and repudistion of your
revisionist line is imperative if the inter-
national meeting of the fraternel Parties is
0 be g meeting of unjty on the basis of
Marxism-Lenihism. ....

The Marxist-Leninist Parties which have been
rebuilt after breaking with revisionism ....
will, of course, be allowed to participate
{in eny international meeting - FB,M.L.0.B.)
and no one hes any right to exclude them. ,..

So long as you persist in your revisionist
line and refuse to admit your errors public-
ly, we will certainly cont;inue the great
debate."

(Letter of the CC of the CPC in Reply to &

"It wes necessary to criticise Stalin's
mistakes. But in his secret report to
the 20th Congress, Comrade Khrushchov
completely negated Stelin. ....

Stelin deserves to be criticised, but
sse. &t Do tiwe and in no place did the
Chinese Communist Party .... agree with
the complete negation of Stalin.®
(Editorial Depts. of "Renmin Ribao" and
"Honggi": ibid.; p.8, 12, 13).

"In his way of thinking, Stelin departed
from dialectical materialism and fell
into metaphysics and subjectivism on
certain queations and consequently he
was sometimes divoreed from reality and
from the masases.
types of contradictions which are

+v.. He confused two

different in mature, contradictions
between ourselves and the enemy and
contredictions among the people, -end
alsc confused the different methods
needed in handling them. In the work led
by Stalin of suppressing the counter-
revolution, .... there were innocent
people who were wrongly comnvicted; and
in 1937 and 1938 there octurred ‘the
error of enlarging the scope of the
suppregsion of counter-revoluticnaries,
In the matter of Party aixd government
orgenisation, he did not fully appiy
proleterian democratic centralism and,
to some extent, violated it. In handling
relations with fratermel parties and
countries, he made some mistakes, He
also gave some bad counsel in -the inter-
national communist movement., These mis-
takes gaused some losses to the Soviet
Union and the international communist
movement, ....

Long ago the Chinese Communists had
first-hand experience of some of his
mistakes. Of the erromecus 'Left' and
Right opportunist lines which emerged
in the Chinese Communist Party at one
time or another, some arose under the
influence of certein mjstakes of Stalin'
(Editorial Depts. of “"Renmin Ribao" and
"Hongqi®: "On the Question of Stelin";

1963; p.5-6, 8).

(CC of CPC: "A Proposel Concerning the
Genersl Line of the International Com-
mnist Movement"; Peking; 1963; p.10).

By July 1964 the Centrel Committee of the
Communist Party of China had recognised
that the Soviet Union, et least, could
herdly any longer be included in the
"socialist camp" of ccuntries?

"The revisionist Khrushchov clique are
the politicel representatives of the
Soviet bourgeoisie, and particularly
of its privileged stratum, ,....

The Soviet privileged stratum has
geined control of the Party, the gov-
ernment and other important orgenisa-—
tions. ....

The relationship of such persons to
the workers has turned into one between
exploiters and exploited, between
oppressors and oppressed. ....

The Khrushchov clique .... are turning
the Soviet state under the dictatorship

. -of the proletariat into a state under
the dictatorship of the revisionist
Khrushehov clique; and, step by step,
they are turning socialist ownership
by the whole people and socialist col-
lective ‘ownership into ownership by.
the privileged stratum. ....

The Khrushchov clique .... is betraying
socialism and restoring capitalism."
(Editorial Depts. of "Renmin Ribao" and
"Honggi": "On Khrushchov's Phoney Com-
minism and its Historical Lessons for
the World"; Peking; 1964; p.43,44, 27,
4546, 48).

It is clear, therefore, that during the

period 1960 to 1966 the leadership of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China, in its collective will, was

moving closer to s full Merxist-Leninist

posjtion but thaet its stetements during

this period still contained revisionist
elements,

One of the grevest of these devietions
from a Marxist-Leninist position ves &
tendency to substitute for the correct
formulation "astruggle against world imp-
erialism; headed by United States imper-

Letter of the CC of -the CPSU deted June 15,
1964; Peking; 1964; p.16,21,29).

In 1963 the CC of the CPC was including in
the "socialist camp" of countries not only
Chine, Cuba, the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea and the Democratic Repub-
- lic of Vietnam - where socialism hed never
been established -~ but also Bulgaria,
Czechoslovekia, the German Democratic
Republic, Bungary, Polend, Rumania and the

ielism" the incorrect formulation “strug-
gle against United States imperialism”.
In addition to the factors-mentioned
previously, other factors opereted in
connection with this particuler deviation:
the fact that US imperialism at this time
5till held a dominating position over
other imperialist powers; the fact that
US imperielism was the particular imper-
jalism with which the Soviet revisionists

Again, it was clear to the Central Committee of
the Qommunist Party of China that

“In completely negating Stalin ai the 20th
Congress of the CPSU, Khrushchov in éffect
negated the dictatorship of the proletariat
and the fundamental theories of Marxism- Soviet Union - where socialism had been
Leninigm which Stlain defended and developed', destroyed by the policies of the right
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were collaborating; the fact that the immed- latter on some questions and to a ¢ egationg,"

iete threat to the People's Republic of Chine certain degree," (Editorial Depts, of "Renmin Ribao" end
came from US imperielism; the fact that their - (Editorial Depts. of "Remmin Ribeo” and "Honggi": "The Origin and Development
"centrist" revisionist allies in the "Great "Hongqi": "Refutation of the New Leaders of the Differences between the Leader=
Debate" - such as the leaderships of the of the CPSU on 'United 4ction'", in: ship of the CPSU and Ourselves".Peking;
Communist Party of Japan, the Workers' Party "Peking Review", November 12th, 1965; 1963; p.33, 37-38).

of Vietnam, the Workers' Party of Korea, the P.14-15),

3 T 3 The compromise reached on this quesiion wes
(reorganised) Communist Party of Belgium -

At th cet ) kable in its illogicality.The "centrist
bad adopted this’ policy. e 1960 meeting of the representatives remarkable gl ¥

of Communist and Workers! Parties, it was revisionist policy was accepted for Japan,

As a result of a combination of all these the pressure of the Chinese delegation and rejected for the European developed capite-
factors, the Central Committee of the Commun- the delegations of the "centrist® revision- list states.
ist Party of China adopted the "cenmtrist” ist parties which, against the opposition

"In some non-Eurcpean developed capital-
ist countries which are under the

political, economic and military domina-
tion of US imperialism, the working class

revisionist policy in relaticn to the struggle of the Soviet revisionists, secured the
against world imperislism which gave support pertial adoption of this policy formulation
to those revisionist leaderships in developed in thé Statement.

capitalist ¢ountries under the domination of

U Amperialisd when these Leiderebios. scudst "In the latter half of 1960, & shal.'p and. the pe}o;.)le d.'?.rec-:t “the rfxafl:iblowand

to place their parties at the disposal of sﬁu@e developed in the intermaiional agamsf I.JS imperialist domn: 02, o

those sections of monopoly capital in their communist movement around the meeting of e.lsg ageinst yongpoly capital and o
representatives of Communist and Workers'  domestic reactionary forces that betray

countries which wished tc break free from farties. : N e

S e iy L course of this struggle sll the demo-

Many correct views on important primcip-

or alliance with US imperialism consti- 2e8 Aok iionugpy iuhelide feanticuarafpthy come together in & united front fighting
i Chinese and other fraternal perties were

tutes the hallmark for deciding whether for the victory of a revolution aimed at
il i 5 written into the Statement. The theses .. X

or not a political force can be included N . v " achieving-genuine nationsl independence
on the need for the working class and the and democracy.”

© "Ir the contemporary world opposition to cratic, patriotic forces of the nation

in the united front against the United

States. _... masses in certain advenced capitalist (Stetement of thé Meeting of Represente~
countries under US imperialist political, tives of Commurist and Workers' Parties;

In the imperielist countries which are economic and military domination to © *Mosedw 1960, in: "World Marxist Review";

in shaerp contradiction with the United direct their chief blows at US imperialist ‘Decémber 1960, p.lS).I

States, some monopoly capitelists follow dominetion end also at the monopoly cap-

the US imperialists, but there are also italists and other reactionary forces at As Will be seen, since 1965 the essence

others who desire in varying degrees to home which betray their nationel interests: of this formulation - extended to include

oppose the United States. In the struggle co.. all these theses are in the State-  Europe — has been taken over by the Soviet

against the Unlted States, the people of ment as a result of the acceptance of the revisionists, ;

the wdrld can teke united action with the views of the Chinese and some other del- - - -

PART THREE

In this part of our Report we wish to indicate the principal features of the second phase of
development of "centrist" revisionism and the reasons for its development into this new
Ehase

In this second phase of development, "centrist” revisionism began to move closer to Soviet
revisionism - towards, in fact, a position of constituting a semi- 1ndependent "left" -wing of
Soviet revisionism,

While continuing to criticise Soviet revisionism, in this second phase of development the
"centrist" revisionists took the line - expressed explicitly by the Communist Party of Japan
in a statement issued in Septembep 1966 - that the leadership of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union was composed partly of revisionists and partly of '?ann—r*ev_;smms;s'h so that
the international struggle against revisionism made it essential to collaborate with the Soviet
leadership in order to assist the Soviet "anti-revisionists" in their struggle against the
revisionists. (This policy became in practice one of collaborating with "oiv_th_od_ox_" revisionists
in their struggle against ultra-revisionists),

At the same time the "centrist" revisionists broke away from their ideological alliance with
the Communist Party of China, in which Marxist-Leninists were in the ascendancy until the
summer of 1966, and adopted a policy of open hostility towards the leadership of that Party.

For example: even if ideological unity could not be re- "So far from opposing Us imperialism,
esteblished, , the new leaders of the CPSU are allying
themselves and colleberating with it
eseo If they really opposed US imperial-

On January 1st, 1966 Kenji Miyamoto, the
General Secretery of the Communisi Party of Thus, the leadership of the Communist Party

Japan, stated that %t was essential to of Japan ?et & line which was in contra- B andPdd a0 by Y tual¥desds e wonld
organise concerted international actiom diction with t‘!‘m.t adopted by the leadership readily take united sction with.then,
egainst imperialist sggresasion in Vietnem of the Communist Party of China:

But their so-~called opposition to US
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imperialism is only verbal and nct
genuine. ..., So long as they do not
abandon their allisnce with US impe:
ism ané reaction, we absclutely refuse to
‘teke any 'united action' with them."
(Editorial Depts, of "Renmin Ribac" and
"Hongqi®: "Refutation of the New Leaders
of the CPSU on 'United Action'®, in:
"Peking Review", November 12th, 1965;
p.15).

rial-

On Janusry 2nd 1966 Castro publicly attacked
the Chinese government in connection with
the preliminary trade negotiations then pro-
ceeding bYetween government departments of
the two countries, As an official of the
Chinese Ministry of Trede said:

"Prime Minister Castro has taken a step
which is extraordinary in normal state
He vnilaterally and
untruthfully made publie contents of the

relations, ca..

preliminary trade negotiations now going
on between the governmental departments
concerned of the two countries. ....

' There have been trade negotiations between
China and Cuba every year, and every year
differing views of one kind or another
have cropped up in the course of them. But
in the past Prime Minister Castrc never
acted as he has now, Why then has he
gsuddeniy taken such an extraordinary step
orm the eve of the thres continents peoples
solidarity conference in Havane? This
offers food for thought."

(Interview with an Official of Chins's
Ministry of Foreign Trade, in: "Peking
Review", January 14th, 1966; p.23).

On February 6th, 1966, Cagtro delivered a
strongly worded attack on the government of
the People's Republic of China, declaring
that the alleged refusal of the Chinese gov-
ermment to meet Cuba's demands in full during
the preliminary trade talks was an tegonomis
reprisal" for the restrictions imposed by
the Cuban government on the distribution of
Chinese political material:

"The Chinese Government cmied out a
sriminal-act _of ecenomic eggression
ggainst our country. c...

It is precisely that Government, with its

perfidy, its hypocrisy, its malicious

insimiationg end its contempt for our
spall country which forces us to do it.

(i.e., to complain of = - PB, M.L.0.B.)

w0o. the disrespect shown by the Chinese
rapresenta.tives towards our demands in
connection with the massive distribution
of propaganda material involving metters
of & political nature." |

{(Fidel Caetro: Reply to the Statements of
the Chinese Government, February 6th,
1966, in: "Peking Review", Februery 25th,
1966; p.19, 21).

In March 1966 a delegation of the Communist
Party of Japen visited Pyongyang, where a
joint stetement wes issued by the Werkers!
Party of Koree and the Communist Party of
Jepan calling for united action.

On Auguat 4%h, 1566 the

ted itz m

Sompenist Party of
Jepan instyuc

portraits of Mao Tes~
local headguavters

Chinese books frow zarty boo

On Avgust 1%%h, 1985 the Werksrs' Party of

Koree issusd a etatemsnt which acoussd the
Communist Party of Shina by taplication of
attempting 4o imposs its own theories and
policies on the North Koresr and Japansss
parties,
ible for a
"a small

list coumtry™,

declaring that it was iepermiss—
a lavge perty to put pressdre on

party and the periy of a cepita-

In early September 1366 +re Comrunist Par

of Japan issued a statement wiizh Jdencuncs i
the opposition of the Commvuist Party of
China %o united ection as "purely negative,
The statement suggested thet the Soviet
leadership wag divided bstwzen revisionists
and "anti-revisionigts” and advoceied thet
parties should contimis their struggis
against modern revisionism while collaboy-
ating with the leaders of the Cummonist
Party of the Soviet Union with the aim of
promoting the devslopment of anti-

revisionist policies within that party.

On September 18th, 19456 “Pravis®
from "Rodong Shinmoon®™, organ of

reprinted
the Central
Workers' Party of Korea,
attackad "Mrohekylets® da
it obvious that the aitack
of the

Committee of the
an articls which
terms which mads
was directed against the leaderzhip
Communist Party of China,

THE _REORIENTATION OF SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY

One besic causé for the bhange in orienta-
tion of "centrist®? revisiondism in paseis

from the first to the ‘se
development was the msjor veorieniation in

sord phase of its

Soviet foreizn policy whick began in the
Autumn of 1964 - a reorientetion whish
reflected the sams fundamenial changzs in
the worid balence of forces which hed given

ris¢ to “centrist" revisionism itself,

By the early 1960s the decline in
economic and mwilitary stremgth of
islism in relation to that of the
ist powers of continental Europe =nd Japan
had raised sericus doubts as to whether
the continuation of a Soviet foreign
poliey in which collsboraticn with TS
impe‘riali‘sml was the cardinel polnt wag ip
the best interests of the Soviet neo-

doubis wers

imperialist class, Thess
snforced by the Fact that, six meathe after
Korushchor hail <
US interests "do not clash direstly any-
where"
the Soviet ravi
withdraw their misgils bases
to submit to the ignominy of suit
their ships to be esamined on the high

seas by US warships, 5y *his time, oo, it
had become ciear that ihe Khvashchevite

policy had causcd great loss of Sevist

influence in many coloulal-typs couniriss,
When in 1954 the Sovizt goverzment kad #o

Jenlared that Sov

caze the Taribbesn ¢risis dn which

sionigts were compallsd to
from Cuba and

ering

give serious consideretion ic a dsmand

from ¥ashington for the diswantling of
the fermen Demccratic Republic, one of
the wost important states within the

Soviat zpbere of influence, the new ruling

oizeg of Sovist

stete capitalists was
JTorced %o make an “agonising reappraisal®
of their forzign policy. As a result it
was decided ~ thomgh not without contin-
uwing opposition - to jetiison the
Korughchovite policy of meking collabora-
tion with US imperialisw the cornerstone
of foreign policy - together with, in
October 1964, its principal architect,
Khrushehov - and gradually to reorientats
thuas fereign policy into one the cardinal
point of which wes collshoration with all

capitalist

clazs=a end strata in the werld

wnich ars in contradiction with US imper-

ializm - that is, with those capitalist

forces which were now in the ascendant.

Althqug;h *this reorientation was ~ could
cnly bs - a gradual process, accompenied
at first by declarations by the new
Brezhnev-Kosygin lesdership that "nc
changss in foreign policy were envisaged",
information ac to the real significance of
the dismissal of Khirushchov was clearly
mede avajlable tc the “centrist" revision—
ist leaderships sc thet they might grasp
the fact that the major obstacle to their
¢oilsporstion with the leadership of the

Communist Perty of the Soviet Union had

now been removed,

Thus Miyemoto, the General Secretary of
the Comprnist Perty of Japen, told & press
conference on October 16th, 1964:

"His remcval in this maomer is of wery
great importance,

fesl thab ths fact that the former
kelmsman i3 no ionger allowed to take
have a great effect on
the future of 1ts (the CPSU's - PB,
M.L.0,B,) line.”
{Cited in: "Peking Review",
6tk, 1964; p.l15).

the helm will

November

And Noszaka, the Chairman of the Communist
Paviy of Jepan, said a Tew days later:

"Khrushchov® s removal from office end
{hina's successful nuclear test are c..o
+eiling blows to imperialism headed by
the United States."

{Cited in: "Peking Review", November
13th, 19647 p.20).

That +his information wes not conveyed to
the lsedership of the Commerist Party of
China, hewever; then with Marxist-
Lerinists in the ascendauncy, is suggested
by the declaration from Peking that

wihe replacsment of Karushchov by

these new leaders has been merely a
whenge of personalities in the revis-
ionist dynesiy.”

{Editorial Depts. of "Renwin Ribeo”

and “Honggi®: "Refutation of the New
Leadsrs of the CPSU on ‘United Action'",
in: “pPeking Review’, Novemoer 12th,

1965; 2.19).
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THE REQRIENTATION OF THE “INTERNATIONAL
COMMUNIST MOVEMENT*

The reorientation of Soviet FPoreign policy
avay from collzboration with US imperialism

as its cardinal point towards one of collabor-

ation with the social forces opposed to

US imperialism was reflected in the compunique

issued from the "consultative meeting" of
representatives of "Communist and Workers'
Parties" held in Moscow in March 1965:

"The commurique ..,. stressed ..,. that
world resction, headed by US imperialism,
vas stepping up its activities in various
areas of the world. There is the naked
aggression ageinst the Democratic Republic

of Vietnam. The participants in the meeting

expressed their full solidarity with the
people of Vietnam and with the fratermal
Working Peoples' Party of Vietnam; they

issued a call to all Communist and Workers'

Parties, to all the socialist couptries,
and to all the progressive and democratic
movements to force US imperialism to halt
its aggression in South Vietnem and with-
draw its armed forces from that country,

[EET)

¥ow more than ever before, it is necessary
for all Communist parties to show their -
sense of international responsibility' and
to ynite for the common struggle against
imperialism, colonie}lism and neo-colpniel-
iem and ,.,. for active support to the
liberation movement and in defepce of the

peoples who have been attacked by imperial-

ism, .0..

'Even though there are differences over the

political line and many importent problems

of theory and tactics, it is quite possible

and necessary to work for united action in
the struggle against imperialism, in the

matter of ensuring all-round support for the

liberation movement of the peoples,'
("Unity of Action in the World Communist

Movement", in: "World Merxist Review", April

1965; p.2).

It is easy to overlook the significence of

these formulations, since they are no different
in substance from those embodied in the State-
ment of the 1960 Meeting of representatives of

Communist and Workers' Parties:

"us imgeriaiism ig_the chief bulwark of

world reaction and an igternationai gendarme,

ess. it has become an enemy of the peoples
of the whole world. ....

A11 the socialist countries and the inter-
national working class and Communist move-
ment recognise their duty to render the
fullest moral and material assistance to

the peoples fighting to free themselves from

imperialist and colonial tyranny."

(Statement of Meeting of Representatives of

Communist and Workers' Parties, November
1960, in: "World Marxist Review", December
1960; p.6, 18).

The 1965 formulations acquire significance,

however, when taken in conjunction with the

statement of the Communist Party of China in
1963 that the similar formulations in the
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1960 Statement were jrserted under the

pressure of the Chinege and "gentrist"

revisionist delegatiors and aguinst the
resistance of the Soviet delegation:

"In the latter half of 1560, e sharp
struggle developed “n the intermational
communist movement wrovmd the meeting
of representatives of Compunist and
Workers' Parties, u....

Many correct views nn important prin-
ciples set forth by the delegations of
the Chinese and other fraternal Parties
were written into the Statement, The
theses ..., on US inperialism as the
enemy of the people‘ of ihe whole world;
on the formation of the most extensive
united front against US imperialism;
.ees OD sUpport by the socialist
countries and the internatiomal working
class movement for uhe national libera-
tion stryggle; .,.. - all these theses
are in the Statement as a result of the
acceptance of the views of the Chinese
and some other delegations,"

(Editorial Depts. of "Renmin Ribac" and
"Honggi": "“The Origin end Development of
the Differences Between the Leadership
of the CPSU and Quraselvss"; Peking;
193; p.33, 37-38).

Four and a half years later these formu-
lations have been accepted at an inter~
national meeting of right revigionist-led
parties at which neithér the Communist
Party of China nor sny of the "centristi"
revisionist-led parties was present.

The reorientation of the revisiomist-led .

~ communist parties to the new Soviet foreign

policy was taken a stage further at a
meeting of the parties of the capitalist
countries of Europe in Brugsels in June
1965, The meeting adopted the policy of
vworking for the concept of “European col-
lective security" sponsored b‘y the Sovief,
revisionista:

"To the cold-wer policy end the US
interference through NATO in the
internal affairs of the European
countries, the meeting advanced the
alternative, corresponding to the
interests of all tha nations of Europe
end of world peace, of European ccllect-
ive security."

(A. SBdersen: ®Conference in Brussels",
in: "World Marxist Review", July 1965;
p.44). ‘

In April 1967 a cenference of 24 "Commun—
ist and Workers' Parties" from Esstern and
Western Eurcpe took place at Karlovy Vary
at which the Soviet revisionists' prog-
ramme for "European securjity" was adopted,

The dominating features of the documents
adopted by the "Internetional Meeting of
Communist and Werkers' Perties" held in
Moscow in June 1969 were a strongly worded
indictment of .

"the United States of America, the
chief imperialist power™.
(Documents adopted by the "Internation-

al Meeting of Communist and Workers'
Parties: Moscow 1969"; Prague; 1969;
p.12).

and a decleration that the fundemental task
of the "international communist movement"

was

"the struggle against imperialism, ....
that of the US above all",
(ibid.; p.11, 14),

since

"The events of the past decade hgve
laid bare more forcibly than ever the
pature of US imperialism a8 a wWorld
exploiter and gendarme, as the sworn
enepy of the liberation movemenis., ....

The existing situation demands united
action of Communists and 211 other anti-
imperialist forces so that maximum use

may be pade of -the mounting possibili-
ties for m broader offensive against
imperialism, against the forces of

reaction and war.

A primery objective of united action is

to give all-round support to the heroic
Vietnamese peoplé. ....

The policy of peaceful co-existence does
not contradjct the right of -any oppres-
sed people to fight for its liberation
by any means it considers necessary -
armed or peaceful, ....

Communists reiterate their solidarity
with the siruggle of the E@.‘;es of

4eia, Africa and Latin America for: °
independence and national sovereignty,

for liberation from every kind of
economic and political hegemony of the
imperialist circles. ...

The present situation dem:l._nlisL greater
militant solidarity of the peoples of
the socielist countries, of all cont-
ingents of the international working

class movement and nationsl liberation

in the struggle egainst imperialism.”
(ibid'; p-17p 11: m; 31: 341 35'36)-

A second basic cause for the change in
orientation of "centrist" revisionism in
passing from the first to the secopd phase
of its development was the attitude of the
leadership of the Communist Party of Chins,
in which Marxist-lLeninists were the¢n in the
ascendancy, that the leadership of a com-
munist party must participate in the ideo-
logical exposure of Soviet revisionism in
order to be recognised es genuinely anti-
imperialist - and therefore, by inpli‘cation,
entitled to the full support of the Gommun-
ist Party of China (and, in the case of a
ruling communist party, to the full support
of the People's Republic of China):

"To oppose US imperialism, ..., it is
imperative to oppose Khrushchov revis—

ioniem,"

(Chou En-lai: Speech of November 29th,
1965, in: "Peking Review", December 3rd
1965; p.5).

The Chinese leadership could not but be
aware that the new leaders of the Communigt
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Party of the Soviet Union were continuing the
Khrushchovite policies of restoring cepital-
ism and opposing the Communist Party of
China!

"In numeroucs speeches, documents and
articles the new leaders of the CPSU have
been vociferovsly advocating 'united
action' cn the part of the Communist
Parties and the socialist countries, ...
But this is 211 false, Their deeds run
counter to their words. At the plemary
session of the Central Committee of the
€PSU in September of this year (1965 - FB,
M.L.0.B.), Brezhnev, First Sscretary of
the Central Committee of the GPSU, openly
denounced the Communist Party of China
while prating ebout 'miity against imper-
ialism', o...

The new leaders of the CPSU have conducted
a feverish campaign against the Chinese
Communist Party, ....

The new leaders of the CPSU ,... teke the
Chinese Communist Party .... as the main
target of their concentrated attacks and
they are trying toisolate it. .o.o

The new leaders of the CPSU have centred
their efforts on undermining the economic
base of socialism o... end on setting up
and developing a nev gystem of exploitation
and fosiering and supporting the new bour-
geoisie, thus accelerating the restoration
of capitalism. ....

Because they are the political represent-
atives of the privileged bourgeois stratum
in the Soviet Union, just as Knrushchov
wag, the new leaders of the CPSU pursue
domestic and foreign policies which are not
proletarian bui bourgeois, not socialist
but capitelist."

(Editorial Depts. of "Renmir Ribac" and
"Hongqi"s "Refutation of the New Leaders
of the CPSU on 'Unjted Action'", in:
"Peking Review!) November 12th, 1965; p.l1,
17-18, 19, 20).

From this correct analysis, hewever, the
Chinese leaders drew an incorrect assumption:
that there had been no change in the attitude
of the Soviet neo-cepitalist class towards US
imperialism;

"Heve the new leaders of the CPSU ...,
changed from being a force allied with US
imperialism to one opposing it?

The facts show they have not. ,...

The replacement of Khrushchov by these new
1saders has been merely a change of person—
alities in the revisionist dynasty.®
(Tbid.; p.13, 19).

Clearly the Chinese leaders had not yet
realised that there had been a recrientation
of Scviet foreign policy in relation to US
imperialism, but that the Seviet revisionists
- far from seeking to include the People's
Republic of Chine in an internaticnal fromt
against the US imperislists - had the aim of
orientating this international front against
both the United States and China.

Thus, by the end of 1965 the “zentrist" rev-
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isionist leaderships-were faced with a stern
choice: either o continue to collaborate
with the leadership of the Communist Party
of China and to develop a full and unequiv-
ocal exposure of Soviel revisionism - so
lai'gely isolating themselves from Soviet
support and (in the case of ruling parties)
from Soviet "aid"; or to break off colleb-
oration with the leadership of the Communist
Party of China and move closer to the rev-
isionist leadership of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union - so largely isolating
themselves from Chinese support and (in the
case of ruling partias) from Chinese aid,

As we have seen, the reorientation of Soviet
foreign policy away from ¢me in which col-
laboration with US imperislism was the
cardinal point towards one of collaboration
with the social forces opposed to US imper-
ialism bad removed the main obstacle to the
second course, Furthermore, it appearcd to
the "centrisi" revisionists that, ccllabor-
ating with the Soviet Union, the Cuban
"centrist" revisionists had not suffered the
direct invasion of their country by the
imperialists, while, collaborating with the
Chinese leadership, the Indonesian "rentrist®
revisionist-led party had been decimated by
pro-imperialist forces.

In this new situation, most of the "centrist"
revisionist leaderships decided that their
best interests were ssrved by the second
course, From the begimming of 1966, there—
fore, they begen to repudiate their ideox
logical alliance with the leadership of the
Communist Party of China and to move closer
to the Soviet revisionists.

The Vietnamese "centrist" rsvisionists, in a
special position, did noct reorientete their
foreign policy fully into this second pbase,
While virtuvally ceasing their criticism of
Soviet revisionism, they relied on their war
of nationel liberaticn against US imperial-
ism to convinee the Chinese leaders of their
genuine enti-imperielist sttitude. They thus
gave full support to the Soviet revisionists,
and to the Chinese leadership both before and
after the counter-revolutionary "cultural
revolution" of 1966-68, and were able to
obtain a certain amount of "aid' both from
the Soviet Union and the People's Republic
of China!

"The Soviet Union - the first socielist
state, established following the October
Revolution - has performed a great heroiec
work in the half-century of its exist-
ence, acting in the interests of the
socialist camp, of the working class
movement, of all working people and of
the peoples of the oppressed countries,

We are grateful to the Soviet Union for
the very great contribution it has made
to our struggle with American imperial-
ism.”

(Interview with Phan Ven Dong, Prime
Minister of the Democratiz Republic of
Vietnam, in: "New Times", June 18th,
1969; p.10).

"In the cause of socislist revolution,

the Commmist Party of China and the
Chinese people have turnmed 'poor and
blank' Chine into a mighty socialist
COUntTY. o000

The Vietnam Workers' Party and the Viet-
namese peopie sincerély'wish that the
Chinese people, armed with Marxism-
Leninism, Mao Tse-tung's thought, will,
under the illumination of this Congress
of the Communist Party of China, achieve
etill greater and all-round successes

in socialist construction in China, ....

We take this opportunity to express our
sincere and profound thanks to the Com-
munist Party of China and the fratermal
Chinese peopie for their extremely
valuable support end assistance.™
(Message of Greetings from the Central
Committee of the Vietnam Workers' Party
to the "Ninth Na‘tional Congress of the
Commnist Party of China®; in "Peking
Review", April 1ith, 1969: p.15, 1€).

THE SOVIET-CHINESE INTER-CAPITALIST
CONTRADICTION

The tremendous development of natiomel
liberation movements in the colontal-type
countries of the world ir recent years has
rendered the domination end explojitation
of under-developed countries by the devel-
oped capitalist powers much more difficult
to bring about and maintain. Furthermore,
the number of developed cepitalist powers
competing for the exploitation of the
working people of the world has increased
in recent years as a result of, the rest-
oration of capitelism in the Soviet Union
by the modern revisionists and the trans-
formation of China from a semi-colonial
country into an independent capitalist

power,

In the present period of the general crisis
of capitalism, therefors, iniernational
contrpdictions between capitelist classes
in different countries, and between

alliances of such capitalist classes,

have greatly increased.

e
In particular, Sovietneo-imperialism finds

itself in an extremely difficult pesition
with regard to the expansion of its

present inadequate spheres of influence.
The gre’a.'besi obstacle to the reaolution

of the problems of Sovietneo-imperialism is
the Chinese capitelist cless, which not

¥t T 50 far as an individual country is
concerned, Lenin defirped imperialism or
monopoly ecapitalism as the stage of dev-
elopment of capitalism

"in which the domination of monopolies
and finance capital has established it-
self; in which the export of capital

has acquired proncunced importance.”
{V.I.Lenin: "Imperielism, the Highest
Stage of Capitalism" in "Selected Works",
Vol.5; London 1935; p.8l)s

and he defined state monopcly capitalism
as the stage of development of imperialism
or monopoly capitalism in which 4
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only stands territorially in the way of
Soviet expansion into Asia but competes with
the Soviet neo-imperialists for hegemony over
the colonjal-type countries of the world which
are emerging from domination by the eastab-
lished imperialist powera.

Thus, the most acute inter-capitalist contra-
diction in the world at the present time -
one which has already erupted into bloody
frontier fighting - is that between the two
"new recruits" to the world's capitalist
classes - the Soviet capitalist cless and the
Chinese capitalist class. Since 1966‘ the
"ideological dispute" between the leaders of
these two powers has sunk to the level of mere
demegogic propagenda by which each side strives
to mobilise its own working pecple for a
coming major clash while trying to stir up the
working people of the other side ggainst their
leaders,

At present the Soviet Union is superior to the
People's Republic of Chine in its level of
industrial development and technology; it has
a larger stockpile of nuclear weapons, a larger
capacity for producing these weapons, and more
and better means of delivering them; it has
more armoured vehicles, a better communications
system, a larger navy and air force.

But with every year that passes the superiority
of the Soviet Union in relation to China in
these respects decreases. Therefore, if war is
to come between the Soviet Union and China -
and there is no other means of settling funda-
mental jnter-capitalist conflicts - it is to
the advantage of the Soviet neo-imperiglists
that it should come sooner rather th_gx_l later.

It is clear from Soyiet militery writings that
the Soviet war plans in relation to China are
for a massive, pre-emptive "blitzkrieg" against
the Chinese missile bases, nuclear plents and
principal centres of population, together with
the large-scale destruction of China's food
supplies by means of chemical and biclogical

_ weapons and the speedy occupation of the main °

areas of Imner Mongolis and North China,
including Peking, Following the success of this

vhich China is superior to the Soviet
Union - thet of manpower. The Chinese
General Staff accepts that a Soviet
"blitzkriegh could be initially effective,
but they point out that even if the Soviet
assault ennihilates 300 million of China's
people, the populetion remsining would
still give to China a manpower superiority
of three to one. The Chinese strategy of
"people!s war™ thus regards the Soviet
"plitekrieg" merely as the opening phase
of a war that might well last e hundred
years; it is based on the stockpiling of
food, the mobilisation of the entire
people to participate in active fighting,
the enticement of the enemy forces deep
into China's vast territory end their des-
truction in "hand to hand" fighting in
which the Soviet superiority in war tech-
nology would be nullified. In keeping with
this strategy, en elaborate system of H-
bomb-proof defence upits has been con-
structed in each military ares, each unit
gelf-sufficient and capable of continuing
to function as s fighting base even if all
communication with the centre has been cut
off, The Chinese General Staff believe that
this military strategy would result, as in
the case of the attempi of the Japanese
imperialists to wage a similar "plitzkried'
against a veaker China, in the ultimate
defeat of the Soviet Union.

THE NEW SOVIET POREIGN POLICY

The new Soviet foreign policy, as it has
been developed since Qctober 1964, is besed
on the following pripcipal aims:

1), to meke all preparations for a speedy
military victory over China, and so open
the way to the establishment of a new
sphere of influence for the Soviet neo-
capitalist class in Asie;

2), to collsborate with monopoly capitalist
and capitalist classes {or sections of
those classes) of developed capitalist

- countries under the yoke of US imperialism’ )

in so far ss these wish to free themselves

‘"plitzkrieg", a new right revisionist leadership: from US domination, and to place the -

of the Chinese Party and state would be set up
in the capital, a leadership with which the
Soviet government would be pleased to sign an
armistice - and hope that this would be recog-
nised by the remsins of the Chinese people.

The Chinese military strategy, on the other
hend, is based on the one factor in respect of

"ihe state .... is becoming merged more and
more with the all-powerful cepitalist
combines,” (V.I.Lenin: Preface to the First
Editjon of "The State and Revolution" in: .
wSelacted Works", Vol.7; London; 1946; p.5).

It is clear that the social system which now
exists in the Soviet Union is that form of
imperialism or monopoly capitelism which
Merxist-Leninists call state monopoly capita-
lism, although this social system has been
brought into being not by forward development
from competitive capitalism but by retrogres-
sive, counter-revolutionary development from
socialism,

"jnternatiocnal communist movement" at their
disposal in mobilising the working people
to agsist them in this struggle;

3), as a result of the application of
point 2 in Western Europe, to build up a
"European Collective Security Bloct of
European states which will control the West
German imperialists (who present the main
threat to the Soviet-dominated bloc of
states from the west) in order to establish
security for their forces along their
western border (as well as economic
support) and so enable the Soviet General
Staff to concentrate the major part of
their militery strength ageinst China;

4), as a result of the applicetion of

point 2 in Asia, to tuild up an "Asign
Collective Security Bloc" of states which
have a strong conflict of interest with

the Chinese capitalist cless (in particuler,
Japen and India) to assist the Soviet Union
actively in its war with China at the price

of.z share in the expected bocty;

5) %o strive o keep the United States
newtral in the war with China by avoid-
irg a direct confrontation between the
US3R and the USA - by permitting the
struggles against US imperialism in the
monopoly capitalist and capitalist
countries at present under US domination
to be carried out by social forces with-
in those countries and by permitting the
states under the control of "centrist"
revisionists - Cuba, the Democratic Rep-
ubiic of Vietnsm and the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea - to under-
teke tesks likely to involve direct con-
frontetion with the United States (e.g.,
the expulsion of US forces from South
Kcrea and South Vietnam, the organisatio
of armed liberation struggles in
celonial-type countries within the US
sphere of interest, especially in the
areg where US imperielism has shown it-
self to be most sensitive: Latin
Americea);

6). now thet the main objection of the
meentrist" revisionists to the foreign
pciicy of the Soviet revisionists
(E.amely, Ehrushchovite collaboration
with US imperialism as the cardinal
point of that policy) has been removed,
tc. align the "czentrist" revisionist

} Tties with the "international commun-
iet movemeni" as a semi-independent
"joft wing", among the functions of
which wouid be:

{a) to stimulate ermed national lib-
eration struggle in semi-colonial
countries within the US sphere of in-
flaence and so to press the comprador-
cupitalist and feudal landowner classes
in these countries to save themselves
by transferring their semi-colonisl .
status (on which their wealth end power
depends) from dependence on the US .
imperialists to dependence on the Soviet
neo-capitalists; : "

{b) to provide an international "leftl
revisionist political apparatus to
serve the interests of international
capital among circlee of working people
anong whom right revisionism has lost
iis influence (a perticularly important
function in view of the inevitable dis-
integration of the Chinese "left" rev-
isionist parties and groups in the nev
world situation);

(c) +to provide en organising centre °
in countries where the "communist part—
125" are dominsted by (pro-US imperiel-
ist) ultra-revisionist leaderships (e.s.
in Romania, Yugoslevia, Italy, Belgium,
Britain, Australia, Norway, Sweden,
Spain and Switzerland) for the reorgan-
ization of these parties on the basis of
worthodox” right revisionism.

TYE "EUROPEAN COLLECTIVE SECURITY" SCHEME

The basic aim of Soviet foreign policy
in relation to Western Europe is to
bujld up a "Euwropean Collective Security
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Blog" of European states designed to achieve

the following long-term enda:

1) to place West German imperislism, which
constitutes the main chgllenge to the hege-
mony of the Soviet Union within the proposed

European bloc as well as a potential military

threat to the security of the Soviet Uniom,
under a form of collective control of the
imperialist states of Europe beneath the
cloak of which the hegemony of the Soviet
Union over West Germen imperialism and its
military apparatus of force would be guaren-
teed;

2) to promote the hegemony of the Soviet
Union in an all-European bloc of imperialist

and neo-capitalist states which are in contra-

diction with US imperialism,

The immedimte aim of the scheme is to provide
security for the Soviet Union along its
vestern border (as well as economic support)
and so enable it to concentrate the major
part of its military strength egainst China,

Tt wes with this aim that in July 1966 the
Warsaw Treaty Politicel Consultetive Commit-
tee, meeting in Bucarest put forward its
plan for "European unity" in the form of a
"Declaration for Strengthening Peace and
Security in Burope". The main outlines of
this plan were reaffirmed in the "Appeal of
the Warsaw Treaty States to A1l European
Countries" issued by the Warsaw Treaty Pol-
itical Consultative Committee from its
meeting in Budapest in March 1969.

The Soviet ‘revisionis‘bs‘ scheme for "Europ-
ean unity" differs from that put forward by
certain imperialist groups in Western
Europe (discussed in the May-June, 1969
issue of RED FRONT - F,B,, MLOB) in three
fundamental ways:

Firstly, it aims to embrace all European
glt_ttés and not merely those of Western

Europe:

"Phere ara the countries of the Atlantic
bloc, the states affiliated with the
defensive Warsaw Treaty Organisation, the
unaligned nations, and, finally, the

countries that have declared for perpetual

_neutrality, Byt this does not mean that?
they have no common interests. Indeed,
the success of an ell-European conference
will be ensured omly if all the countries
of the continent teke part."

(Editorial, "European Security", in: "New
Times", April 2nd, 1969; p.2).

Secondly, it aims to place restrictions om
the military power and expansionist capacity

of Weet German imperialism, with the effect
of making the Soviet Union (and not the

FYederal Germen Republic, as in the Western
imperialists' schema) the dominant power in

Europe:

"Among the principal conditions for
Eurgpeen security are the inviolability :
of existing European frontiers, including
the Oder and Neisse frontier and that
between the GPR end the FRG, and renun-
ciation by the FRG of its claim to
represent the whole German pecple and of

the possession of nuclear weapoms in
any form, West Berlin has a special
status and does not belong to West
Germany,"

(appeal of the Warsew Treaty States
to A1l European Countries, in: "New
Times", March 26th, 1969; p.3).

Thirdly, it aims to win for the Soviet
neo-imperialists a stake in key sections

of the economies, end a share in the ex-

ploitation of the working classes, of

the West European couniries, while giving
to the West European iyrial-isfg in ex-
change a stake in key sections of the
economies, and a shere in the exploita-

tion of the working classes, of the East
European countries:

#p firm European security system would
mske it objectively possible end
indeed necessary to undertake big
joint power, transport, water and air
conservapcy, and public health pro-
jects having an immediate bee:fing on
the welfare of the population of the
entire continent, Such common endeav-
ours could and ghould become the
foundation of Burcpeen cooperation,"
(Appeal of the Warsaw Treaty States
to 411 Eurcpean Countries", in: "New
Times®, March 26th, 1969; p.2).

"There is no doubt whatsoever that if
agreement were reached on questions of
collective security in Europe, a
favourable atmosphere would also be
created for mutuslly beneficgial co-
operation on the broadest scele among
nations with different sociel systems,
for fuller use of the benefits of the
international divieion of labour, for
the development of specialisation and
cooperation in production, and for an
exchenge of achievements in the fields
of science, technology and culture,™
(X, Patolichev: "Closer Economic Ties
Will Mean Greater Security in Europe",
in: "Soviet News", December 23rd, °
1969; p.146).

The proposals of the Soviet revisionists
have aroused a positive respomse from
the imperialists and capitalisis of &
number of Western European staﬁes h
particularly those of the smeller staies
such as Finland, Belgium and Switzerland,
It has also received sympathetic
interest even from a section of the
West German imperialists, who see the
entry of German goods and capital into
Eastern Burope as the price which the
Soviet neo-imperialist class are
prepared to pey for security on their
western flank, The split in the West
German "Grand Coalition™ reflects the
split in the West German ruling class
on the issue of eastward expansion by

_wer (the Strauss-Kiesinger faction) or

by penstration through cooperstion i
(the Brandt faction), The election of

Brandt as Chencellor, his subsequent
recognition (at least in words) of the
.exigtence of two German states, his

offer 10 negotiate with Poland and the
Soviet Union, the West Germen government's
signeture to the nuclear non-proliferation:
treaty - all these reflect the dominance

(at least for the moment) of what the Soviet
revisionists are pleased to call the
"yreasonable section" of West German monopoly
capital.

The Romenizn ultre-revisionists support the
“European Collective Security Scheme" for
their: own reasoﬁs, seeing in it a means of
developing their wished-for collaborgtion
with the VWest European imperialists in e
penner shich cen hardly bring down the
wrath of the Soviet revisionists upon then.
But to give them support in their desire
%o bresk free from Soviet domiration, they
are exerting the strongest pressure for
the invitation of that "European power",
the United States, to the planned “Europ-
ean Security Conference".

THE "ASIAN COLLECTIVE SECURITY" SCHEME

At the "International Meeting of Communist
and Workers' Parties" held in Moscow in
June 1969, Soviet revisionist leader
Brezhmev declared:

"The course of events is also putting
on the agenda the task of creating a
system of collective security in Asia".
(L..I.Brezhnev:" Speech at Internationel
Meeting of Communist & Workers' Parties,
Moscow 1969} Prague; 1969; p.171).

The aim of the Soviet revisionists ip Asia
i8 to form militery alliances with states
which have strong contradictions with the
People’s Republic of China - above ell,
thet is to say, with Japen and India - in
order to achieve the objective that these
states mey sctively participate slongside
the Soviet Union in its planned wer with
Chira,

a) The deveioping Moscow-Tokyo Axis

The expensionist plans of the Japanese
imperialists have, for geographical
reasons, changed little since General
Baron Tanske presented his notorious
“emorial” to the Emperor in 1927. As
the Baron put it:

"Divine Providence wishes me to assist
Your Majesty in ushering in a new era
in the Far East, and to develop a nev.
Continental Empire."
(Cited in: J. Deva: "Japan's Kempf";
London; 1942; p.146).

Despite the great changes in Asia since
1927, the Japanese imperialists regard
as more valid then ever the famous
precept of the "Taneka Memorial™:

nIn order to conquer the world, we
mugt first conguer China.”
(Cited in: J. Deva: ibid.; p.148).

Since both the Japanese and the Sovietneo-
imperialists have & common interest in

the conquest of China, the Soviet rev-
isiomists are working to cement this
common aim into e military alliance.

Whj::te the Jepanese revisioniste help the
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Japanese imperialists by mobilising the
werking people of Japan to assist them to
fz:eer'.}apan from the yoke of US imperialism,
the Soviet revisionists are offering them
markets and a share in the exploitation of

the Siberién workers now, and a "sphere of
infliuence" on the mainland of Asia after

i it'arj victory",

When Japanese Foreign Minister Shiine visit-
ed Moscow in Jeruary 1966, a five-year trade
agreement between the two countries to the .
value of § 2,250 million was signed, together .
vith en sgreement for en mir service between -
Moscow and Tokyo over Siberia,

When the Soviet Foreign Minister, Gromyko,
_visited Japan in July 1966 for talks with
tl?z"izﬁé Minister Sato end Foreign Minister
Shiina, the communique stated that the two
governments had agreed to arrange regular
cqnsulf.;a{i_ons "on internaticnal problems in
the solution of which both countries are
interested. ... The development of friendly
end good-neighbourly relations between Japan
- and the Soviet Union will greatly contribute
to the safeguarding of peace and security in
Asia " '

Bccording to Peking, following the visit of
the new Japanese Foreign Minister, Miki, to
the Soviet Unicn in the summer of 1967,

. "the Jjapaness reactionaries gradually

. changed their emphasis in militery
deployaent from Hokkaido, which is near
the Soviet Unionm, to Kyushu, which is near
China," ‘
("Renegade Features of Soviet Revisionists
Once Again :Exposed", in: "Peking Review!,
December 27th, 1968; p.21).

At the beginning of 1969, the Soviet First
Deputy Minister of Foreign Trade, Semichast-
nov, said ths.t‘Soviet-Ja.panese trade had

: -,increé.séd from és million roubles in 1998 to
500 million roubles in 1968, He said: )

_ "A number of Japanese firms conducting
the liveliest trade with Soviet organisa- -
“ tions have been permitted to open up .
offizes in the Soviet Union. ...: .
In 1965 it was agreed to set up the Soviet-
Japanese and Japanese—Soviet committees
for business cocperation ,... %o examine
current proolems relating to the expansion
of trade and economic relations, such as
: the production of goods for which the
demand ie greatest and openings for part-
icipation by Japanese firms in developing
- certain branches of Siberian and Fer East
industry turning out goods in which Japen-
ese firms are interested.™
{"Soviet-Jepanezs Business Contacts", in:
"Now Times®, January 22nd, 1969; p.21).

And in January 1969 Soviet Prime Minister -

. Kosygin told the Jepanese newspaper "Meinichi
that in ‘he opinion of the Soviet govemment
the time had come to extend Soviet-Japaneae
sesnomic and tecknical cooperation into pol-
itizal coouveration:

“pportunities for further improvement of
Soviet-Japanese relations now exist in
the sphere of trade, economic contacts,
saiertific emd technical cooperation and
e sulteral sxchenges. In our opinien, there
“syguld elso be politicel cooperation, in

™
N
h
. -
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particular on some international
questions of mutual interest,®
("Premier Kosygins Replies to & Japan-
ese Newspaper", in "New Timeg",
Jenuary 13th, 1969; p.2).

The cantrad'{iiti.m petw¥sen the Indian cap-
italist 21sss and the People's Republic
of China which caused violent frontier
fighting in October 1962, has become mo
less acute aince the Chiness capitalist

- class launched thejr counter-revolution-

ary "cultural revolutign" --88 is ghown
by the bloody frontier incidents on the
Sino-Sildeim border in September 1967.

The Soviet revisionists are doing every-

- thing in their power to make use of the

Sino-Indian contradiction to ageist them
in their plang for war with China,

At the time of the visit of Indian Prime
Minister Shastri with Minister of Exter-
naJ_. Affairs Swaren Singh to Moscow in
May 1965, the joint commumique stated:

"Following an exchange of views, the
Soviet Union expressed willingmess to
continue econnmic and technical co=
operation during India's Fourth Five-
year Plan, and specifically by the

. construction of certain enterprises

of the ferrous end non-ferrous metal
industry, the ore-mining and 0il
industries, and power engineering, in
the training of highly skilled per-
sonnel, end in the development of sea—
fishing, In this connection the Soviet
Bnion will send to India this year
Soviet experts, .o..

The two sides ,,.. agreed on the des-
irebility of increasing itrade between
- the Soviet Union and Inda by spprox-
imately 100% by 1970 as compared with
the level reached in 1964, For this
s .'purpose they agreed on the advisa-
- bility. of concluding a long-term
agreement on trade for five years,
vhich would make it possible, perallel
with the expansion of trade, to
develop certain brenches of industry

-

RV

in the Soviet Union end India in the

interests of both countries,"

In September 1965 the Indian Defence
Minister Chavan announced that the §oviet
Union had agreed to supply submarines to
India. . .

On the visit of the new Indian Prime
Minister, Wrs Gandhi, to Moscow in 1966,
the joint statement reported that
ipportent new industries had been estab-
lished in India's state sector with

~ Soviet "aid", ¢.g., heavy engineering,

oil and ingtrument making, end noted:

"the identity or closeness of the

viewpointa of the two states on a

broad range of international ques-
tiona"

Mrs Gandhi took advantage of a Kremlin
banquet to sttack China as “a major Asian
power® which had "rejected peaceful co-
existence,”

In February 1967 an agreement for Soviet
aid in Indian space research was signed,
together with a protocol to the Soviet-
Indian shipping agreement of 1956 providing
for increased shipping servicee between
the two couniries to cope with the
increased trade,

In Jan@ry 1968, and again in April,
Soviet Prime Minister Kosygin paid
offiecial visits to New Delhi, while in
July the Indian President, Hussain, paid
an official visit to Moscow,

In Februaery 1968, and again in June, the
Pakistani government informed Moscow of
its concern at the supply of Soviet mil-

¢ itary equipment to India, ineluding more

than 100 supersonic jet fighter bombers,
more than 400 tanks, and some heavy guns,
And Pekisteni official sources stated in
February 1968 that India itself was prod-
ucing military squipment worth 1,500
million rupees a yesr, including more. than:
360 tanks, from 26 ordnance factories and
state sector undertakings, in eddition

to the 3 Soviet-financed complexes for
asseubling supersonic MIG-21s.

According to Peking:

"4 navel agreement was signed between
the Soviet revisionists and Indien
regctionaries in-Februery last year
{1968 - PBw M.L,0.B.). The deal was
secretly clinched to avoid condemnation
by the people of the worid, Under this
agreement, the Soviet revisionists
promised to supply warships to the

" Indian reactioneries in exchange for
the right to use a number of naval
beses in India.”
("Soviet Revisionist ‘Gunboat Policy':
Attempt'to Build up Naval Supremacy.”,
in: "Peking Review", June 27, 1969;
Pel7).

Tn the last few years India has become the
biggest market and investment outlet for
the Soviet meo-capitalist class in South-
East Asid, and the Indian economy bas
become increasingly depsndent upon Moscow:

"Over 60 industrial and other j;irojects
have been built, ai'e under éoﬁstrucw
-tion or are planned for development
(in India - PB. M.L.0.B.), with Soviet
asaistance. .... These enterprises
now contribute 0% of India's steel
end about 50% of the extracted oil
and account for 35# of oil refining
capacity.® ‘

(I. Remirsky: "Moscow and Delhi" in:
"New Times", February 5th, 1969; p.10).

But the Soviet neo-imperialists are
interested not only in the exploitation
of Infia’'s workers and peasants, but in
securing India as a military ally. That
is why, while the United States had up to
the beginning of 1969 granted India mil-
:ltafy "pig" totalling 340 million dollars,
the Soviet revisioniets had given India

.. about 1,000 million dollers in military

"gid" in the same, perdiocd.

e ———
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SOVIET AND "CENTRIST* REYISICNIST POLICY IN
REZLATION TO LATTN AMERICA

The mest acute contradictiion between the Cuban
"centrist® revisionists end the Soviet revis-
ionists 13 based on their differing polisies
in relation 4o Latin America,

The revisionists in the 1aadérship of most of
the "communist parties” of Latin Americe have
- both during the Khrushchovite and during the
post-Kkrushchovite pericd - consistently
opposed ihe organisation of armed natisonal 1ib-
eratisn strugzgle against US ieperialism and its
comprador-cgpitalist and feudsl landowning
allies within the Latin American countries - as
indeed they did so oppose it in Cuba,

This policy was slearly expressed by Luis
Corvalen, the gemeral secretary of the right
revisionist-led Communist Party of Cnile in an
article in "World Marxist Review" in 1963

"In upholding the peaceful way our Party
aims at solving ihe tasks of the revolution
without civil wer or armsd uprising,”

(L. Corvalan: "The Peasceful Way ~ a Form of
Revolution", in: "World Marxist Review",
December 1963; p.6).

In the post-Khrushchovite peried, in the
situation where the economic strength of the
US imperialists is declining relative to that
of the Soviet neo-imperialists and where the
economic position of even the conpradof capit-
alists of the Latin American countries dependent
upon US Zmperialiam iz suffering in consequence,
this policy has developed inte ome of collaber—
ating with the national beurgeoisies of the
various countries to mobilise the mass pressure
of the working people against US imperialism.
At the same time, the Soviet revisiorists have
offered "aid" to the regimes of comprader
capitalist and feudal landowning classes in
such a way as te offer them; ir effect, the
choice of losing their wealth and power in a
national-democratic revolution or of saving
these, at least for the time being, by trans—
ferring (as the result of a coup) their
country's semi-colonial status (on which this
wealth and power depends) from one of depend-
ence on the US imperialists to c¢ne of depend-

énce on the Soviet nes—imperialists.

This policy had recently had some succeas in

Peru. As Jorge dsl Prado, general secretary of

the right-revisionist-led Peruvian Communist

Pariy told the internaticnal meeting in Moscow

in June 1969: :
"After the military coup last October, Peru
entered a special, crucial and difficult
phase, Its most significant festure is the
opposition to US imperialism displayed not
only by our people, but also, for the first
time, by our goverament.

Netionalisation of oil, Peru's main power
source; expropriatiocn of the stocks and
shares of the 0il refineries, the industrial
complex and the commercial agencies of the
International Petroleum Company, a Standard
0il1 branch, coupled with the exaction of
£690 million which Internationsl Petroleum
owed Peru - all this signified the end to
imperialist oil monopoly and itz conversion

into g state monopoly, which was
followed by the establishment of dip-
lomatic and trading relations with the
Soviet Union and other socialist
countries, ....

Recently, two important political
actions took piace: a) Nelson Roeke-
feller, President Nixon's emissary, was
offieially refused entry into our
country, this centributing greatly to
the failure of the provocative tour on
a continental scals, and b) the US
rilitary missions, which tied Peru's
armed forces t9 the Pentagon and were
actually a support bese for imperialist
armed interveniion against the libera-
tion struggle in our country, were ex-
pelled.”

(J. del Prado: "Speech at International
Meeting of Communist and Workers'
Parties ; Moscow 1969"; Prague; 1969;
p:417).

Such is the Soviet policy towards the
countries of Latin America. But the Cuban
capitalist class has & somevhat different
aim - to lead genuine national-democratic
revolutions in those countries in order to
place in power, as in Cube, the national
bourgeoisies and then to bring them into
semi-colonial reletions with the Soviet
Union ~ not directly and on equal terms
with Cuba, but in the form of a bloc in
which Cubs is recognised ds the leading
state and in which the Cubap capitelist
class plays the irole_ 80 to speak, of a
new comprador bourgeoisie for the whole
of Latin Agerica. The "centrist" revis-
ionists of Cuba see this potential bloc
alsc §s a regional pilitary elliance which
can cozisider.a.bly strengthen their vulner-
able position in relation to US imperial-

ism,

As iong as it is kept within comtrolled
limits, the Soviet revisionists see in the
%leftist" appeal of !Castroism" a useful
aid to their policies, in that it faces
the comprador capitelists and feudal land-
owners with a real, organised threat of
losing all in a netional-democratic revol-
ution and so increases the attraction to
them of the conservative alternative
offered by Moscow,. Nevertheless, the ideo-
logical dispute between Castroism and
Soviet revisionism on the question of '
"armed struggle" in Latin America is not
an artificial oneg it represents, as we
have seen, a real contradiction between
the interests of the Cuban national capit-
alists and ths Soviet neo-capitalists,

Staking Cuba's claim for leadership of the
emerging Latin American part of the "Third
World" the Cuban revisionists are fend of
pointing out that Cuba haes qualities fit-
ting her for such leadership possessed by
no other "socialist" country:

"That something which speaks to them in
Spanish, in their own languaege, and
vhich explains in a clear form what they
have to do to achieve heppiness, is
called the Cuban revolution."

(E. Guevara: Article in "Revolucion®,
March 25th, 1963).

"The Cuban revolution esteblished the
first sociglist country in Americe and
has wade the first Marxist-Lerinist rev-
clution in the Spanish language."

(B. Raca: Article in "E1 Mundo", October
14, 1964).

The Castroite theory of the technique of
national-democratic revolution, based prag-
matically on the gxperience of the Cuban
revolution, was slaboraied by Guevars in
his book "Guerilla Warfare”, published in
1960, In bis first sentspee, the auther
says that “ihe arged vietery of the Cuban
people" was

Ya modifier (wmodificador) of old dogmas
about the conduct of the popular messes
of Latin America, and has clearly demon-
strated the capacity of the people to
free themselves from a government that
oppressed them by means of guerilles war-
fare,"

(E.Guevara: "Le Guerra de Guerrillas";
Havana; 1960; p.11).

The essentials of the theory are set forth
in the second sentence:

"We consider thet these are the three
fyndamentgl contributions which the Cuben
revolution has made to the mechanics of
the revolutionary movements in America:

1) Popular forcas san vin a wer against
the army., !

2) It is not always neeesmary to wait
for all the conditions fer a revolution
to exigt; the insurrectionsl focgl point
(foco)(i.e., the small guerilla force -
PB, M.L.0.B.)can create then.

3) Ta underdeveloped America, the
countryside must b¢ fundamsnially the
locale of the armed struggle."

(B. Guevara: ibid.; p.1ll).

The Letin American "“revolutionary organisa-
tions" gathered in Havana im 1967 for the
Conferenece of the Orgmiution of Latin
American Soliderity (QLAS) adopted the '
principles of national-democratic revolu—
tion elaborated by the Castroites:

"In every country where armed struggle
exists, the guerills movement is the van-
guard, even though it mey be compased of
men of different politibal ideolegies.

wave

The Cuban Revolution ..., constitutes the

vanguerd in the anti-imperialigt movement

of Letin Ameriea.™

(Declaration and Resolutiona of the OLAS

Conference, in: “@ranea”, September 17,

1967; p.S)e
In other words, Castrojse is basically
Maoism without a ddsciplined pariy, Meoism
emphagises the necessity of a §iseiplined
vanguard per;t'y o !obi}ilg ﬂl@_ sappes in
"people's var" - g perty masquerading as e
"Marxist-Leninigt Party of the workisg
clags" but omg which ju reality represcats
the interpsts of e Q’p‘_ﬂspl,w;aduio: ;
' : Fo)
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the vangsard roie in the

revnliution as

2l by the #fogch of
peiii-bourgecis g la lsaders "of diffar—
ent political ideclogiss” - a varnguard which
also represents the interests of the national
bourgeoisie, Both have as their aim the vie-
tory of the national-democratic revolution
resulting in the placing in power of the
national bourgeoisie,-but Maoism is the theory
of such a revolution in a country where the
reactionary forces are strong and well organ—
ised so that the organised mobilisation of the
masses is necessary for victory, while Castro-
ism is the theory of such a revolution in a
country where the reactionary forces are weak
and disorgenised so that the organised mob-
ilisation of the masses is not necessary for
victory.

Thus, the small guerilila force established
under Guevara in Bolivia at the end of 1966
was the opening of the campaign by the Cuban
capitalist class to fulfil its role as "the
vanguard of the revolution” in Latin America.
Its aim was to initiate the national-
democratic revolution not merely in Bolivia,l
but throughout the continent,

But by October 1967 Guevara's force, having
failed to win significent support from the
Bolivien workers and peasants, was largely
destroyed and its leader killed by US-
trained anti-guerilla forces, Its destruction
provided for serious revolutionaries the
political lesson that the ruling classes of
other countries were not likely to permit to
recur the exceptionel conditions which
engbled the Cuban revolution to be successful
on the basis of the (1ater—developed)
theories of Castroism, But this political
lesson was rejected by Castro, who placed the
blame for the setback to the dreams of the
Cuban capitalist class for hegemony over
Latin America on: firstly, the opposition of
the leaderships of the right revisionist
"communist parties" on the continent, and,
secondly, the "aid" given by the Soviet rev-
isionists to the ruling oligarchies of the
Latin American states,

As Castro thundered before the destruction of
Guevera's guerjlla force:

"Whoever helps these oljgarchies which are
fighting the guerillas is ,... also helping
to suppress the revolution."

(F.Castro: Speech of March 14th, 1967).

In his speech of August 1968 supporting the
military intervention of the Warsaw Treaty
states in Czechoslovekia, Castro declared:

"We have disagreed with, been displeased
at, end protested against the fact that
these same countries (of the Warsaw Pact —
PB, M.L.0.B.) have been drawing closer
economically, culturally and politically
to the oligarchic governments of Latin
Bperica, which are not merely reactionary
governments and exploiters of their
peoples, but also shameless accomplices in
the imperialist aggressions against Cuba.

Beva

We ask ourselves if that policy ..., will
come to en end. ....

When we supporsed the guerilias cver
and gbeve the rightist leadership of
Venezuela, #hen, for the sams reascn,
we supporizd the Goatemalesn gusrillss
against the treachery an2 scheming of
the rightist leadership in Guatemela,
when we backed the Bolivian guerilias
against the schemes and betrayval of
the rightist leadership ir Bolivia,
c..0 We were accused of being adven-
turers, of interfering in the affairs
of other countries, of interfering in
the affairs of other Parties, ....

I wonder whether or not the Parties
of those countries, in line with the
decision made in Czechoslovakia, will
cease to support those rightist groups
that betray the revolutionary movement
in Latin America,"

(F. Castro: Speech of August 23rd,
1968, in: "Gramma"; August 25th,1968;
Pe4).

THE NEW CHINESE FOREIGN POLICY

The leaders of the People's Republic of
China are well aware of the aims of the
Soviet revisionists' "Asian Collective
Security System". An article entitled
"Another Step in New Tsars' Expansion in
Asia" declares:

"Soviet revisionist social-imperislism
has taken such pains to throw together
an 'Asian collective security system'
in order to extend its eggressive
position in Asia."

(Another Step in New Tsars' Expansion
in Asia", in: "Peking Review", Septem-
ber 7th, 1669; p.20).

Another article entitled "Kremlin's New
Tsars Rig Up Anti-China Encirclement"
says:

"The Soviet revisionist renegade clique
has in the last few years poured large
reinforcements into the Sino-Soviet
border areas and repeatedly created

. provocative border incidents. At the -
same time it has turned Mongolia into
a big wilitary base by massing troops
there and deploying them along the
Chinese-Mongolian border, In the name
of military "aid" it has provided the
Mongolian revisionist clique with large
guantities of military hardware and
modern weapons and equipment end des-
patched lerge numbers of military
'advisers' to directly control that
clique's armed forces,

For the purpose of organising a ring
around China, the Soviet revisionist
renegade clique ..., has moved heaven
and earth to foster and gang up with
Japanese militarism, which it hoped can
be turned into an important part of
this encirclement ring. ....

To rig up an anti-China encirclement,
...« the Soviet revisionist renegade
clique .... have put big stakes on the
Indian reactionaries, making India an
important link in their joint encircle-

ment racket,”

{Kramiin's New Tsers Rig wp Anti-
China Encirciement”, in: “Peking

Review", April 4th, 1969; p.26).

Waturally, therefore, the Chineze "left" -
revisionist leaders are attempting to
build up their own system of militery
alliances with states the ruling clesses
of which are in contradiction with some
or all of the states within the Soviet
"collective security schemes" which are
in process of development, i.,e., part-
jcularly with states the rulers of which
are in contradiction with India, Japan
and/or the Soviet Union itself,

Their principal efforts in this direction
are directed at present towards:

1) Pekistan;
2) Albanie, Romenia and Yugoslevia; and
3) the United Staetes of Americea.

8) The Peking-Karachi Axis

The quistani ruling class, which rules
by means of a military dictatorship, has
had since the partition of the Indian sub-
continent by the British imperialists a
strong contradiction with the Indian cap-
italist class, a contradiction which mekes
the present relations between Pakistan and
India one which is regarded on both sides
as no more than an armed truce between

Wars,

In the spring of 1968 Indian Minister of
External Affairs Swaran Singh told the
Lok Sabha (House of the People) that China
was known to have supplied Pakistan since
September 1965 with complete equipment for
2 infantry divisions, about 250 tanks, 120
MIG aircraft, two squadrons of Ilyushin -
28 bombers, a large number of pieces of
artillery, vehicles and large quantities o
apmunition for tanks and aircyaft. Chine,
he asserted, had also extended financial
assistance to Pakistan running into
"hundreds of millions of dollers" since
1965, mainly for the purclese of military
equipment and storee, and had assisted in
setting up ordnence factories in Pekistan.

In September 1968, against the official
protests of the Indian government, & new
road was opened conneeting Gilgit in
Keshmir with Sinkieng,

In November 1968 the Chinese government
welcomed & "Pakistan Armed Forces Good-
will Mission", headed by General Yahya
Khan, commander-in-chief of the Pekistan
army and later - following the ousting of
Ayub Khen in March 1969 - President of
Pakistan. At a banquet during the visit,
General Huang Yung-sheng referred point-
edly to the threat from

"the Indian reactionaries who have
repeatedly invaded the territories of
China and Pekistan and are threatening
the security of our two countries."
("Pakistan Armed Forces Goodwill Del-
egation Vigits China", in: "Peking
Review", November 15th,1968; p.4).
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In December 1968 & new agreement for “econ—
omic and technical cooperation" was signed
'bejh'een the two states, by which China grant-
ed to the Pakistan government an interest-
free loan of £17,585,000 for the purchase of
"equipment!!,

In July 1969 another "Goodwill Delegation®,

led by Air Marshal.Nur Khen, visited Peking,
During its visit, Prime Minister Chou En-lai
said:

"The Chinese government will, as always,
firaly support the Pakistan people in their
struggle against foreign aggression."

(Chou En-lai: Speech of July 16th, 1969,
in: "Peking Review", July 25th, 1969; p.9).

b) ‘The Peking-Tirana dxis

The leaders of the Albania Party of Labour
were among the first Marxist-Leninists to
begin the public exposure of the treachery
of the modern revisionists. Furthermore,
resisting all the pressure and intrigues of
the Soviet revisionists, they kept unswerv-
ingly to a policy of genuine socialist con-
struction in Albania,

It vwas natural and correct, therefore, that
from 1960 to 1966 the leadership of the
Albania Party of Labour should ally itself
with the leadership of the Communist Perty
of China, in which Marxist-Leninists were
then in the ascendancy.

Wheri the "cultural revolution" began in
China in the summer of 1966, it is clear from
the several months' delay before official
Albanien comment on it was forthcoming, that
there were serious differences within the
Centrel Committee of the Albanian Party of
Labour on the analysis of this event, It is
also clear from subsequent history that a
majority of the leadership failed to recog-
nise the counter-revolutionary character of
the Chinese "cultural revolution" - as,
indeed, did Marxist-Leninists in most
countries, including those in the Marxist-
Leninist Organisation of Britain,

As & result of this incorrect analysis,
however, the correct alliance between the
leadership of the People's Republic of
Albania and that of the People's Republic of
China that had existed prior to the counter-
revolutionary "cultural revolution" was
continued as an allience between the leader-
ship of the People's Republic of Albania and
the military dictatorship established on
behalf of the Chinese capitalist class -
which carried on, demegogically, the same
"Marxist-Leninist" and "anti-revisionmist"
phraseology correctly used by the ousted
Marxist-Leninists; but now emptied of &ll
scientific content.

In consequence, the Chinese capitalist class
was able to transform the genuine aid given
by the People's Republic of China to Albenia
prior to 1966 intc a spurious "eid" designed
to bring sbout the dependence of the People's
Republic of Albania upon Peking,

In December 1968 this process was carried a
stage further by the signing of a military
alliance between Albania and China, under

the terms of which China was granted

nilitary and naval bases in Albania. &8

Albanian Prime Minister Shehu said
during the visit to Tirana for this

purpose of a Chinese official delegation:

"We are particularly glad that at the
head of the Chinese delegation is
Comrade Huang Yung—sheng, Chief of the
General Staff of the Chinese People's
Liberation Army. Let 21l Albania's
external enemies ..., know that the
friendship between Albania and Chine
finds its expression in freternal
international relations not only in
the ideological, political and econ—
omic fields but also in the militery
field."

(Mehmet Shehu: Speech of December 2nd,
1968, in: "Peking Review", December
13th, 1968; p-9).

The further development of Albanian
foreign policy in recent months,
together with Sino-Romanian, Sino-
Yugoslav and Sino-US relations, will be
discussed in a later section of this
Report.

THE NEW UNITED STATES FOREIGN POLICY

1) In Europe

As a result of the declining ecomomic
and military strength of US imperialism
in reletion to that of the imperialist
powera of continental Europe, the US
imperialists are faced with the fact
that, unless specisl measures are teken,
they are likely in the near future to
lose most if not all of their bases in
Western Europe - apart from fascist
Spain, where the agreement for the use
of Spanish bases was renewed for a
further period in June 1969 at a
higher "rent".

In these circumstances, the US imper—
ielists are concentrating their efforts
to retain a foothold in Europe partic-
ularly in the Balkans, & region which
is most suitable strategically as a
military bridgehead directed at the
Soviet-dominated bloc of states,

a) The Washington-Athens Axis

The ruling circles of the fascist
dictatorship set up in Greece by the
"eolonels' coup® of April 1967 ere
aware that its continued existence
depends on the support of US imper-
ialism. As a result, this reactionary
regime forms one of Washington's most
stable allies in Europe,

4t the NATO Council meeting in
Reykjavic it was the Greek delegation
which was most insistent on the need
for reinforeing the military presence
of NATO in the Mediterranean and which
welcomed most strongly the NATO
Council's decision to set up & "multi-
national naval force" as an appendage
to the US Sixth Fleet.

American semator Stuart Symington put

the Americen position clearly in a letter
published recently in the "Guardian":

"Except ‘_for Greece, it would appear that
there are few if any Mediterranean ports
left into which the Sixth Fleet can visit
without trouble and, if it is necessary,
to maintaein our fleet in that inlend ses.
I thirk this is a major reeson for try-
ing to maintain stability in the country
in ques:tion." y

(S. Symington: Letter published in the
"Guardian", November 27th, 1969; p.3).

The fact that the Western European imper-
ialists are diverting their "parliamentary
democracies" in anti-United States direc-
tions, while the fascist dictatorships in
Spain and Greece provide more relieble
allies of the United States hes indicated
clearly to the US imperialists the nature
of the "special measures" mentioned above
which ere required to maintain US domina-
tion in other countries. "The Observer"

of December 7th, 1969 publishes a photo-
stat of a secret letter from the Director-
General of the Greek Foreign Ministry,
Kottekis, to the Greek Ambassador in
Rome, Poumpouras, which reveals:

"a planned military coup in Itely by a
group of extreme right-wingers and Army
officers - with the encouragement and
assistence of the Greek regime and its
Premier, ex-colonel George Papadopoulos.

'Our most intensive organisational
effort must begin with the Italian land
army' , whose officers agree 'that the
methods used by the Greek Armed-Forces
gave satisfactory results and should
therefore be adopted as the besis for
their own action® n~ .
("Greek Premier Plots Army Coup in
Ttaly", in: "The Observer", December
7th, 1969; p.l, 2).

b) _the Washington-Belgrade Axis

Since 1948 the Yugoslav revisionist
leaders have been increasingly transform-
ing their) country into a dependent semi-
colony of the United States,

"Yugoslavia has degenerated into a US
impérialist dependency. ....

According to incomplete statistics,
from the conclusion of World War II to
Jenuary, 1963 the United States and
other imperialist powers exiended to
the Tito elique 'eid' totalling some

US £5,460 million, of which more than
60 per cent, or ebout § 3,500 million, '
vas US 'aid', .... '

The notes exchanged between Yugoslavia
and the United States in 1951 concern—
ing the 'Agreement Relating to Mutual
Defence Association' stipulated that -
US Government officials have the
'freedom ..., without restriction' to
observe end supervise the receipt and
distribution in Tugoslavie of US
military aid materiel and have 'full
access to communication and informa-
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tion facilities,' ....

“The 'Agreement Regarding Military Assist-
ance' signed between Yugoslavia and the
United States in 1951 stipulated that
Tugoslavia should 'mgke the full contribu-
tion ... to the development and maintenance
of the defensive strength of the free

world' and should be reedy to provide troops
«e.. Under this agreement the military mis-
sion sent by the United States was to
directly supervise the training of Yugoslav
troops. ....

In 1954 Yugoslavie concluded a 'Treaty of
Alliance, Political Cooperation gnd Mutual
Assistance' with Greece and Turkey, both
members of NATO. The treaty provided for
military and diplometic coordination among
the three countries, thus meking Yugoslavia
& virtual member of the US-controlled
military bloc,"”

(Editorial Depts.: of "Renmin Ribao" and
"'Hon'gqi": "Is Yugoslavia a Socialist
Country?™; Peking; 1963; p.24, 25).

c) The Developing Washington-Bucarest Axis

The Romanian ultra-revisionists, who wish to
detach their country from the Soviet-
dominated bloc of states, lock for support
primarily. to US imperiaelism - especially

.- 8ince .the recent trend in the policy of the

REF TR

West German imperialists (already referred to)

h_as been less favourable to their interests.

*The invitation to Nixon to make an official

visit to Romaniz in August 1969, and the

" effusive official welcome organised for this

leading representative of US imperislism, are
but the most blatant example of the develop-
ing Washington-Bucarest axis, The joint com-
munique issued at the time of Nixon's visit
paid tribute to

“the spirit of cordiality, sincerity end
- mutual respect which characterised the talks}

- and declared that

"no direct controversial issues"

existed between US imperialism end "socialist"
Romania. The communique also reported agree-
ment on the establishment of an American
library in Romania and of & Romanian library
in the United States, on the need to "develop

.and diversify” the economic relations between

the two countries, and on the opening of

- negotiations for the conclusion of a US-

Ropsnian consular conventjon and & civil
aviation agreement.

A few days efter Nixon's visit to Bucarest,
Romania and Israel — US imperislism's puppet
state in the Middle East - raised their lega-
tions to the.level of embassies, in protest
against which Syria, Ireq and the Sudan broke
off diplomatic relations with Romania and the
United Arab Republic recalled its Ambassador
to Romania,

At the same time as developing relations of
collaboretion with Weshington, the Romanian
ultra-revisionists have not neglected to re- _<
affirm similar relations with the potential R
ally of the US imperialists in the Far East -
the People's Republic of China, As the message
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party
&2 t
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of Homania to the "9th Congress of the
Communist Party of China" expressed it:

"We are convinced that the relations
between the Communist Party of Romenia
and the Communist Party of China and
the warm and friendly relations and
many-sided cooperation between the
Socialist Republic of Romania apd the
People's Republic of Chine will
continue to develop,"

(Message of Greetings from the Cenmtral
Committee of +he Romanien Communist
Party, in: "Peking Raview", April 11th,
1969; p.l16).

d) The Pressure for s hew 'Balkan
Entente'

In recent months the leedership of the
Albanian Party of Labour (like the
leadership of the Communist Party of
China) has ceased its ideological expos—
ure of Yugoslav revisionism end has, in
fact, been implying that the Yugoslav
revisionist and Romanien ultra~revision-
ist leaders (as well as the Czechoslovak
ultra-revisionists prior -to their removal
from positions of influence following the
militery intervention of -August 1968)

are - in so far as they meintein & con-
gistent anti-Soviet stand - "progressive

defenders of the national independence
of their countries™ gnd therefore to be
supported,

Immediately after the Cgzechoslovak crisis,
for example, the leadership of the Alban-
ian Party of Lebour presented as the main
crime of the Dubcek ultre-revisionist
clique not its attempt to bring Czecho-
slovakia within the orbit of the Western
imperialist powers, but its failure to
organise armed resistance to the inveding
troops of the Warsaw Treaty states:

"The traitorous Czechoslovek revision-
ist leadership headed by Alexander
Dubcek, which was hell-bent on the road
of betrayal of the interests of the
Czechoslovek people and was terrified
by the eggressor troops, capitulated in
the most shameful way, calling on the
Czechoslovak people end their army not
to put up any resistance at all in
defence of their homeland and egainst
the invading foreign troops.

The Central Committee of the Albanian
Perty of Labour and the Government of
the People's Republic of Albania most
resolutely condemn and denounce ....
the betrayal and capitulation of the
Czechoslovak revisionist leadership."
(Statement of CC of A.P.L. and the
Council of Ministers of Albanis, in:
"Peking Review", August 30th,1968;p.9).

More recently still, under the pressure of
the Chinese revisionists the leadership of
the Albenian Party of Labour has made it
clear that it is prepared to bring the
People's Republic of Albenia into an

alliance with the Romenian ultra-revision-

ists and the Yugoslav revisionists direct-

ed against the Soviet Union.

"In the present situation, when the
Soviet revisioniste have unsheathed
their sword and threaten with armed
intervention those countries which do
not submlt to their diktat, the Romenian
people are juatified in jealously guard-
ing their freedom and independence. ....

Despite the divergencies of an ideologic~
al character which we have with the
Romanien Party and State leadership on
many issues, the Albanian people and
their Party of Labour firmly back the
just resistance of the fraternal Romania
people and the Romenian working class
against the aggressive intentions of the
Soviet chauvinists and their followers,
against any blackmail or provocation,
overt or covert, which the leaders of
the Soviet Union might resort to in
order to subjugate Romania, «...

The political and ideologicel demarce-
tion line separating us from the present
Yugoslav leadership is by now well known,
But the Albanian pecple, strictly abid-
ing by their principles and their long-
standing, freedom-loving, progressive
and anti-imperialist traditions, will
support without hesitation, as they
have done in the past, the resistance
of the peoples of Yugoslavia to -aggres-
sion." _

(Editorial: "Military Pressure: Basis of
the Politicel Blackmail of the Soviet
Revisiopiste", in: "Z¥ri i Popullit",
organ of the CC of the Albanian Party of
Labour, April 1lth, 1969).

The formation of such e new "“Balkan
Entente" could serve only the interests of
US imperialism — giving it am e;tensive
sphere of influence and bridgehead in the
Balkens which, teken together with Greece,

would surround revisionist-led Bulgaria,

One of the aims of US imperielism is to
obtain from the People's Republic of China
as part of a marriege settlement yet to be
negotiated, the transfer of the People's
Repyblic of Albania into the sphere of
infinence of the United States by meens of

this projected "Balkan Entente!.

A pogitive factor in this situation, how-
ever, is that - despite these serious
errors in the field of foreign policy -
there have been no indications that the
leadership of the Albenian Party of Lebour
is even considering the type of "ecomomic
reforms" which reflected the victory of
revisionism in the other socialist coun-
tries of Burope and which presaged: the
restoration in those countrigs of state
capitalist relations of productlon. As
long as this internal situation remains
unchanged - as long, that is, as the
People's Republic of Albania mainteins its
state of the dictatorship of the working
class end its socialist relations of prod-
uction - these mistakes in foreign policy
are not irreversible. If the leadership of
the Albanien Party of Labour corrects thes
mistakes in time, it is yet possible for
the Peopie's Republic of Albania to shake
off its fatal alliance with the military
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dictatorship of thes Chinss3s capitalis? class
and to retain its

indepeadence and socialist
society - indeed, in such circumstances, it
is still possibie for *the Albanian Party of

Labour to pley an extrezely jmporiant rols

in the rebuilding cf an internaticnel
Marxist-Leninist mevemeni, IF the Albunian

leadership fails to correct these errors in
time, however, the Albanian people face the
inevitable loss, not only of their socialist
gains, but of their cherishac end long-
fought for indevendencs.

2) In Reis

At his yress conferense in Guam on July
25th, 1969 Nixon Jeciared that the Unived
States wes geographically a "Pacific power"
and would "contimue tc play a significant

role" in Asia.

As ‘we have seer, Soviet foreign policy is
directed towards the formation of a militery
alliance with Japan and India directed
primarily against China, But the formation
of this allience necessitstes Japan and
India first breaking free of domination by
US imperielism. Thus, the process of forming
this alliance necessarily accentuates the
conflict of interest between the Indian
capitalists and the Jepancse imperialists

on the one hand and the US imperialists on
the other, thus in itself giving the US
imperialists a certein commen inﬁgﬁ;st_gj:@
the enemies of the dsveluping Moseow-Tokyo-
New Delhi trisngle - above sll a certain
common interest with the People's Republic
of China,

Although Soviet foreign policy is directed
towards the avoidance of any immediate
direct confrontation with the United States,
with the aim of encoureging US neutrality
(or, at least, non-participation) in the war
which the Soviet Unicn is planning with
China, it is cleer that the US imperialists
cculd not afford to sit idly by and watch
+the whole of continsntal Eurasia brought
under the hegemony of the Soviet Union. The

logic of events. therefors, is ccmnelli;}g?,,‘l»

4he United Stetes to teke steps 1o mssist
China in its war with the Soviet Union - if
necessary by direct military intervention,

This new and intensified stage of develop-
ment of the general crigis of capitelism is
thus leading “inevitably towards yet another
global war for the redivision of the world ‘
between two vast imperialist groups - dom-
inated respectively by United States imper-
ialism énd Scviet nec-imperialism,

Both Soviet and American leaders are well
gwere that world devel:.pmante' ars impelling
the Soviet Union arnd tne United States
towards a militery collision. At the press
conference of July 25th, 1369, already
referred 16, Nixon sald:

"Qver all, there wae the great potential
conflict between the United States and
the Soviet Union, vhe Fast-West conflict

between the t#s super—powere."

And in an article published in June 1969,
Marshal Krylov, the ccmmander of the Soviet

Strategic Missile Forces, described the

USA as

"preparing for a surprise attack on the
Soviet Union.

The American imperialists ... are active-
1y preparing for a new world war, .... to
comnit the most terti‘ble crime before
which all their past bloody deeds pale
into insignificance - they are preparing
to plunge mankind into a nuclear missile
warnll

(Cited in: "The Guardian", November 19th,
1969; p.3).

It is, incidentally, the drive towards a

velt's personel representative in China,
noted:

"Molotov said at the former conference

that the Cﬁiﬁ\ese Communists are not in
fact Commumists at all, Their objective is
to obtain what they lock upon as necessary
and just reformations in Chipa."

("United States Relations with China (White
Paper)"; ibid.; p.94-95).

Since the victory of the clique headed by
Mao Tse-tung in the counter-revolutionary
ncultural revolution", therefore, moves b

the US imperiglists towerds e rapprochement
with the Chinese military dictatorship have

ird World War by forces beyond their con- gathered speed.

trol that is impelling the leaders of the
powers to explore the possibility of elab-
orating, in their mutusl interest, a set
of "Queensberry rules" for the conduct of
the war which will serve to protect each
other's ca,pitalisf property from destruc-
tion, ’ '

On July 18th, 1968 the chief Soviet dele-
gete to the 18-nation Disermament Con-
ference in Geneva submitted a memorandum
proposing the international benning of
nuclear, chemical and biological weepons
end the limitation and subsequent reduction
of the means of delivery of strategic
puclear weapons,

On Novesber 25th, 1969 US President Nixon
announced that the United States would
renounce all methods of biological warfare
and destroy all existing' stocks of these
weapons; that the United Stetes would
renounce the first use of chemical weapons;
that the Geneva Protoecl of 1925 (which
prohibits the use in warfere of "asphyx-
iating, poisonous and other gases") would
be presented to the US Senate for ratif-
ication; and that the United States assoc-
jated itself with the principles of the
British draft convention aimed at banning
all methods of biological and chemical .
warfare,

The Strategic Arms Limitation Telks (SALT)
represent the first step in the direction
of bringing ebout the banning by mutual
consent of methods of warfare which, in &
future global conflict, would cause
irreparable damage to the capitalist
property of the warring powers. v

Beturning to the subject of Sino-US rele-
tions, it must be recalled that as long
ago as 1944 the Americen diplomet John
Paton Davies, junior, was reporting to
Washington that the faction of the Chinese
Communist Party headed by Meo Tse-tung was
"more Nationalist than Communist" and that
Mao Tee-tung himself was "a Chinese Ramsay
MacDonald" who could be useful to the
United States.

("Memorandum by Foreign Service Officers
in China, 1943-45"; in: "United States
Relations with Chine (White Paper)®,
Annex 47; Washington;1943; p.564-76) . ‘

And in his report of April 17th, 1954,
Major General Patrick J. Hurley, Roose-

In March 1969 2,000 persons - senators,
political writers, professors - assembled

at the Hilton Hotel in New York, hevirg

paid § 45 epiece to attend the first con-

ference of the "National Committee on US-
China Relations". Almost at the same time
the “Association for Asian Studies” brought
together some 2,000 "China experts" to
discuss rapprochement with Pekingq.

As Gus Hall, the general secretary of the
revisionist-led Communist Party of the
United States of America, told the inter-
national meeting in June 1969:

"For years there has been a well-
organised high power political group of
some of the most reactionary imperislist
forces - called the 'China Lobby'. It has
been the organising and ideological

centre for the US policies of sggression
in the Far East. This most reactionary
force has now undertaken the drive, both
in the open and behind the scemes, to
bring sbout e working relationship between
the US and the People's Republic of China.
This is a well-financed drive, supported
by some of the most aggressive monopoly
circles in the heartland ‘of world imper-
ialism. .... Their aim is to try to use
the People's Republic of China in its
anti-Soviet plans."

(G. Hall: Speech to "International Meet—
ing of Communist and Workers' Parties:
Moscow 1969"; Prague; 1969; p.438).

While public opinion is being prepered for
a switch in US policy towards China, semi-
gecret contacts between the two govern-
ments are proceeding, not only through
the embassadorial meetings in Warsaw, but
in other ways. On February 18th, 1969 the
State department press officer, Williem
MeGloskey, admitted that the United States
kept in touch witk Peking through Hong
Kong, and the Februery 1969 issue of
"ptlantic" carried an erticle by James
Thempson, junior, a former State Depart—
ment end White House expert on Asian
affairs, foreseeing the possibility in
the not distent future of a meeting
between the US President snd Chou En-lai,

On February 18th, 1969 US Secretery of
State William Rogers stated that the s
Ambassador in Wersaw had been instructed
to agk the Chinese government to consider
tan agreement on peaceful coexistence".

e

7/
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According to the American press, such an
egreenent would follow the ending of the war
in Vietnam and a "gesture" by the US govern-
ment on the question of Tai;an. The agreement
would recognise the mairland of South-East
Asia (except for India, South Korea, Malaysia
and Singapore) as "a Chinese sphere of
influence", and India, South Korea, Malaysia,
Singapore, Indonesia, the Philippines,
Okinawa, Japan, Austrelia and Wew Zealand as
"an American sphere of influence",

("New York Times", January 31st, 1969).

And in July 1969 the US government relsxed
the restrictions on travel to and trade with
China which had been in force since 1950,

On the Chinese side, the moves towards a
rapprochement with United States imperialism
are necessarily more discreet, since open
moves in that direction necessitate dropping
the "left" mask which the Chinese revisionists
found so valuable in their counter-revolution-
ary_“ecultural revolution", However, it is
vworthy of note that the proposal for a Chinese-
US agreement on peaceful coexistence came from
Peking,

Already in recent months the official Chinese
propaganda has made it increasingly clear that
the Soviet revisionists and not the US imper-
ialists were "Enemy No.1" of the People's
Republic of China, Of the 24,000 words in Lin
Piao's report to the "9th Congress of the Com-
munist Party of China" in April 1969, 7.5%
were devoted to criticism of the US imperial-
ists and 45% to criticism of the Soviet rev-
isionists. Whereas in July 1968, the Chinese -
leadership was saying:

"The enormous counter-revolutionary collab-
oration between US imperialism and the
Soviet revisionist renegade clique is
becoming more and more undisguised,"
("Renmin Ribao" Commentator: "Another Big
Exposure of US-Soviet Counter-Revolutionary
Collaboration", in: "Peking Review', July
12th, 1968; p.5),

in September 1969 they were beginning to refer
to:

"the strife between US impei‘ialism and Soviet
revisionism for hegemony in Asia."

(An Chun-tao: "Another Step in the New Tsars'
Expansion in Asia", in: "Peking Review",
September 7th,1969; p.20).

The foreign press, however, is under no illu-
sions about what General Hontoy, writing in
"Le Soir" in January 1969, calls:

"a reorientation .... of Chinese foreign
policy. This outstretched hand towards
Washington could mark a truce with the USA,
1e+e The enemy which appears the most
dangerous for China is the USSR."

(General Hontoy, writing ini"Le Soir",
January 31st, 1969),

and in the following month the "New York Times"
noted;

"Chen Yi (Chinese Foreign Minister - PB,
M,L.0.B.) ,... has more than once cited old
bonds of friendship between the Chinese and
the Americen people and has implied a

belief that once the Vietnamese war
ends this tradition could agein become
importent."

(Article in "New York Times", February
2nd, 1969). i

The reorientation of Chinese foreign
policy towards & rapprochement with US
imperialism has already been reflected
in the policies of the Maoist puppet
parties and groups in various countries,
which face the impossible task of trying
to appear ultra-revolutionary while

placing their organisations at the service

of a developing alliance between Chinese
revisionism and US imperialism.

During 1968 most of these perties end
groups made the "discovery" that the
Vietnemese leadership was revisionist,

representing the interests of the Vietram-

ese national capitalist class. They drew
the incorrect conelusion from this,

however, that the Vietnamese leaders must,
therefore, be "traitors to the Vietnamese

national liberation struggle" end had
entered the Paris peace telks with the
aim of betraying their country to the US
imperialists:

"Negotiations over Vietnam have become
the ugly fact of life, ....

Though People's War has beaten the US
nilitary machine in Vietnam, the nego-
tiations process is turring this
victory into a defeat for the revolu-
tionary forces in Vietnam and in the
world. ....

US imperialism, with the cooperation of
the Soviet Union and the north Vietnam-

ese leaders, will use negotiations to

achieve its goal of keeping troop con-

centrations based ir Vietnam, ....

Why should the Vietnamese leaders allow

the US t¢ shore up its position in
Vietnam?"

(Editoriel: "Ugly Negotiations and US
Political Gimmicks", in: "Progressive
Labar"", organ of the US Meoist
"Progressive Labor Party", June 1968;
p.8,9).

This line is one which objectively assists

the US imperialists, one which serves to

confuse the growing movement of scolidarity

in all countries - not least the United
States itself - for solidarity with the
Vietnamese pational liberation movement,

For what is the use of striving to build .

s0lidarity with a movement that is led
by "traitors" to that movement?

In August 1969 the lergest Maoist perty
in the United States, the Progressive
Labor Party, completely rejected the
fundamental Marxist-leminist concept
that the working people in all countries
must support national liberation move-
ments in the colonial-type countries in
favour of the trotskyite slogan for such
countries of "socielism now", ..

"In the past ,... we were confused by

4he concept of the two-stage struggle
vhich clajmed that first there is

tre battle for national liberetion,
@id then communists transform it to
+ne battle for socialism, ....

It is wrong for commmnisis to advoe—
ate 2 two;sta_ge stryggle, ....

Wnen communists work in a national-
i3tic movement, or national libera-
t:on movement as they are sometimes
salled, they must put forward the
giel of sogialism. ...,

Communiste cannot advocate anything
alse but socielism."

‘%ditorial: "Revolutionaries Must
Fight Natiooalism", in: "Progressive
Labor", August 19€9; p.7, 8, 9, 12).

In the new world situation the degen-
eration of the Maoist parties and
groups inito mutually hostile micro-

grouns of trotskyite-type disruptors
serving the interest of the developing

alliasnce between Chinese revisionism
and US imperialism, is clearly proc-
eeding repidly. The Chinese capitelist
class has, however, always regarded
these "Marxist-leninist" parties and
groups as expendsble,

As =1 alternative to seeing their
parties or groups degenerate in this
way, some of the Maoist leederships
may choose to repudiate Maoism and
bring their parties or groups into

the camp of "centrist" revisionism.

To sum up, as e result of the inten-
sified operation of the law of uneveu
development of capitalism, in the
present period of the general erisis
of capitalism, the world situation

is leading inevitebly towards yet
another global war for the rediv-
ision of the world - this time
between two vagt imperialist groups -
dominated respectively by United ‘
Stetes imperislism and Soviet neo-
imperialism, As this process of
poiarisation develops, the imperial-
ist_povers of Western Europe, Japanese
imperialism and India ere tending to

movy_towards the Soviet pole, while

China, dlbania, Pakistan and those
neo-—capitalist states of Easterm
Europe which heve broken free (or will
have broken free) from Soviet domine-
tion are tending to move towards the
US ypole.

—_—

Of course, both the United States
imperialists on the one hand and the
West European imperialists on the
other dreem of manoeuvring their
renpective partners, China and the
Sov-et Union, into ectual hostilities,
in which they are not directly involv-
ed, in the hope that China and the
Sov.et Union might eliminate each
othor as great powers and so be broken
up ror the benefit of the imperialist
pdwers who have remained outside the
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conflict, But the fate of all similar
attempts on the part of imperialist states
in the past to instigate wars of any con-
siderable dimensions but to remain out-

side the sphere of hostilities while
benefitting from them, stromgly indicates
that any such attempt in the ease of a
future war of global proportions, fought

PART FOUR

under the infinitely more intense
conditions of conflict (both militerily
and politically) which prevail today,
would be doomed to certain failure,

I this fourth and final part of the Report, we wish to analyse the situation within the
"international communist movement" and, in particular, the role of "centrist" revisionism

within that movement.

THE "REUNIFICATION" OF THE "INTERNATIONAL
COMMUNIST MOVEMENT :

In the period before the communist parties
of the world fell victim.tc the cancer of
revisionism, in the days when these parties
based themselves on Marxism-Leninism, the
international communist movement - especially
during the period of existence of the Com—
munist International - exhibited an inter-
national cohesion, unity and solidarity which
refiected the fact that each national party
repregented the interests of the working
class of its country, interests which are
common to the working class of every

country.

In the present period, when the overwhelm-
ing wajority of "commmist parties" are
dominated by revisionism - which is the per-
version of Marxism-Leninism to make it serve
the interesis of the capitalist class - the
®international communist movement" (if it
can still be called that) exhibits, even
from the standpoint of the revisionists
themselves, a state of exireme and unprec-
edented disunity - reflecting the contra-
dictions between the interests of the
various national capitalist classes and even
between the interests of different sections
of the same national cepitalist class,

Thie disunity not only lowers the prestigs
of the Soviet revisionists, for whom the

eleim is made that they are "the heire of
great Lenin", but meane that the "interna-
ticnal communist movement" cammot effect—

ively serve the foreign policy of the Sovietneo-

imperialists,

An important tesk which the Soviet revision-
ists have set themselves, therefore - albeit
a task which by its nature is impossible to
fulfil - is that of "re-esteblishing the
unity of the internationsl communist move-—
ment" on the basis of “orthodox", i.e.,
Soviet, revisionism,

The "International Meeting of Communist and
Yorkers' Parties", mooted many years ago by
Khrushchov to set the sesl on the "re-
vnification of the international communist
moveaent”, finally took place in Moscow in
June 1969 under the auspices of the Soviet
revisioniste - but revealed e greater
disunity than ever.

The difficulties of the Soviet revisionistis
in establishing a common line did not come
primarily, hovever, from the "centrist"
revisionists, Although the Communist Party
of Japan, the Workeras' Party of Korea and

the Workers' Party of Vietnam did not
participate in the meeting, of these only
the Communist Perty of Japen rejected the
idea of holding the meeting:

"TPhe fact that 7% parties were repre-
sented at the Meeting is, undoubtedly,
of great significance, especially con-
sidering the reasons that prevented
some of the’parties from ettending, The
only parties which rejected the idea

of holding the Meeting were the partiss
of China, Albania, New Zealand, the
Netherlands and Japan,"

(R, Guyot: "The International Meeting -
a Big Success for the World Communist
Movement”, in: "World Marxist Review",
October 1969; p.6).

The "centrist" revisionist-led Communist
Party of Cuba sent an observer to the
meeting who expressed agreement with the
principel formulations adopted and =
described the documents before the meet-
ing as "a considerable step forward":-

"Our Commnist Party is in full accord
¥ith the snslysis of the nature of
imperialism in the Main Document under
discussion, ....

The Communist Party of Cuba also agrees
with the exposure of the special role
played by US imperialism, oc..

We express compleie egreement with the
task set in the Document for the work-
ing class and all the anti-imperialist
forces, 'to curb the aggressors and

1liberate mankind from imperialism' ....

We also agree with the Document that
'the world socialist system is the
decisive force in the anti-imperialist
struggle'. .... The general trend of
the Document is B considerable step
forvard. ....

Alsp we give our backing to the propos-
ition in the Documenti according to
which the policy of coexigtenée 'doen
not imply either the preservation of
the social and political status quo,

or a weakening of the ideological
struggle', and that 'mass action
againet imperialiem is a condition for
implementing the policy of peaceful
coexistence', '

As we see it, these formulations in the
Document, like the basic propositions in
the Appeal in Defence of Peace, were
indispensable. ...

Our Party is in accord with the idea that
'the main effort should be directed towards
the prohibition of nuclear weapons;

nuclear enmergy should be used exclusively
for peeceful purposes.' " ‘

(C.R. Rodrigues: Member of Sscretariat,
Communist Party of Cuba: "Speech at Inter-
national Meeting of Communist and Workers'
Parties: Moscow 1969"; Prague; 1969;

p.303, 304, 305, 307).

Ve have seen in earlier sections of this
Report that the reorientetion of Soviet
foreign policy in 1964 away from one in
vhich the cardinel point was collaboration
with US imperialism removed the main gbject-
ion of the "centrist" revisionists to the
pelicy of the Soviet revisionists, and that,
as a result, the parties of the "centrist"
revisionist camp have been moving since
1966 closer to the camp of Soviet revisiom—
ism,

What, then, are the issues which still
divide the "centrist" rev:lsionistsvfrom the
Soviet revisionista?

Firs‘tlx, the issue of Soviet aid to the
Latin Awmericen semi-colonizl regimes:
"The eatablishment and expansion of

diplomatic relations by Latin &American
governments with socialist countries,

coupled with pronouncements of pdssible
changes in the position of these govern-
ments towards Cube, do not necessarily
represent an earnest policy of repulsing
‘US imperialism, but e mere manowevre to
win time in the face of difficulties, to
deceive and misglead the masses, That is
why we stand for a more thorough exposure
of bourgeois reformism as a tool used by
the imperialists to maintain their domine-
tion in countriee of the Third World,"
(C.R. Rodriguez, Member of Secretariat,
Communist Party of Cuba: ibid.; p.%05).

To this criticism, which could hardly have
been phrased more tactfully, Brezhnev -
replied on behalf of the Soviet revisionists
that Soviet policy towards the Latin
American semi-colonial states would
continue unchanged:

"We are extending our ties with the states
of Latin America where resistance to
imperialist dictation and to foreign
monopoly oppression is stiffening,”
(L.I.Brezhnev, Genersl Secretary, Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union: ibid.;
p.170).

Secondly, the jssue of the opposition of
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most of the leaderships of the "communist

parties" of Latin America to ermed national
liberation struggle:

"We consider as not quite precise the

general formulation in the Document accord-

in_g to which in our region 'the Commmis-t
and Werkers' Parties stand in the van of
the democratic forces and are the standard
bearers of the a.nti-imperialis{; struggle

1

s

We should be insincere before this Meeting
if we did not say that, in our view, this
picture does not conform to the actual
situation in some of the Communist Parties
of Latin America,”

(C.R. Rodriguez, Member of Secretariat,
Commnist Party of Cuba: ibid.; p.304),

On this issue, the Soviet revisionists took
the line that it was up to the ®communist
party” of each Latin American country con- :
cerned to decide for itself whether to
support or oppose armed national liberation
struggle. In other words, the Soviet revis-
ionists made it clear thet if supporters of
Castroism were able to bring about a change
in the policy of a Latin American "communist

party" in favour of support for armed national

liberation struggle, this would not be
unacceptable to the Soviet revisionists:

"The policy of peaceful coexistence does
not contradict the right of any oppressed
people to fight for its liberation by any
means it considers necessary - armed or
peaceful., ..,.

There is no leading centre of the inter-
national communist movement, ,...

Bach Party ..., fully independently elab-
orates its own policy, determines the
directione, forms and methods of struggle,
and, depending on the circumstances,
chooses the peaceful or non-peaceful way
of transition to socialism, and also the -
forms and methods of building socialism in
its om country."

("Mzin Document adopted at International
Meeting of Communist and Workers' Parties:
Moscow 1969"; Prague; 1969; p.31, 36-37).

Thirdly, and most important, is the issue of
the role allotted to the "centrist" revision-

ist parties of Cuba, Korea and Vietnam of

directly confronting US imperislism where the

Soviet revisionists do not wish to do so -

a role which leaves Cuba, the People's
Democratic Republic of Korea and the Demo-
cratic Republic of Vietnam dangerously
vulnerable, . 2

Castro spoke on behalf of the "centrist" (P-I l.

revisionist leaderships of all three states
when, in giving the approval of the Cuban
leadership to the military intervention of
the Wersaw Treaty states in Czechoslovakia,
he asked:

"Will Warsaw Pact divisions alsc be sent
to Vietnam if the Yankee imperialists step
up their eggression against that country
and the people of Vietnam request that aid?
Will they send the divisions of the Warsaw
Pact to the Democratic People's Republic of

Korea if the Yankee imperialists attack
that country? Will they send the div-
isions of the Wersaw Pact to Cuba if

the Yankee imperialists attack our
country, or even in the case of the
threat of a Yankee imperialist attack on
our country, if our country requests
it

(F. Castro; Speech of August 23rd,1968,
in: "Granma", August 25th, 1968; p,1).

The unwillingness of the Soviet revision-
ists to give a definite affirmative
answer to these questions did not prevent
the representetive of Cuban "centrist"
revisionism from declaring at the inter-
national meeting in June 1969 that, even
if' the Soviet Union was not fully the

ally of Cuba, Cube would always be the
ally of the Soviet Union:

"The Communist Party of Cuba holds that
in the struggle of the peoples against
imperialism the Soviet Union plays the

.

role of mein bastion, ....
That is why we declare from th:i-.s
rostrum: Cuba will always vithout hesi-
tation take the side of the Soviet Union *
in eny decisive confrontation - as in
the case of Soviet action against the
danger of any country being torn away
from the socialist system as a resuli

of imperialist manoeuvres, so in the

case of provocations and aggressions
against the Soviet people, vherever

these may originate."

(C.R. Rodriguez, Member of Secretariaf;,
Communist Party of GCuba: ibid.; ’

p.308-309),
THE PROPOSAL FOR A "SMALL STATE BLOC"

Faced with the fact of their vulnérable °
position in relation to US imperialism,

the "centrist" revisionists of Cuba, ’
Korea and Vietnsam are endeavouring to-

build their own system of ellisnces -

- composed of "small states" like them—

selves who camnot rely for the protection
of their independence on any forces but
their own,

In October 1968 the leader of 'the Workers'
Party of Korea, Kim Il Sung, published an
article in "Tricontinental", the organ of
the Organisation of Solidarity of the

Peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America,
entitled "The Great Anti-Imperialist

Revolutionary Cause of the Asian, African
end Latin American Peoples is Invincible”,

'In this article Kim Il Sung says:

"When many countries, though small, pool’
their strength to fight imperielisa,

the peoples will be able to beat the
enemy however strong he may be, with a
decigively overwhelming force. The
peoples of the countries making revolu-
tion should join efforts to tear off
left and right arms from US imperialism,
tear of its left and right legs and
behead it eventually everywhere it
stretches out its crooked hands of
eggression. ....

We small nations should unite and counter
the strategy of US imperialism to swellow
us one by one, each’chopping off its heed
end limbs, Such, it can be said, is the
. strategy of struggle for smell countries
to defeat US imperieligm,"
(Cited from: "Radio Pyongyeng", Number 10

(38), 1969; p.l).

The formation of such a bloc directed
ageinst US imperialism composed of smell
states in direct confrontation with US
imperialism has great advantages for the
Soviet Union, which may accord it moral and
material support without becoming directly

involved, The "cenirisi", "anti-revisionist"
position of the leaderships of the parties
of Cuba, Vietnam and Korea has the addition-
al advantage that;, so long as the Chinese
"left" revisionists choose to maintzin their
PMarxist-Leninist", "anti-imperialist" mesk,
these leaderships mey demand and obtain a
certain amount of aid from the People's
Republic of China, thus strengthening the
position of the Soviet Union's allies at

the expense of her most dangerous enemy.

The ruling capitalist class of the Demo-
cratic People's Republic of Korea, the
most industridlised of the states with
"centrist" revisionist lemderships, is
making a particular bid for hegemony in
this projected bloc of small states. In
September 1969, for example, on the init-
iative of the Korean leaders, an agreement
was signed between the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea and Cuba 'vﬁereby the
former state will repder aid to Cube for
the establishment of a steel industry
capable of meking the-country self;-
sufficient in steel.

{"Granma", September 21st,1969;p.7).

The :North Korean capitalist class is also
offering to the cepitelists of the small

* states which it is desired to bring into

the projected bloc the theories elaborated
by Kim I1 Sung and other Koreen revision-
ists to secure "socialist enthusiasm on
the part of the working ¢lass" without
?abolishing capitalism., A new book on this
fSub;ject published in many lenguages is

kim I1 Sung's "On Further Developing the
Daean Work System" (Pyongyang: 1969). A
publicity pemphlet for the bock says that
the system is based on: ;

"the principle of the mass line that

those who direct production draw up the
plens through discussion with the workers,
the actual producers, and induce the prod-
ucers to regard the plans as their own. ....

The Daean work system is a scientificelly-
motivated system of work providing the
possibilities of ensuring coordination
end mobility in the direction of produc-
tion, maneging and operating the econcmy
most rationally end effectively to meet
the requirements of modern production."
(Publicity Pamphlet for: Kim Il Sung:

"On Further Developing the Daean Work
System"; Pyongyang; 1969; p.4,5).

Apert from such theories of “worker
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participation in industrial manegementl,' which
ere now being developed (without the "Marzist-
Leninist" label) in most capitalist countries,
the Korean "centrist" revicionists are also
offering a rival perscnality cult to that of
the Chinese “left" revieionists, which person-
ality cult attained a certain success in a
number of colonial-type countries, A full-
page advertisement in the leading British
capitelist newspaper "The Times" informs us,
around a large pertrait of Kim Il Sung, that

"General Kim I1 Sung has consistently led
the Korean revolution to victory, teking
upen himself the destiny of the fatherland
and nation,"

He is:

"the Sun of the Nation"....

"the Great Leader of the 40 million Koreen.
people” ...

"the Iron-Willed Brilliant Commander" ....

"the Saviour of the Revolution"

"His outstanding leadership and lofty
virtues"

make him
"THE HERQO OF THE 20TH CENTURY"

and obviously outstandingly qualified to
lead the national bourgeoisies of colcnial-
type countries in their struggle’ to free
themselves from the yoke of imperialism!

It is clear, then, that the Soviet revision-

ists have accepted the "centrist" revigionist
-led parties as & semi-independent "left-
ving" of the "international commurist move-
ment" which serves their interests, and that
this role has been accepted (if under
protest) by the "centrist" revisionist-led

parties themselves.

It follows that the main obstacle to the
reunification of the "intermational communist

movement" by the Soviet revisionists (it is

envisaged that the problem of the Communist
Party of China will be solved by a Soviet

military victory) is the attiiude of the
ultra-revisionist-led parties - both in

former socialist countries such as Romanie

and in certain established capitalist
countries,

ULTRA-REVISIONISM IN THE ESTABLISHED
CAPTTALIST COUNTRIES

From 1965 onwards the leaderships of the

majority of the "communist parties" in the

established capitﬂist countries reorien—

tated their polircies into line with that of

the Soviet revisionists - that is, they

placed their parties at the disposal of those
sections of the capitalist classes of *heir

countries which sought, in their own

interests, to free their comntries from the

yoke of US imperialism,

Hovwever, the leaderships of a number of such

Yoommunist parties" - notably those of

Australia, Belgium, Britein, Itely, Norway,
San Merino, Spain, Sweden and Switzerland -

did not accept the change of master and

orientation, but continued to_merve by :their

policies thoge sections of the capitalist

classes of their countries which favoured
contimued sollaboration with anddependence
on US imperialism, Thus, the leaderships
of these parties, which continued the
fundamental orientation of the Khrushchov
period, found themselves aligned closely
with the ultra-revisionists of the East-
ern European countries, who represent the

interests of those sections of the capit-
alist classes of their countries which
wigh to free themselves from Scviet dom- .
ination and place their countries in a
position of collaboraticn with end
dependence on US imperialism.

Furthermore, most of the leaderships of
these parties in the capitalist countries
had adopted a concept of "socialism" based
on multi-party "parliementary democracy"

- the type of "socialism" favoured by the
uiltrae~revisionists of Eastern Europe?

"In a Socialist Britein .... the Labour
Party and the Communist Party, working
together for their socialist eim, are
the working ciase political organisa-
tions on which the success of the
change to socizlism primarily depends,
At the same time the right of other
political partles to maintain their
organisations, party publications and
propegenda, and to take part in elec-

. tions, ¥ill be mainteined.”
("The British Road to Socialism", Prog-
ramme of the Communist Party of Great
Britain; London; 1958; p.21, 23).

"We consider that it is possible and
necessary not only to advance towerds
gsocialism but alsc build socialist
society with the assistance of other
political forces, organisations and
parties; we consider that in the con-
ditions obtaining in our country the
hegemony of the working class must be
realised within a militant fromt, a
bloc of ruling forces, in a pluralistic
and democratic political system."
(E. Berlinguer, Deputy General Secret-
ary, Ttalian Communist Party: Speech at
Internationel Meeting of Communist and
Workers' Parties: Moscow 1969"; Prague;
1969; p.381).

"According to our vision of sccialism,

a multi-party system and the coopera-
tion of diverse parties having a social-
ist crientation are one of the charac-
teristics due to the peculiarities of
the Spanish revolution,"

{S. Carrillo, Genergl Secretary, Com-
punist Party of Spain: ibid.; p.363).

Thus, the leaderships of these "communist .

parties" found themselves very close 1o
the political and ideclogical positions
of the ultra-revisionists of Eastern
Burope, and in a similar state of contra-
detion with the Soviet revisionists. For
this reason they may be regarded as the
ultra-revisionists of the established
capitalist countries.

In 1968 most of the ultra-revisionist
leaderships of both Eastern Europe and

the established capitelist countries

supported the progremme of the ultra-
revisionist Dubcek clique in Czecho-

slovakie end dencumced the militery
intervention of the Warsaw Treaty states:

"We say openly that the August 1968
intervention in Czechoslovakia was
Wrong. .... We say the continued
Fresence of troops is wrong,®

(L. Asrons, National Secretary, Commun-
ist Party of Australia: ibid.; p.130).

"The momentous decision of the five
socialist states to intervene militar-
ily in Czechoslovekia profoundly
affected every Communist Party. We said
it was wrong, ....

We are convinced that the problems
which arose were closely comnected with
the further development of socielist
democracy frustreted by the deforma—
tions under Novotny.

The January 1968 Plenum took decisions
to overcome this, which we ell welcomed."
(J. Gollan, General Secretary, Communist
Party of Great Britain: ibid.; p.491).

"It is on this concept (of inviolable
sovereignty - PB, M.L.0.B,) .... that
we base our ..., attitude to the Czecho-
slovek events: from sclidarity with

the new course sterted in Jenuary 1968
to the serious disagreement with the
entry into Czechoslovakia of the troops
-of the five Warsaw Treaty countries."
(E. Berlinguer, Deputy General Secret—
ary, Itelian Communist Party: ibid.;
P-388-389).

"We camnnot approve the action of the
five Warsaw Treaty ctountries in rela-
tion to the Czechoslovek Socialist
Republie.”

(J. Lechleiter, Secretary, Central
Committee, Swiss Party of Labour: ibid.
P.346).

The line on Czechoslovekia taken by the
ultra-revisionist leaderships in the
established capitalist countries
corresponded closely to that taken by
the ultra-revisionist leadership of the
Romanian Communist Party. A joint state-
ment issued on August 21st, 1968 by the
Central Committee of the Romanian Com-
mmnist Perty, the State Council and the
Romanian Government described the
militery intervention in Czechoslovakia
as

"g flagrent violation of the national
soveréignty of a fraternsl Socialist
state,"

The developing international elignment
between the ultra-revisionists, the

US imperialists and the Chinese capite-
1ist class is reflected in the aimilar
denunciations of the military interven-
tion in Czechoslovakia made by the two
latter. A statement by Johnson on
August 21st, 1968 declared:

"The Soviet Union end its allies have
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invaded a defenceless country.to stamp out
e resurgence of ordinary human freedom,"

And Premier Chou En-lai sajd at the Romanian
Embasey in Peking on August 23rd, 1968 that

the Soviet military intervention in Czecho-

slovakia was

"the most barefaced and most typical spec-—
imen of fascist power politics played by
the Soviet revisionist clique of remegades
and scabs against its so-celled allies, ..,.

I{ is exactly the same as Hitler of the
past in his aggression against Czecho-
slovakia."

(Chou En-lai: Speech of August 23rd, 1968
in: “Peking Review", Supplement, August
23rd, 1968; p.III).

The developing alignment between the pro-US
imperialist ultra-revisionists and the
Chinese capitalist class is also illustrated
by the support expressed by the ultra-
revisionist delegations to the Jume 1969
international meeting for the People's
Republic of China:

"We have proposed ap amendment to the
Document, which would state our support for
the restoration to the People's Republic of
China of its territory of Taeiwen."

(L. Aerons: General Secretary, Communist
Party of Australia; "Speech at Intermational
Meeting of Communist and Workers' Parties:
Moscow 1969"; Prague: 1969; p.130).

"We will insist on the government tekipng
steps to secure the recognition of China
and its admission to the UN es a fully
fledged member."

(M, Drumaux, Cheirmen, Comsunist Party of
Belgium: ibid.; p.459).

"People's China exercises a strong
influence on the world situation., That is
why we hold that efforts must be epplied
%0 understand the objective demands behind
the changes that have occurred in China
and in Chinese policy. ....

It is evident that any efforts in this
direction have to take full eccoupt of the
objective requirements of the development’
of the Chinese economy and Chinese society,
and China's role in the world,

The policy of peaceful coexistence and the
struggle against imperialism also require
China's positive contribution. ....

The question of restoring the Chinese
People's Republic to its place and role in
the United Nations is elso an urgent one,"
(E, Berlinguer, Deputy General Secretary,
Ttalian Communist Party; ibid,; p.385,386).

"The struggle should be waged for the
following objectives:

reinstatement of People's China ir its
rights of a great power in the U.N.O." -
(E. Gasperoni, General Secretary, San
Marino Communist Party: ibid.; p.631).

At the international meeting in June 1969,
the ultra-revisionist delegations expressed
their objections to those sections of the

draft documénts which strongly indicted
US imperialism, Since it wes hardly
tectically possible for them to confess
that their objections stemmed from their
wish to continue policies based on collab-
oration with US imperialism, these object-
ions were couched in vague and hypocritical
terms. On the other hand, they fully
supported Section 3 of the draft of the
main docupent, which, as a concession to
their point of view, carried forward
Khrushchovite formulations such as:

"The main direction of united sction
of the anti-imperialist forces remains

the struggle egainst war, for world

peace,”
(Draft of Section 3 of the Main Docu-

ment, cited by C.R. Rodriguez, observer
from the Communist Party of Cuba: ibid.;
p.306).

"Our leadership has endorsed in prin-
ciple the Third Section of the Docu-

ment, ,,..

We re-submit the proposal that this
part of the Document should be separ-
ated from the rest, so that all Perties
eould sign it, ....

The Australian Communist Party cannot
sign the document as a whole, since it
cannot accept some principles as stated,

The Document ..., does not meke a dee;)
and objective enalysis of some new
features of the present stage of the-
complicated process of social develop-
ment. ..., ‘

The Document does not face up to
theoretical and policy questionsi®. ."
(L. Aarons, National Secretary, Com-
munist Party of Australia: ibid.;
p.126, 127, 129),

"We agree with the platform of action
set out in Section Three of the draft
Document, apart from the reservations
over some formulations. ....

In respect of the other sections of
the Document, we have, on the contrary,
put forward, and continue to put'
forward objections.

It is not only & question of partial
objections to this or thet formulation,
It is elso and specifically a gquestjon
of our objection releting to the very
structure of the Document, ....

We are in serious doubt shout the
scientific character of some aspects
of the analysis contained in the Docu-
ment, In style, the Document is more
frequently couched in invocatory,
propagendist rather than emalytical
terms, and this mekes it impossible to
catech the great novelty, wealth and
complexity of the processes of develop-

ment, ....

For all these reassons, we have proposed
that the Meeting should adopt a Docu-

ment consisting of the introductory
pert and the programme of ection set
forth in Section Three. .... The line
approved by our C,C. a2llows us to back
only thet part of the Document which
outlines our common action programme."
(E. Berlinguer, Deputy General Secret-
ary, Italien Communist Party: ibid,;
P.391-92).

"We hold that the draft of the Main
Document does not quite fit the frame-
work of the agreement reached among
the Parties in Budapest, ....

The anslysis of imperialism at the
present stage, as set out in the draft,
ves. 18 watered down by excessive
detail. Furthermore, the first two
sections contain points of a conflict-
ing nature, ....

As we see it, it is best to leave out
the first two sections."

(E. Larsen, Chairmen, Communist Party
of Norway: ibid.; p.276, 277).

"] agree with the comrades who suggest-
ed that the Main Document deal with

the questions on which we hold common
viewe, leaving aside questions on which
views differ." ’
(¥. Ceausescu, General Secretary;
Central Committee, Romenian Communist
Party: ibid.; p.264).

"Our Party as represented by its Cen-
tral Committee has thoroughly studied
the Main Document of our Meeting. In
our humble opinion, this Document

ought to have been made more understand.
able to the working classes, As we seg
it, some points of it ought to have
been formulated more profoundly.

We fully agree with Section Three of
the Document."

(E. Gasperoni, General Secretary, San
Marino Communist Party: ibid.; p.631).

"The Document submitted to the Meeting,
in our view far transcends the limits
set by the egenda and diverts from it.

D)

Also, it is our belief that the circ-
ulated Document contains substantial
deficiences in elucidating and analys-
ing the world situation.”

(L. Werner, Deputy Chairman, Left
Party -~ Communists of Sweden: ibid.;
P.447).

"Our Party would have preferred a
shorter and more propagands~oriented
document with the accent on practical
anti-imperjalist action, similar to
what we have in Section Three, We also
think that some of the formulations
are too general,"

(J. Lechleiter, Secretery, Central
Committee, Swiss Party of Labour: ibid,

p.347).
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Some ultra-revisionist delegations found the
Mein Document acceptable to them “as a basis
for discussion" but onme which they would not
accept as binding on their partiess

"The Mein Document does mot fully satisfy
"8, .... However, the text is acceptable
&s a basis for discussica tbat in ro way
handicaps the pclitical work or the
autonomy of any Party,"

(M. Drumaux, Chairmsn, Commmist Party of
Belgium: ibid.; p.4£1}.

"As regards the Main Document, delegates
are nc doubt aware that our Executive
Committee will take the fingl decision on
cur attitude after we retvrm."

(3. Gollen, General Secretary, Communist
Party of CGreat Britain: ibkid.; p.490).

“The Executive Committee is unable to
give its assent to the document as a whole,
since on some matters it has reservations.

Despite these criticisms the Executive
Committee accepts the document as a
valuable basis for discussing the prob-—
lems of our time, ™

(Statement of Executive Ccmmittee, Commun-
ist Pariy of Greet Britain, on Internat-
ional Communist Conference, in: "Marxism
Today", August 1969; p.225).

"We think the Document under discussion

has .... shortcemings, ....

Our Party has made serious rsservations
on some points, ...

The Document is not presented as a ‘prog-
rammatic charter' or a 'general line' for
the Comminist Pariies. ....

At present unity can only bs achieved on
the terms of complete independence of the
Parties in shaping their policy line, ....

Wz wish to stress with the best of inten-
tions but also with the utmost frankness
that ,... the world communist movement is
not governed by the princirle of demc—
cratic centralism, In our movement, fund-
amental problems cannot be sclved by
voting nor by a majority vete. ....

Our Party .... is not prepared ever to be
a minority."

(S. Carrillo, General Secretary, Commun—
ist Party of Spain: "Speech at Internation-
al Meeting of Communist and Workers’
Parties: Moscow 1969": Prague; 1969; p.
365, 366-67).

repudiate Macism and bring their
perties or groups intc the camp of
"eoatrist" revisionism."

The recent history of the (reorganised)
Gommurist Party of Belgium provides a
significant example of this tendency.

Following its repudiation of Chinese
"left" revisionism and its re-enalysis of
the "cultural revolution" es a counter-
revolutionary attack on the Chinese work-
ing class, the Communist Party of Belgium
was congratulated on its stand by the
Political Bureau of the Marxist-leninist
The Central
Comrittee of the Communist Party of

Organisation of Britain,

Belgium accepted the proposal of the
Marxist-Leninist Organisation of Britain
that talks should take place between
representetives of the two Organisations.
As a result a meeting was held between
representatives of the two Central Com-
mittees in November 1968, and & further
weeting between = representative of the
Central Committee of the Marxist-Leninist
Orgenisation of Britain and repr'esentat-':
ives of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Belgium.in May 1969.

The Political Bureau of the Marxist-
Leninist Organisation of Britain had been
somewhat concerned at the fact that the
Centrel Committee of the Communist Party
of Belgium had apparently felt it
unnecessary to issue any statement of
explanation or self-criticism on the
abrupt change of their line from full
support of the Chinese "cultural revolu-
tion" to outright opposition.

We were also concerned at the fact that
the Communist Party of Belgium continued
to recognise the Commurist Party of Cuba,
the Workers' Party of Korea end the
Workers' Party of Vietnam as "Marxist-
Leninist Parties”, and Cuba, the People's
Democratic Republic of Korea and the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam as "social-
ist states":

"The People's Democratic Republic of
Korea, Cuba and the Democratic Republic
of Vietnam continue to win victories in
the building of socialism.™

(Editorial in: “"La Voix éu Peuple",
March 21st, 1969; p.1).

We were even more concerned at the fact
that the Communist Party of Belgium
continued unchanged its policy of celling

Bureau of the Marxist-Leninist Organisation
of Britair made known tc the Communist Party
of Belgium its disagreement with these
policies.

Nevertheless, the leadership of the Commun-
ist Party of Belgium expressed its desire

to cooperate in the building of an inter-
nationel Merxist-Leninist movement. In view
of the urgency with which we regarded this
task, we therefore proposed that, in order
to establish the international nucleus of
such a movement, a meeting should be held
a3 soon a8 possible to which should be
invited ell parties and groups celling them-
selves Marxist-Leninist which had repudiated
both Soviet right revisionism and Chinese
At that time, such
parties and groups known to us existed in
the United States, Britain, Belgium, France
and Italy. The American Communist Movement
endorsed the principle of such & meeting
and guthorised the Marxist-Leninist Orgen-
isation of Britain to act as its proxy at
the meeting.

"left" revisionism,

The leadership of the Communist Party of
Belgium wished that the meeting, with

which it expressed agreement, should teke
place in Brussels, to which the Marxist-
Leninist Organisation of Britain was
pleased to agree, and asked that the
Political Buresu of the M.L.0.B. should
prepare the draft documents for the meeting.

The Political Bureau of the M.L.0.B. pre-
pered these draft documents on the basis of
issues on which, to the best of our know-
ledge, there was agreement among the organ-
isetions due to participate in the meeting,
hoping that differences would be resolved
in due course as a result of joint comsult-—
etions and coordinated activity.

On July 3rd, 1969, however - some three
weeks before the international meeting was
due to take place — the Secretary of the
Centrel Committee of the Communist Party of
Belgium, Jacques Grippa, wrote to the
M.L.0.B. declaring thet all the draft
documents for the meeting, including the
draft agenda, were unacceptable to them,
that it was very doubtful whether the
delegations of the French and Italian groups
(with which the Communist Party of Belgium
hed been in touch for some time) would
attend, and that it was the view of the

CPB thet the meeting should teke the form
of an informal, unpublicised discussion
without emy agenda. The letter, in fact,
deprecated the whole conception of an inter-

for "national independence" for Belgian nationel meeting of the character which had

THE (REORGANISED) COMMUNIST FARTY OF
BELGIUM ENTERS THE “CENTRIST" REVISIONIST

CAMP

imperialism: been agreed te, saying:

"This struggle for national independence
(in Belgium - P.B., M,L.0.B.) forms an
integral part of the class struggle,"
(Editorial in: "La Voix du Peuple",
April 11th, 1969).

"We fear thet it would produce an
importent misunderstending as to the
range and significance of this first
meeting, which, we must be awere, is so
limited in numbers of perticipants (and
in the geographical area which it covers)
that it cannot be truly regarded as

At the end of Part Three of this Report we
said:

"As an alternative 1o seeing their part-
iea or groups degenerete in thiz way, some

of the maoist leaderships may choose to On the latter two issues, the Political
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representative of the Marxist-Leninist
forces in the world, ,...

In calling in some way for othier Parties,
organisations and/or persons to rally to
a document put out by us, we couid dn more
harm than good, making it more dafficuit
for the Marxist-Leninist forces tc show
themselves in the world and to uwnite with
us, in placing bzfore them a fait accompii
which could alienate them.”

(Letter of Secretary of OC of CFE to

MLOB, July 3rd, 1969),

"We witness the sharpening of the
contradictions between leading groups
of different countries under the revis-
ionist yoke ever to the point vhere
they lead to the inveaion of Czecho-
slovakia and to an eried confrontation
on the Sinc-Soviet border, with a
nauseating emission of chauvinist prop-
aganda;on both sides, ...,

It i3 in this contexi that cne must
understaend ths present Sino-Soviet con-
flict, Tt is above all an inter-revis-

ionist ¢ollision where each of the

19595 ©.3).

"The Fariy Congress (of Februarr 1968 -

F,Ba, M.L.0.3.), therefore, gave the

clerion sall for ity in action with
the CPY (¥arriet), for persisiing in
patienc effeorts to restore the unity of
the Sommunist movement in Indis.”

(M, Sen: ¥The Bighth Con

Uoumunist Party of Indie", in: "World

=38 of the
Nerxist Review”, May 19€8; p.43).

*ihe three wmeir points ov which the

Taking this letter in conjunction wiih the Protagonists .... presses degeneration SPLiEp ocmSelacelt ReiichcoRinn S pnarce

discussions held with regresentatives of the ment in our country in 1964 ere to &
Communist Party of Belgium, the Politicel
Bureau of the MLOB drew the conclusion that

the reference in the letter to “Marxist-

o the point of great power chzuvinism.
{Bditorial in: "La Voix du Peopie",
Marcn 21s%, 1969; p.1).

Large exteat resolved by history, .s..

In their recent document of May 1969,
the siatemsnt of the CPT (M) Polit-

Leninist for i " not icipa-
inist forces in the world” pot participe bureau on the Ninth Congress of the Com—

But by August 1969 "La Voix du Peuple" was

ting in the meeting was a reference to the saying:

munist Party of China, they totally
"centrist" revisionist-led parties of Cuba, repudiate the ideological end political
Korea and Vietnam, and that the leadership

of the Communist Party of.Belgium had broken
with Chinese "left” revisionism not in order

to teke the path of Marxism-Leninism but,

"The working class (of Czechoslovakia -
PB, M,L.0.B.) bas shown by its actions
(on which the bourgeois press is silent)
its will to defend its socialisti con—
quests, its support for the present
leaders of Czechoslovekia and its solid-
arity with the Soviet Union, whose aid
contributed at the time to defeat the
counter-revolution., ....

positions of the Maoist leadership as

being anti-Marxist-Lenimist,”

(R. Rao: "Pcliticel Perspeciives in
India", in: "Marxisz Today", November
1969; p.345, 346).

for purely opportunist reasons, to align the

perty with the "centirist" revisiomist camp in

the service of the Soviet revisionists. It is clear that there are mo mejor polit-

ical barriers preventing the reunification
of the right revisionist-isd Communist
Party of India and the "centrist¥ revision-
ist-led Communist Party of India {Marxist).

This conclusion has been confirmed by later

events.
They {i.e., the Chinese left'! revis—

ionists -~ P,B., M.L.0.B.) go so far as
to compare to the Hitlerite occupation
the aid of the Soviet Union and the
otiier socialist countries to the peoples
of Czechoslovakia to help fight the
counter-revolution,"

In 1967, "La Voix du Peuple", orgen of the

Communist Party of Belgium, was stating Ir Belgium, on the other hand, ths ieader-

ship of the old right-revisionist Communist
Party carries on in practice the ultra-

correctly in large headlines:

"THE SOVIET REVISIGNISTS HAVE ALREADY
RESTORED CAPITALISN IN THE SGVIET UNIOKY
{("La Voix du Peuple", March 24th, 1947;
p.17; also: March 31lst, 1967; p°19)i

revisionist pro-US imperialist policy of
the Khrushchov pericd. While supporting the
One must add that their (i.e., the

Chinese 'lef't' revisionista'- - FB,

concept of a "European security scheme" it
stands for a special "independent” and

H,L.0.B.) provocations on the river Amur mpo.irojm role for Belgium within this scheme:
end on the frontier of Soviet Kazekhstan,

provocations which are a manifestation

and was saying as recently as March 1969:

"On March 30th last the Central Committee

"The Khrushchovite and post-Khrushchovite of our Party passed a resolubion

cligues have succeeded in usurping the
legdership of the party and of power,
proceeding in this great country to the
restoration of capitalism."

(Editoriel in: "La Voix &u Peuple", March
21st, 1969; p.l).

of their great power chauvinism, play
the game of US imperialism,"

(Editorial in: "La Voix du Peuple",
August 29th, 1969; p.1). . 3

for seeking a status of active neutrality
. &nd security for the Belgian state,

ik |

" Speeking of setive neutrality, we con—
sider
independent foreign policy of its own."

REUNTFYING THE SPLIT REVISIONIST-LED & urgent for Belgiun to adopt en

PARTIES

(M, Drumaux, Cheirman, Comrunist Party

One aspect of the task of trying to br:mg of Belg‘iumz "Speech at International

about the reunification of the "internat-
ional communist movement" is that of re-

But by November 1969 "La Voiz du Psuple" was
saying: . Meeting of Communist and Workers®

Parties: Moscow 1969"; Prague; 196S; p.
"Since the fall of Khrushchov, which con- 458).

stituted victory for Marzisc-Leninism, and

unifying the split parties.in countries
such as India and Belgium, where "centrisi"

The content of the Belgian uitra-revision-

in the context of accentuvated class strug- revisionist parties came into being in

opposition to the older revisionist parties, igte' concept of "active neutrality" was
made clear in an article published after

gle, positive signs of revolutionary rect-
ification have shown themselves, ...,
In India, where the (old) Commmist Party  the international meeting:
of India reorientated its pclitical line
after 1964 in accordance with the new
foreign policy of the Soviet revisionists,
there is no fundemental political barrier
to reunification, end the "centrist" rev-
new socialist viectories which we salute With jgjonist-led Communist Party of India
Joy." (Merxist) is, in fact, referred to by the

Soviet Union."

(Editorial in: “Le Voix du Peuple", November Soviet revisiomists as e
7th, 1969; p.1). (J. Blume: "after the Moscow Conference:

Belgium and Active Neutrality' cited in:
“La Voixz du Peuple", Novembsr 1l4th;
1969; psl).

We proudly affirm our scliderity with the
Sov1et'Unlcn and the other socialist "after 11, a Europesn system of collect-
countries, ... ive security can only be set up with the

In the Soviet Union, the signs of revelu- guerantee of the United States and in

ticnary rectification go hand in hend with return for ceriain guarantees given to

these saue United States by the countries
of Burops as a whole, headed by the

"the parallel Communist Party",
(P. Shastitko: "Political Struggles in
Iadie, in: "New Times", August 20th,

In March 1569 "La Voix du Peuple" was saying
correctly:
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In this situation, the role of the leader-
ship of the "centrist" revisionist-led party
is to secure the reunification of the party
on the bagis of "orthodox" revisionism by
means of the isolation of the ultrs-
revisionist leadership of the old party and

its exclusion from the reunification process,

"We know that the theories of Jean Blume
(one of the ultra-revisionist leaders of
the old party - PB,M,L.0.B,) are far
from being shared by the rank and file
and even by certain cadres of the revis-
ionist party of Belgium, ....

To them we say that we are ready for
wnity. ....

We are determined to work for the re-
establishment of the unity of all true
communists on the basis of the principles
of Marxism-Leninism, In Belgium, such
unity must heve particulerly as its
objective the strengthening of the
People's United Front, the programme Of") c)()
which includes the struggle for ,,..
national independence."

("The Belgian Khrushchovites and 'Active
Neutrality'" in: "La Voix du Peuple",
Hovember 14th, 1969; p.4).

YREORGANISATION" OF THE ULTRA-REVISIONIST-
LED PARTIES

In countries such as Britain, where the
®communist perty" is led by ultra-revision-
ists but there is no "centrist" revisionist-
led party to perform the task undertaken by
the (reorganised) Communist Party in
Belgium, the Soviet and ®centrist" revision-
ists are using to perform this task such
loose Castroite organisations as the "Tri-
continental Committee".

In the first issue of its journel, "Part—

isen", the Tricontinental Committee in
Britain is deseribed as

"a broad, non-sectarian action front,...

Its aims, which are fully in accord with
the aims end objectives of OSPAAL (The
Organisation of Solidarity of the Peoples
of &frica, Asia aend Latin Ameri';:a) R 5
are 1o oppose US imperialism both in
Europe and the Three Continents, by what-
ever means are demanded by each
situation. ....

In practice ... this hieans organising
action ;... in solidarity with the
oppressed peoples of the Three Contin-
ents, Americe and Europe in their
struggle sgainst imperialism. It means
the orgenisation of contacts with revol-
utionary movements and progressive
forces all over the world."

(Editorial in "Partisan"; undated, but
c. October 1969).

One of the "revolutiorary movements"

to which publicity is given in "Partisen"
is the so-called "Netionsl Liberation

the function of
vhich is to mobilise the working people

Movement of West Germany",

behind that section of West German monopoly
capital which wishes to break free from

the yoke of US imperialism. An “importar -
official" of this organisation told the
Tricontinental Committee:

"Many CP members are also members

of our orgenisation, But it must be
made clear that some of the communist
parties of the West are to some
extent not quite fulfilling their
vanguard role, This is shown by
their practice, for example in
choosing their tactics for the fight
against imperielism and in assessing
the international situation. ....

CONCLUSION

Unfortunately, the practice of some
of the Communist Parties in the West
also shows that the bourgeoisie has
succeeded in putting some of their
agents into the top ramks of the
parties,

The Commurist Parties of the Western
European countries camnot fight US
imperialism on their own. For this
reason, we have to create a broad
front of all progressive elements
in our countries, including that
part of the bourgeoisie that is
anti-American,"

(Interview with the National Libera-
tion Movement of West Germany, in:
"Partisar", No.l; undated, but c,
October 1969; p.23).

But one of the important practical
functions of the Tricontinental Com-
mittee is not described in their
journal., This is to make contact with,

end act as a loose orgamising centre
for, dissident "orthodox" revisionist

members, branches and district commit-
tees of the wltra-revisionist-led
Communist Party of Great Britain with
a view to the reconstitution of ‘the
party on the basis of "orthodox", i.e.,
pro-Soviet, revisionism — either by
the ousting of the ultra-revisionist
leeders or, if thet should prove
impossible, by the formetion of a new

party.

It is hoped that such e party,
reconstituted with a part at least of
the "left" mask of "centrist" revis-
iopism, will attract also members of
the disintegrating Maoist groups and
parties.

The main purpose of this Report has been to demonstrate the character of "centrist"
revisionism and that it has now become a semi-independent "left-wing" of the "international
communist movement" which serves the interests of the Soviet neo-imperialists.

A further aim of this Report has been to demonstrate that to the frustration, exploitation
and suffering which capitalism and imperialism bring to working people each day of their
lives must be added the indictment that the various capitalist, neo-capitalist and imper-.
ialist states are now in process of actively preparing and lining up for a new division .of
the world, for a new world war which would bring death to hundreds of millions of working

people in every land.

While all these alignments are not yet fixed, such.a war is, by the nature of capltahsm and
imperialism, inevitable unless capitalism and imperialism ape destroyed by the

revolutionary action of the working people, led by the worliing class.

But capitalism and imperialism cannot be destroyed unles:: the working class in each
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country is led by a Marxist-Leninist vanguard Party,

It is clear fPorn this and earlier reports that, by means of various trends of revisionism -
all of wh1ch pepvept Mapx1sm Leninism to the service of the capitalist class - the enemies
of the working class, the warmongers and exploiters of the world, have succeeded in’
virtually destroying the 1ntepnat1onal comrnunist movement, which once fulfilled the Pole
of vanguard of the 1nter*nat10nal wopkmg class movement.

This grave situation makes' the speedy rebuilding of the international Marxist-Leninist
movement, free of all revisionist trends, an urgent, life-and-death issue for everyone who
claims allegiance to Marxism-Leninism.

If mankind is to be freed from the shadow of the approaching Third World Warn, fought with
instruments of destruction which can only make the horrors of the two previous world wars
pale into insignificance, this task must be begun, not in a decade, not in a year, but NOW.

SUMMARY

The main conclusions of this Repopt may be summarised as follows:

1) From about 1962 the leadepshlps of certain important communist parties(such as the
Communist Party of Japan, the Communist Party of Indonesia, the Workers' Party of
Vietnam, the Workers" Party of Korea and the Communist Party of Cuba) took up a

"centrist" position Wthh appeared to be intermediate between Marxism-Leninism and
right revisionism: that 1s, they took up a position whlch (Whlle not fully in accord with
Marxism- Leninism) was critical of Soviet revisionism and (in the first years of the "Great
Debate") was close to the position of the leadership of the Comrmunist Party of China, in
which Marxist- Lenlnlsts were then in the ascendancy.

2. Analysis of the pr'ogrammes of these communist paPtles establishes that they were,

“without exceptlon, revisionist-led,

3. The reason for the leaderships of these parties taking up a "centrist" position was,
therefore, not that they had moved to a Marxist-Leninist position, but that they represented
the interests of capltahst classes, Qr sections of capitalist classes, which wepre in strong

fcontpadlcnon with Umted States imperialism and so found unacceptable the foreign policy
of the. Sov1et revisionists (the cardinal point of which was, in the thushchov era,

collaboration with US imperialism),

4. In the second phase of its development from the beginning of 1966, "centrist" revision-
ism, in general, broke away from its ideological alliance with the leadership of the
Communist Party of China and moved closer to Soviet revisionism. The primary cause of
this was the major reorientation in Soviet foreign policy which began in the autumn of 1964,
a reorientation which reflected the decline in the economic and military strength of US
imperialism in relation to that of the imperialist powers of continental Europe and Japan.
As a result of this changed world situation, the new ruling class of Soviet state capitalists
jettisoned the Khrushchov policy of:making collaboration with US imperialism the corner-
stone of its foreign policy and began to reorientate this foreign policy towards collaboration
with all those capitalist classes and strata which were in contradiction with US imperialism.
This change of Soviet foreign policy removed the main objection of the "centrist™
revisionists to collaboration with the Soviet revisionists. °

5. In the present period of the general crisis of capitalism, international contradictions
between capitalist classes in different countries, and between alliances of such capitalist
classes, have greatly increased. This situation is leading inevitably towards yet another
global war for the redivision of the world - this time between two vast imperialist groups

7. dominated respectively by United States imperialism and Soviét neo-imperialism. As this

process of polarisation develops, the imperialist powers of Western Europe, Japanese
imperialism and India are beginning to move towards the Soviet pole, while China, Albania,
Pakistan and those neo-capitalist states of Eastern Europe which have broken (or will have
broken free) from Soviet domination ape ‘beginning to move towapds the US pole.

6. In order to achieve their mtennational aims, the Soviet 1mpemalists desire to break the
influence of the pro-UsS 1mpepialist ultra-revisionist leaderships which leadanumber of
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"communist parties" and so reunify the "international communist movement” on the basis

of "orthodox" revisionism in order to make it serve as an instrument of Soviet pollcy.
The role of "centrist" revisionism in the second phase of its development is to act as a
semi- mdependent "left-wing" of the "international communist movement" which can serve
the interests of the Soviet revisionists among circles where they themselves have become
too discredited.

7. A future imperialist world war, which is even now at an embryonic stage of preparation,
would almost certainly destroy the world capitalist system. But it would also bring such
mass slaughter and suffering to the working people of the world as would make the two
previous world wars pale almost into insignificance. Since the continuation of imperialism
makes such a world war inevitable, the task of the working people of all countries is to
destroy imperialism prior to the outbreak of such a war; or, if this should not be possible,
to snuff it out at its onset by transforming the imperialist world war into civil war against
the imperialists.

8. Since the working people cannot carry through a socialist revolution in any country

without the leadership of Marxist-Leninist vanguard parties of the working class and a
Marxist-Leninist International, the task of rebuilding the international Marxist- Lemmst : 2 ;
movement is a vitally urgent one for the fate of mankind, : 3
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