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Introduction

WHY WE ARE YOUTH FOR STALIN

J.V. Stalin represents the invaluable and heroic leadership of
Marxism-Leninism in the struggle to smash world capitalism.

Under Stalin’s leadership internationally, the dictatorship of
the proletariat of the first socialist country was consolidated, the
Fascist imperialist axis was smashed and the Chinese Revolution of
1949 was accomplished. Stalin’s heroic leadership of the Soviet
Union, the CPSU (Bolshevik), the Third International and the
peoples’ forces in World War 11 brought the imperialist system
that much closer to its final total destruction.

_ Comrade Stalin led the peoples’ forces and the Marxists-Lenin-
ists of the world from the strategic period in which the main con-
tradiction_facing world capitalism was the contradiction between
the imperialists themselves to the present strategic period in which
the main contradiction is between the oppressed nations and
imperialism.

Because of the massive victories which the peoples of the world
accomplished over imperialism and the irreparable damage done to
world capitalism under his leadership, Stalin, fifteen years after his
death, is still the man most feared, hated and slandered by U.S.
imperialism.

* * * *

_Since the death of Stalin, the two main characteristics of the
international situation have been (1) the intensification of the con-
tradiction between the oppressed nations and U.S. imperialism; and
(2) the development of a policy in most socialist countries of b_etra?/-
al of the oppressed nations based on the ascendancy of the nationa
bourgeois class in the socialist countries.

In recent years the result of these developments has been the
overthrow of leftist governments in Brazil, Ghana, Algeria and else-
where, the bloody overthrow of the anti-imperialist regime in Indo-
nesia, and the terrible defeat suffered by the Arab people at the
hands_of U.S. imperialism and its Zionist lackey, Israel. These
victories for U.S. imperialism were made possible by the active
collusion of Soviet revisionism.

It isno accident that Khrushchev revisionism gained ascendancy
in the Soviet Union on the basis of attacks on the great Marxist-
Leninist, J.V. Stalin.
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_For Stalin’s theoretical and practical leadership of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union is unparalleled in world
history. In order to lead in the consolidation of the dictatorship of
the ﬁroletarlat in the first socialist country, a country surrounded
by the powerful, hostile capitalist world, Stalin and the CPSU(B)
had to be eerrt (1) on the (%ue_stlon of the Party’s leading role in
the dictatorship of the proletariat —on the c#ues_tl_o_ns of party build-
ing, inner-Party struggle, on criticism and selt-criticism; é ) on the
question of developing a socialist economy by stages; and, most
importantly, (3) on the question of the significance of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat in one country, not as an end in itself, but
as a red base area for world revolution.

~ The main world significance of the rise of Khrushchev revision-
ism has been the betrayal of the oppressed nations by the socialist
countries. And it is no accident that the betrayal of the oppressed
nations is carried out on the basis of an attack on J.V. Stalin:

For Stalin wrote the classics of Marxist-Leninist science on the
national question, the essence of national liberation. It was Stalin
who wrote the “Declaration of Rights of the Peoples of Russia,”
key to the success of the October Revolution. And it was Stalin_
who, on the eve of the October Revolution, indicated the potential
importance of the oppressed nations to the world proletarian rev-
olution. It was based on his theoretical understanding that Stalin
was able, in opposition to _Trotslgy and other opportunists, to illu-
minate the path of the Chinese Revolution —the revolution which
today stands as the outstanding model for ca_r?/lng out new demo-
cratic revolution m_oRposmon to U.S. imperialism, and as the great
regl Iare%l around which the oppressed nations can be mobilized and
vitalized.

Summing up the Party of Labor of Albania’s analysis of Stalin’s
contributions to Marxism-Leninism, Comrade Enver Hoxha, in his
Repcart to the Fifth Congress of the P.L.A. on November 1,1966,
stated:

"Our Party has stressed and stresses it again that especially the quest-
ion of Stalin is a basic question, for the revisionists concretized their
attack on Marxism-Leninism and the proletarian dictatorship with their
attack on J.V. Stalin. Our Party is of the opinion that the Marxist-
Leninists and all the revolutionaries should defend Stalin from all the
slanders and attacks of the revisionists and by their struggle make
Stalin's name and deed regain the place of honor they deserve. For
Stalin was and remains a great revolutionary and a great Marxist-Lenin-
ist. He pursued ajust and revolutionary general line, both in the inter-
nal and foreign policy. He has consistently adhered to the class struggle
line and to that of the proletarian dictatorship, to the line of building
socialism and communism and to the struggle against bureaucracy and
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the degenerated bourgeois elements. He led the Soviet people from one
victory to another in bitter battle with all the enemies of the Soviet
Union and socialism. J.V. Stalin has made great contributions to the
formation and consolidation of the socialist camp and to the growth
and strengthening of the international communist movement. Through-
out his life of arevolutionary militant, Stalin waged a resolute struggle
against imperialism, in defense of peace and people's security; he
faithfully pursued a proletarian internationalist policy of helping and
supporting the oppressed peoples and the revolutionary national-
liberation movements."

This is why we Bre the Youth for Stalin.

LEGACY OF THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION

Mcirxist-Leninists commemorate the 50th Anniversary of the
Great October Revolution because millions of Russian people were
liberated from Tsarist exploitation and from French, German and
British imperialist oppression. VA& commemorate this anniversary
also because the people of the Ukraine, Finland, Georgia, and the
otger nations oppressed by tsarist Russian imperialism were libera-
ted.

But the primary reason that we commemorate the 50th Anni-
versary of the October Revolution is the world-shaking importance
of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union for man-
kind, in bringing mighty deathblows against the world capitalist
aystem, in Ieadln? the struggle of the world’s peoples a Ion? way

own the path of eliminating the system of exploitation of man by
man from the face of the earth.

The tremendous victories achieved under the banner of the
October Revolution were made possible by the scientific Marxist-
Leninist analysis by the CPSU(B) under Lenin and Stalin, based on
proletarian internationalism.

~ Comrade Stalin summed up the Marxist-Leninist approach to
individual socialist countries when he said:

". . .proceeding from the law of uneven development under imperialism,
Lenin .. .drew the conclusion that the victory of socialism in individual
capitalist countries is possible ... by the victory of socialism in individu-
al countries, Lenin means the seizure of power by the proletariat, the
expropriation of the capitalists and the organization of socialist produc-
tion; moreover, all these tasks are not an end in themselves, but a means
ofstanding up against the rest of the world, the capitalist world, and
helping the proletarians of all countries in their struggle against capital-
ism." [our emphasis, Stalin's Selected Works, Vol.9, page 120]

Because the C_PSU_SB) under Lenin and Stalin understood that
the USSR was primarily the property of the peoples of the world,
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because they recognized that the Soviet Union was important main-
ly as a giant step forward in the struggle to smash world capitalism
and to build world socialism, they were able to implement a polic
based on proletarian internationalism which served the peoples o
the world and which also best served the strenghtening of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union and thus truly served
the best interests of the Soviet peoples.

It was based on this policy of proletarian internationalism that
the greatest victories over world capitalism were achieved. This is
the legacy of the October Revolution.

SOLIDARITY WITH SOVIET REVOLUTIONARY
COMMUNISTS (BOLSHEVIKS)

On the 50th Anniversary of the Great October Revolution, it is
a great encouragement to the Marxist-Leninists and to the oppressed
peoples throughout the world to know that the Revolution lives on
In the land of Lenin and Stalin in the underground Soviet Bolshevik
Communists.

W\& are inspired by the comprehensive document on the present
world situation based on the teachm%ls of Lenin and Stalin which
the Bolsheviks have already issued. /b sed the tre
ous deal of the Russian national bourgeoisie and their revisionist
\r/tigresentatlves with the main enemy of mankind, U.S. imperialism.

wholeheartedly support their just and determined struggle to
overthrow the revisionist traitors to the cause of the October Revo-
lution, the cause of world revolution.

~ Provided that the Bolsheviks receive effective support from the
international Marxist-Leninist movement and from the oppressed
peoples, we are confident that they will re-establish the dictatorship
of the proletariat in the first socialist country. By smashing the
Russian national bourgeoisie and the revisionist leadership of the
Soviet Union, the Bolsheviks will do a great service not only to the
Soviet people, but they will also make a great contribution to the
struggle of the oppressed peoples by smashing the US-Russian
alliance for imperialist world domination.

SOCIALISM VS. CAPITALISM

Lenin taught that imperialism is the highest stage of capitalism,
that it is characterized by the export of finance capital, by a desper-
ate search by the imperialists for new areas to conquer with their
armies, to control and exploit with their capital.

_Lenin also taught that imperialism is the last dying stage of cap-
italism; that as the capitalist system continues to develop in its
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hey have exposed the treacher-

imperialist stage, it produces more and more obstacles to its own
continued existence —these are contradictions.

Before the October Revolution, Lenin observed that imperialism
wes plagued by three fundamental contradictions: (1) the contra-
diction among the imperialists themselves, (2) the contradiction
between the workers and the capitalists in the capitalist countries,
and (3) the contradiction between the oppressed nations and
imperialism.

By the turn of the century, imperialism had saturated the world’s
areas for exploitation and domination and the contradiction among
the world’s cartels, the international monopoly and finance groups,
wes greatly intensified. World War | was a most important result
of this contradiction.

_ Bz_ase\(;l\grimarily on the contradiction among the imperialist coun-
tries in World Wr |, the Great October Revolution waes accomplish-
ed. Anew important contradiction wes born —the contradiction
between the socialist world and the capitalist world.

The contradiction between socialist countries and the capitalist
world is manifested in two main ways. One is that the socialist
system, wherever it exists, shrinks the areas of the world in which
the imperialists can exploit the peoples and their land. The second
is that socialist countries serve as revolutionary base areas of the
peoples’ struggles against world capitalism. As long as socialist
countries are quided by policy based first and foremost on these
two considerations, then the dictatorship of the proletariat can be
consolidated there.

The great October Revolution wes produced at a time when the
main contradiction facing world capitalism was the contradiction
among the imperialist countries and groupings themselves. In that
strategic period, the first aspect of the contradiction between the
socialist and the capitalist world, namely that of shrinking the areas
of the world vulnerable to imperialist penetration, wes of great
importance. In that period then, an extremely important task of
the new USSR was to consolidate itself, to establish a new socialist
homeland, to develop socialist construction.

~The N.E.P. under Lenin allowed the new socialist state to get
initial control of the economy and to mobilize the vast majority
of the peasantry behind the Soviet government. The two tremen-
dous five year plans, under Stalin’s leadership, brought the Soviet
Union from an economically backward to an economically advanc-
ed socialist country in less than ten years. These were the principal
economic programs in the construction and consolidation of the
revolutionary USSR.

Even though the USSR was surrounded by the hostile capitalist
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world, the CPSU(B) under Lenin and Stalin did not become pre-
occupied with national self-preservation. Lenin and Stalin never
forgot the importance of the second aspect of the contradiction
between the socialist USSR and the capitalist countries —they al-
ways carried out the policy of making the Soviet Union a revolu-
tionary base area for the ﬁeoples of the world in their struggles
a%alnst imperialism. At the very moment of great victories in soc-
ialist construction with the Five Year Plans, the CPSL_Jd(B) heeded
Stalin’s leadership on their international duty. He said:

. . the danger of nationalism must be regarded as springing from
the growth of bourgeois influence on the Party in the sphere of foreign
policy, in the sphere of the struggle that the capitalist states are waging
against the state of the proletarian dictatorship. There can scarcely be
any doubt that the pressure of the capitalist states on our state is enor-
mous, that the people who are handling our foreign policy do not al-
ways succeed in resisting this pressure, that the danger of complications
often gives rise to the temptation to take the path of least resistance,
the path of nationalism.

"On the other hand, it is obvious that the first country to be victori-
ous can retain the role of standard-bearer of the world revolutionary
movement only on the basis of consistent internationalism, only on
the basis of the foreign policy of the October Revolution, and that the
path of least resistance and of nationalism in foreign policy is the path
of the isolation and decay of the first country to be victorious."
[Stalin, Selected Works, Vol. 7, pages 170-171]

Armed with the proletarian internationalist outlook, the
CPSU(B) was able to mobilize the Soviet people and the world s
e\egrples to achieve the historic victory over Nazi Germany in World

Il. The defeat of the most aggressive imperialists, the AXis,
powers, in World War 11 seriously weakened the entire imperialist
system.

The general weakening of the imperialist world in the aftermath
of World War 11 and the participation of guerrilla fighters in the
struggle against fascism combined to spark the oppressed nations
to tremendous revolutionary activity. Largely on the shoulders of
the revolutionary USSR, the peoples of the world victoriously ad-
vanced from the period in which the main contradiction was amon
the imperialist countries themselves to the post World War 11 perio
in which the main contradiction facmgl_lmperlallsm is now the
oppressed nations in their struggle for liberation.

Thus the first socialist country has provided an outstanding
example of how socialist countries contribute to the world struggle
to smash imperialism.

* * *
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As the main contradiction changed, so did the main task of the
socialist countries. The main task of the socialist countries after
World War 11 wes to give the most effective ideological, material,
organizational and military assistance to the oppressed peoples in
their struggle against world capitalism.

When the oppressed nations are in the forefront of the struggle
to smash U.S. imperialism, the main aspect of the contradiction
between the socialist camp and the capitalist camp is for the social-
ist camp to serve as the revolutionary base area for the world united
front to smash imperialism and to serve as the red base for an inter-
national Marxist-Leninist movement to lead the united front.

_ For many reasons the CPSU(B) could not assume leading respon-
sibility in makln%ht_he necessary changes in the post-War period. The
main reason for this was that the main contradiction had changed.

The USSR was the most vivid, most advanced expression of the
contradiction among the _|mper|ai|st countries themselves. The
CPSU(B) fulfilled its leading responsibility by leading the interna-
tional proletariat and the oppressed peoples to a new and higher
stage. In the new period, the new leading Party had to be one steel-
ed In the st_rugt};le or national liberation, for new democratic revo-
lution leading to socialism.

Because of the size of China, its population and location, and
most importantly because of its rich experience in brilliantly imple-
menting the united front policy in the achievement of national lib-
ergti)on, the CPC is today the leading Party and China is the main
red base area.

_In the present strategic period correct Marxist-Leninist leader-
ship for a new anti-imperialist United Front is needed to smash
imperialism and_brlnlg victory to the oppressed peoples in their
struggles for national liberation. In order for the world’s revolu-
tionary fighters to win great victories, an international Marxist-
Leninist revolutionary line must be established.

The duty of socialist countries today is clear —thgy must serve
as a source of ideological, material, organizational and military
support to the oppressed peoples —as revolutionary base areas. Al
the activities of the socialist states, including socialist construction,
mustI l:%e geared to service as a revolutionary area of world
revolution.

* * * *

In this 50th Anniversary year of the Great October Revolution,
Marxist-Leninists throughout the world must rekindle the revolu-
t(lzcr)]nary flame of the October Revolution on the soil of People’s

ina.
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At the same time, Lenin and the Bolshevik Party under his lead-
ership were developing a scientific analysis of imperialism in oppo-
sition to the revisionist line of the Second International.

THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION .
THE “CULTURAL REVOLUTION”

PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALISM

Vs. BOURGEOIS NATIONALISM

The October Revolution
And Consolidation

LEADING UP TO OCTOBER

At the turn of the century, capitalism wes entering its last dying
stage —imperialism. The Second International under Kautsky
leadership betrayed Marxism-Leninism, for in the period of the
development of imperialism, these representatives of the proletariat
failed to recognize that the main contradiction was no longer be-
tween the proletariat and the bourgeoisie of the capitalist countries

(as it had been in the time of Marx and Engels in the 19th Century),

but was now the contradiction among the imperialists themselves,
with the contradiction between the oppressed nations against im-
perialism now also of great importance.

The main class base of the Second International became the
labor aristocracy of the imperialist countries —that group which
was leaving the proletariat and becoming pett)é-bourgems, that

ortion of the proletariat which wes being bribed and bought off
y the imperialists.

The failure of the Second International to recognize the chang-
ed situation and thus their new tasks rendered them incapable o
politically destroying Bernstein and the other open traitors to the
cause of socialism —traitors who were carrying out the orders of
“their own” imperialists_(in Germany, France, Britain, the U.S,,
etc.) in the brutal imperialist suppression of the oppressed nations
and of the workers in the weaker imperialist countries. Because
its class base had become the labor aristocracy, the Second Inter-
national adopted this revisionist line with very little struggle.
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Lenin observed that there were three universal contradictions
that plague imperialism —(1) the contradiction between the prole-
tariat and the ourﬁemsu_e of the capitalist countries, (2) the con-
tradiction among the various imperialist countries, various imperi-
alist groups, cartels, etc. and ﬁ(_i)pthe contradiction between the
oppressed nations and imperialism. With the new dominance of
imperialism, the main contradiction (by 1902) had become the
contradiction among the imperialist countries and groupings in-
stead of that between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat of the
capitalist countries. Lenin and the Bolshevik Party grasped this
essential fact.

THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION

In October 1917, the Bolshevik Party of Russia led an alliance
of the proletariat and the peasantry and seized power in the Great
October Socialist Revolution. The success of the Bolsheviks led by
Lenin wes based on their correct understanding and hanaling of
the international situation and of the forces inside Russia —on
their correct understanding and handling of the contradictions of
the World War | period.

_ First —the question of peace: The main contradiction at the
time was among the imperialist countries which were engaged in
World War I. World War | pitted the proletarians of imperialist
Germany and Austria-Hungary against the proletarians of imperial-
ist France, England and Russia. The revisionist Second Internat-
ional violated the international solidarity of the working class by
leading the workers of their individual countries into awar on be-
half of “their own” imperialists. This great betrayal by the revi-
sionist Second International was based on its negation of the new
main contradiction —that among imperialist countries themselves.

Lenin and the Bolshevik Party fought this betrayal —they
called for international solidarity and peace. The Kerensky govern-
ment set up in February 1917 on the overthrow of the tsarist re-
gime, was tied up with British and French imperialism and could
not get Russia out of the war. British and French imperialism con-
tinued to use the proletarian and peasant army of their weaker
par}ner, Russia, to fight their war for imperialist territory and
profits.

When Lenin and the Bolshevik Party seized power, they immedi-
ately withdrew the disintegrating Russian army from the war and
organized the Red Army. Thus, on the basis of the main contra-
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diction —that among the imperialist countries themselves —the

CPSU(B) transformed the tsarist imperialist army from the counter-

revolutionary army of the weakest of the imperialist countries —
Russia—into the powerful anti-imperialist, revolutionary Red
Army of the Soviet Union.

Second —the question of self-determination: Tsarist Russia
was an imperialist country —an oppressor of nations. Russia’s
grip on the oppressed nations had been weakened by World Wér |,
aggravating this contradiction between the various oppressed
nations and national minorities and the Russian imperialists.
During the Civil War of 1918-1922, the white Russians and the
imperialists tried to utilize the bourgeois nationalist enmity for
Russia of the formerly oppressed nations to make them counter-
revolutionary base areas from which_Kolchak and Denikin could
launch their attacks on the new Soviet state.

Immediately after the Bolsheviks seized power the “Declaration
of Rights of the Peoples of Russia,” written by Stalin, provided
for “free self-determination even to the point of separation and
the formation of an independent state.” Thus, the nations former-
ly oppressed by Russia became a strong base for resistance to the
white Russian Army instead of a base of support for them.

Third —the question of land: Though Jﬁ)rim_arily an oppressor
nation, tsarist Russia wes also an oppressed nation. The peasants
were led by the proletariat in a national democratic revolution in
tsarist Russia, a countr%/ oppressed By French, British and German
imperialism. In order fo protect and expand their investments,

the imperialists needed to have agriculture under firm control of
the feudal landlords. The Bolshevik Party, the party of the prole-
tariat, had shown that it was prepared to smash the feudal landlord
system. Immediately after the seizure of power, the Bolsheviks
abolished landlord ownership of land and released the peasants
from any further debt to the landlords. This was key to the alli-
ance between the proletariat on the one hand and the peasants and
soldiers (most of whom were peasantsl) on the other. Without this
alliance, the October Revolution would have been crushed.

Thus, Lenin and the Bolshevik Party led the October Revolution
by putting into practice the Marxist-Leninist line based on the con-
tradictions of the period:. (1& the main one —among the imperial-
ists themselves: imperialist Russia was fatally weakened in World
War 1; (2) between the oppressed nations and imperialism: those
nations oppressed by imperialist Russia were liberated and national
democratic revolution wes carried out in oppressed Russig;

(3) between the proletariat (allied with the peasantry) and the
bourgeoisie: the Kerensky government was overthrown and the
dictatorship of the proletariat wes established.
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Immediately after the success of the October Revolution, the
USSR was attacked by the combined forces of the imperialists and
the Russian bourgeois-landlord-whiteguard forces. Not only did
the newly established dictatorship of the proletariat win the over-
whelming support of the vast majority of the Soviet people who
fought heroically and made great sacrifices to defeat the invaders
and the Russian counter-revolutionaries, but the USSR also receiv-
ed invaluable aid from the workers of the imperialist countries
who waged strikes, refused to load ships with war supplies and in
many cases refused to fight in the imperialist armies.

_ The USSR was established with strong international proletarian
ties. It was only through a consistent policy of proletarian inter-
nationalism that the dictatorship of the proletariat in the USSR
could be consolidated.

CONSOLIDATION OF THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE
PROLETARIAT

With the success of the Bolshevik revolution in Russia, the
contradiction between the socialist system and the capitalist sys-
tem was born. Lenin and Stalin both realized that an important
function of a socialist country is that it must serve as a revolution-
ary base area for world revolution. One of the first acts of the _
besieged USSR in March 1919 was the establishment of the Third
International (the Communist International, the Comintern).
Guided by a policy of proletarian internationalism, the Soviet
Union aided revolutionary forces in northern Asia and the Balkans.
It wes through this proletarian internationalist policy, carried out
under the most difficult circumstances (during a war against im-

erialist invaders and Russian counter-revolutionaries) , that the
viet Union won the support of the world’s proletariat and the
peoples of the oppressed nations.

Comintern:

Under Lenin’s leadership, the Comintern wes formed in 1919
to lead the international struggle in the tradition of the Bolshevik
Party against imperialism and 1ts lackey revisionism.

"Lenin never regarded the Republic of Soviets as an end in itself.
He always looked on it as an essential link for strengthening the rev-
olutionary movement in the countries of the West and the East, an
essential link for facilitating the victory of the working people of the
whole world over capitalism. Lenin knew that this was the only right
conception, both from the international standpoint and from the
standpoint of preserving the Republic of Soviets itself. Lenin knew
that this alone could fire the hearts of the working people of the whole
world with determination to fight the decisive battles for their emanci-
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pation. This is why, on the very morrow of the establishment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, he, the greatest of the geniuses who
have led the proletariat, laid the foundation of the workers' Interna-
tional. That is why he never tired of extending and strengthening the
union of the working people of the whole world —the Communist
International." [Stalin, Selected Works, Vol 6, page 52]

The basic task of the Comintern was to unite the struggles of
the oppressed peoples and of the ]proletarlat of the imperialist
countries, under the leadership of the USSR, the first and only
socialist country, the base area of world revolution.

The main resolution at the second Congress of the Comintern
was on the national and colonial questions.* This resolution, to-
gether with Stalin’s guiding theoretical work on the national ques-
tion established the Basic line of the Comintern in complete
support of national liberation and the right of self-determination
of nations in the years to come.

Lenin pointed out in this resolution that there are two kinds

of nations —opPressed and oppressor ;a third is socialist —Y.F.S.]
—and that most of the world is in the first category —oppressed;
that the s_uFer profits gained from the enslavement and exploita-
tion of millions of people are the main source of strength for im-

erialism and the basis on which it can, with a combination of
bribery and force, maintain control over the proletariat of the
imperialist countries.

In the period before Lenin’s death, the Turkish Revolution wes
carried out with the active leadership and support of Soviet forces.
The revolutionary upheavals in E. Europe and in Korea, Mongolia,
Iraq,_Af%lanlstan and Egypt were also argeI%{ inspired by the
Russian Revolution. Also in the early Twenties, most of the Com-
munist Parties of the world were founded and the Comintern was
firmly established as a world organization.

_ After Lenin’s death, Stalin led the Comintern for 20 years until
its dissolution in 1943, and he led the world Marxist-Leninist move-
ment for almost 30 years. During that time he led the fight to
establish socialism in one country against the onslaught of imper-
ialism and the vicious opposition within the Soviet Union led by
Trotsky. He led the international United Front against Fascism

to defeat the Axis alliance led by Nazi Germany in World Wer 1.
He gave theoretical leadership to and organized international
support for the national liberation struggles of the oppressed na-

* In contradiction to the erroneous line on the Afro-American question dom-
inant in the international Marxist-Leninist movement today, Lenin said in this
resolution that the Afro-American people constitute an oppressed nation and
that their right of self-determination must be supported by all the Marxist-
Leninists of the world.
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tions, particularly to the CPC and the Chinese revolution.
The Economic and Political Base for Socialism:

~In 1925, faced with the fact that revolution in Europe was not
imminent, Stalin declared that Soviet Russia was nonetheless pre-
pared to build socialism in one country. The solid foundation for
this task was the Marxist-Leninist line of proletarian international-
ism. Lenin and Stalin both saw that only by placing primary
emphasis_on serving the world revolution could the Soviet Union
build socialism at home.

And in order to serve the international proletariat, it wes nec-
essary to establish the political and economic basis for socialism
within the Soviet Union. This meant overcoming the bourgeoisie
of the USSR (1) politically and ﬁ) economically. By 1926, the
political base already existed —the dictatorship of the proletariat.
As Stalin described it:

"The dictatorship of the proletariat is: 1) violence, unrestricted by
law, in relation to the capitalists and landlords, .. .["the instrument
of this violence isthe Red Army"] ... 2) leadership by the proletariat
in relation to the peasantry, 3) the building of socialism in relation to
the whole of society. Not one of these three aspects of the dictator-
ship can be excluded without running the risk of distorting the con-
cept of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Only by taking all these
three aspects together do we get a complete and finished concept of
the dictatorship of the proletariat." [Stalin's emphasis, Selected
Works, Vol. 7, page 189]

The economic basis wes yet to be established: Stalin described
it as follows:

"To create the economic basis of socialism means welding agricul-
ture and socialist industry into one integral economy, subordinating
agriculture to the leadership of socialist industry, regulating relations
between town and country on the basis of an exchange of the products
of agriculture and industry, closing and eliminating all the channels
which facilitate the birth of classes and, above all, of capital, and, in
the long run, establishing such conditions of production and distribu-
tion as will lead directly and immediately to the abolition of classes."
[Stalin, Selected Works, Vol. 9, page 23-4]

_In the period leading up to World Wr 11, in contrast to the cap-
italist world which wes 1n a financial crisis, the dictatorship of the
proletariat developed the Soviet economic system at a tremendous
pace. In this period, the revolutionary Soviet Union was not only
a powerful force within its national boundaries, but also provided
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powerful support and leadership to the struggles of the oppressed
nations against imperialism.

* * *

Stalin and the CPSU(B) met with fierce opposition from the
“left” and right. The most dangerous of these opponents was
Trotsky, the supreme opportunist who shifted easily from right
opposition to “left” and back again. Before the October Revolu-

tion, Trotsky claimed there could be no alliance with the peasantry

who were “unreliable” and “reactionary.” But by 1926, after the
successful Revolution based on just such an allianice, he needed a
new line with which to attack the USSR; so he now claimed that
it was impossible to build socialism while there was only one soc-
ialist country because “the Soviet Union will always be under the
control of world economy” i.e. capitalist economy. Stalin pointed
out that the Soviet economy was linked to world economy but
not under its control.

~ Trotsky advocated that the Soviet Union place primary empha-
sis on agriculture and light industry. Trotsky’s plan would have
made the USSR dependent on capitalist countries for heavy ma-
chinery and therefore subordinate to the capitalist countries. In
opposition to Trotsky, Stalin emphasized heavy industry, building
the means of production, so that the Soviet economy would be

an independent unit rather than an appendage of the world capi-
talist economy.

Trotsky’s internal anti-socialist line of encouraging the growth
of exploiting classes —his line of OPDQS'QQ the building of socialism
—was directly related to his capitulationist line on foreign policy.
His line on China is an important example. Stalin thoroughly
exposed his line:

"Thus we have two basic lines:

"a) the line of the Comintern, which takes into account the existence
of feudal survivals in China, as the predominant form of oppression, the
decisive importance of the powerful agrarian movement, the connect-
ion of the feudal survivals with imperialism, and the bourgeois demo-
cratic character of the Chinese Revolution with its struggle spearheaded
against imperialism;

"b) theline of Trotsky, which denies the predominant importance
of feudal-militarist oppression, fails to appreciate the decisive impor-
tance of the agrarian revolutionary movement in China, and attributes
the anti-imperialist character of the Chinese Revolution solely to the

interests of Chinese capitalism, which is demanding customs indepen-
dence for China.
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"The basic error of Trotsky (and hence of the opposition) is that he
underestimates the agrarian revolution in China, does not understand
the bourgeois democratic character of that revolution, denies the
existence of the preconditions for an agrarian movement in China,
embracing many millions, and underestimates the role of the peasantry
in the Chinese Revolution." [Stalin, Selected Works, Vol. 9, pages
296-297]

~ Trotsky’s line wes in support of Chiang Kai-shek and his reac-
tionary Kuomintang government at Nanking.. Chiang Kai-shek,
reﬁ_resentlng the comprador class and the national bourgeoisie of
China, also opposed the agrarian revolution. The national bour-
geoisie wanted to destroy the communists and the revolutionary
VWuhan government (center at that time of the national demo-
cratic revolutionary movement) which they (the communists)
supported. Chiang, like Trotsky, wanted only to end the unfair
trade agreements which hindered the growth of the national bour-
geoisie of China. Thus, both Trotsky and Chiang had a line of
struggle against the \Wuhan dgov_ernment, against the peasantry, and
against the communists and a line of reconciliation with and capi-
tulation to imperialism.

Trotsky’s counter-revolutionary line on China went hand in
hand with his og osition to socialism within the USSR. The fierce
struggle led by Stalin against Trotsky’s line of betrayal within the
Soviet Union would not have been effective if Stalin had not also
led the international stru%gle for proletarian internationalism.
Struggle against internal betrayal is only successful when it goes
hand In hand with international struggle against revisionism.

Trotsky was the outstanding representative of the national
bourgeoisie of the socialist countries at work within the interna-
tional Marxist-Leninist movement in service of imperialism. Since
the Soviet Union was the first socialist country, and since the
bourgeoisie becomes ten times more dangerous after the revolu-
tion, It is not surprising that Trotsky was produced there.

The line of modern revisionism is the line of the national bour-
geoisie of the socialist countries. Thus, Trotsky was the forerunner
of modern revisionism.

Stalin and the CPSU(B) waged a fierce struggle against Trotsky
who continued to plot and scheme against the Soviet Union even
after his expulsion in 1927. Stalin brought the question to the
Comintern, and the Sixth Congress of the Comintern condemned
the opposition glr_ou and specifically rejected Trotsky. The
struggle against Trotsky at the Sixth Congress was a sound basis
for the development of the Marxist-Leninist policy of fighting
fascism put forth at the Seventh Congress of the Comintern.
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The United Front In World War I

_ The victory over fascism of World War Il was a tremendous
victory over world imperialism for the peoples.

It was the Marxist-Leninist United Front policy established by
the Comintern under the leadership of J.V. Stalin"that made this
victory possible. The line of the United Front to smash Fascism
\t/\has ut f_ogth by Dimitroff in 1935 at the historic 7th Congress of

e Comintern.

THE ANTI-FASCIST UNITED FRONT POLICY

The united front policy was a proletarian policy based on the
contradictions vvhlch_pla%ued world imperialist capitalism at that
time. In the leadership of the world anti-fascist United Front
Stalin and the Comintern applied their understanding of the con-
tradictions : (1& among_the imperialist countries themselves —to
split the U.S., Great Britain and France away from an alliance
with German, Japan and Italy against the Soviet Union; d(2) be-
tween the proletariat and the bourgeoisie of the advanced capi-
talist countries —to encourage the workers and their Communist
Parties to bring “their” governments and armies against the fasc-
ists; (3) between the opgressed nations and |mf)er|all_sm —to give
valuable support to the Chinese peoples’struggle against Japanese
imperialism and to encourage and greatly stimulate the develop-
ment of anti-fascist guerrilla partisans in the oppressed nations
(which later developed into national liberation front organizations)
and 84) between the socialist s¥]stem and the capitalist system
based on the achievements of the dictatorship of the proletariat
in the Soviet Union —to mobilize the Soviet masses to wage one
of the most heroic and titanic struggles of world history, including
the battle of Stalingrad, the turning point of the War.

~ The international ties of the proletariat through the Commun-
ist Parties and the Comintern with the Soviet Union as its base,
guaranteed that the proletariat would lead the United Front inter-
nationally. Without the guiding force of the proletariat following
the Marxist-Leninist line of Stalin, Dimitroff and the C.1., there
would have been no United Front and there would have been no
victory over fascism for the peoples.
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1) Contradiction among the imperialists themselves: This wes
the main contradiction facing world captialism on the eve of
World War II. The main task of the international Marxist-Lenin-
ist movement and of the United Front policy was to take advan-
tage of this contradiction, the main weakness of the capitalist
world at the time, to smash fascism.

_ Based on the contradiction among the imperialists themselves,
it was possible to win over to the anti-fascist side sections of
French, British and U.S. imperialist capital which were threatened
by German, Japanese and Italian imperialist expansion.

It was imperative for the survival of the Soviet Union and vic-
tory over fascism to keep the imperialist countries at odds. The
POSSIbIlI_ty of a temporary unity of the imperialist world to smash
he Soviet Union, the only socialist country, was very great. Such
a defeat would have been a tremendous setback for the world’s
?eoples_because} the USSR was a strong revolutionary base area

or the international Marxist-Leninist movement and because the
millions of Soviet people and their enormous territory would have
been re-opened to imperialist exploitation.

In each period, all work of the Communists and their Parties
must be oriented toward the main task of the period. Under
Stalin’s leadership the CPSU(B) and the Comintern mobilized
the Soviet people and the peoples of the world to utilize the
secondary contradictions facing world capitalism to take full
advantage of the primary contradiction to strengthen the struggle
to smash fascist imperialism. In this way the proletariat of the
capitalist countries, the proletariat and peasantr}r/1 of the oppress-
ed nations, and the Soviet people, who were each confronted
with very different situations, were united under the leadership
of Stalin and the Comintern to contribute to their common
objective —the defeat of fascism.

2) Contradiction between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie:
ven in the fascist countries, efforts were made by proletarian
elements at anti-fascist resistance. In the non-fascist capitalist
countries, the proletariat struggled to bring “their” (\;/(\)g?rnments
and armies into the anti-fascist struggle. Before the broke
out, this s_tru%gl_e centered around efforts to aid the Spanish Re-
ublic in its Civil War against Franco and his German and Italian
ascist masters. The proletariat of the capitalist countries volun-
teered and fou%ht in the international brigades in Sﬂ in, but they
were unsuccesstul in their struggle at home —British, French and
US imperialism aided the fascists and prevented arms from reach-
ing the Spanish Republic which was then isolated and defeated.

However, the proletariat of France, Britain and the US did
play arole in the entrance of “their” governments into World War

49



Il on the anti-fascist side. During the War they. strquled against
the bourgeoisie to make “their” governments fight the most effec-
tive war possible and they volunteered to fight fascism. US mili-
tary efforts in the Pacific and British participation in North Africa
aswell asthe (deILaJ\ged)openlng of the Second Front in Europe by
Britain and the US were a significant help to the anti-fascist cause.

In the occupied countries of Europe the proletariat fought as
partisans in guerrilla warfare led by Communist Parties.

(3) The contradiction between the oppressed nations and imperial-
ism: This contradiction was utilized most effectively to contribute
to the strugﬂle against fascism in China. VWhen Japan invaded in
1931, the character of the anti-imperialist strugql_e of the Chinese
peopfe changed from one against all the imperialist countries which
participated In the exploitation of the Chinese people to a war to
drive out Japanese imperialism in particular.

The changed situation meant that a new united front within
China, comprised of all anti-Japanese forces, had to be formed.
Guided by the Comintern’s United Front policy, the CPC and Mao

Tse-tung mobilized the Chinese proletariat and peasantry, the back-

bone of the anti-fascist struggle. The CPC mobilized the pett%_/-
bourgeoisie and large sections of the national bourgeoisie to fight
the Japanese imperialist invaders. The CPC neutralized those
sections of the Chinese comprador class representing the non-
fz%s%st |r|nper|aI|st countries and isolated the pro-fascist elements
of this class.

The Chinese people carried the brunt of the fighting against
Japanese imperialism. In most of the Asian nations occupied by
Japan, strong guerrilla forces rose up to halt the Japanese imper-
ialist advance. The combined efforts of the Chinese and other
Asian liberation forces was a component part of the United Front
against fascism.

(4) Contradiction between the socialist camp and the capitalist
camp: The backbone of the anti-fascist United Front was the
heroic Soviet people who bore the brunt of the fighting against
the main body of the Nazi armies. The tremendous courage of
the Soviet people and their Red Army brought the fascist army
to its knees at Stalingrad. The CPSU(B), Party of the proletariat,
mobilized the Soviet people and the peoples of the world to
make this victory possible.

The 20 years of socialist construction in the Soviet Union be-
fore the were oriented toward making the USSR a strong
revolutionary base area for the world’s people. The Soviet Union
under Lenin and Stalin’s leadership did not claim that the contra-
diction between socialism and capitalism was primary and that
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the Soviet Union should try to outdo the cz%%italist world in pro-
duction of consumer goodS. Rather, the USSR had prepared for
war _a%alnst fascist imperialism and gave all possible supdport_to
the international forces fi htln%lgasmsm, as in Spain and China.
Stalin, the Comintern and the CPSU(B) provided stron? leader-
ship for the international Marxist-Leninist movement, leadership
which was responsible for the anti-fascist United Front policy
and for the peoples victory over fascism.

* * *

As always, a vital part of the struggle against fascism wes the
struggle against its servants within the working class movement.
While the Communists called for a united front to fight fascism,
the Social Democrats united with the fascists in an effort to de-
feat communism. Notably in France, Germany, Austria and
Spain, the treachery of the Social-Demoacrats and *“Socialist”
Parties —their outright collaboration with the fascists —pre-
vented the Communists from halting fascism’s rise to power.

The Trotskyites were valuable servants of the fascists. In the
US, for example, they labeled the War an “imperialist War” and
tried to prevent the US from entering on the side of the Soviet
Union and the oppressed peoples. Within the USSR, they served
their fascist masters as spies and saboteurs. Since Trotsky’s line
had been thoroughly discredited by Stalin prior to the War,
Stalin and the CPSU(B) were able to carry out an effective cam-
paign to rid the Soviet Party and Government of Trotskyites.

* * *

_ Without Marxist-Leninist leadership, the proletariat of the cap-
italist countries would have followed the Social-Democratic line
of complete unprincipled unity with “their” imperialist bourgeoi-
sie. Without Marxist-Leninist leadership, the proletariat of the
oppressed nations such as China would have been unable to mobi-
lize the masses in a new united front to wage successful war on
fascism. Without Marxist-Leninist leadership, the Soviet Union
would have fallen prey to the Trotskyites and other opportunists
and would not have implemented a policy of proletarian interna-
tionalism. Without the Marxist-Leninist leadership of Stalin, the
Comintern and the CPSU(B), the imperialist countries could have
taken united action against the Soviet Union, and fascist imper-
ialism would have been victorious in World War 11.

Instead, the Marxist-Leninist line of Stalin, the Comintern and
the CPSU(B) prepared the Soviet people for the heroic and %rgat
sacrifices that they made in driving the Nazi armies back to Berlin
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and final defeat. The Marxist-Leninist United Front policy made
it possible for the world’ peoples to achieve victory over fascism.

The Marxist-Leninist United Front policy of World Wer 11
brought such a decisive defeat to the imperialist world that a new,
higher stage in the stru 8Ie to smash world capitalism wes ushered
in —the era of the world-wide victory for national liberation over
imperialism.

TWO OPPOSING LINES WITHIN THE PROLETARIAN
MOVEMENT

The great experience of the Soviet people and particularly the
proletariat and Its Party —the CPSU(B) —in the struggle to con-
solidate the proletarian dictatorship, and the overwhelmingly
correct leadership of J.V. Stalin, were a source of great strength
for the international communist movement. During the World
War |1 period, the dominant line within the international Marxist-
Leninist movement was the correct line of Stalin, Dimitroff and
and Comintern. Their United Front policy wes brilliantly carried
out by most of the international movement. In China particularly,
Mao Tse-tung and the CPC led the _o?pressed masses of China in
great victories over Japanese imperialism.

World War 11 marked the defeat of German, Japanese and
Italian imperialism and the serious vveakenllrJg of British, French
and Belgian imperialism. During the War, US imperialism was
preparing to replace its weakened imperialist colleagues in all the
oppressed nations of the world. Therefore US imperialism was
the source of a second line within the United Front and the world
Communist movement.

This second line was a revisionist line, a line of capitulation to
US imperialism.  W/thin the US, it wes an effort to prepare the
proletariat to fight US imperialism’s wars agams_t the oppressed
peoples and to pacify the proletariat so that their labor could be
safely exploited to produce the weapons necessary to occupy the
oppressed nations. Browder, head of the CPUSA, was an early
advocate of this line. Following World War 11 opportunists could
easily adopt Browder’s line to conditions in an?; country because
the new main enemy was US imperialism and the main victims of
opportunism were now the oppressed nations.

Browder was a forerunner of the line of modern revisionism
now dominant in the Soviet Union and the world Marxist-Leninist
movement. But whereas the Marxist-Leninist line of Stalin and
the CPSU(B) in World War 11 seriously restricted the growth of
opportunism, the world Marxist-Leninist movement is today domi-
nated by the current advocates of this line  Tito, Khrushchev and
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the “Cultural Revolution.” Whereas the peoples won unprecedent-
ed victory over world imperialism in World Il based on the
Marxist-Leninist line of Stalin and the CPSU(B), today —despite a
more favorable objective situation —the peoples of the world are
experiencing greater defeats and fewer victories.

In order to_understand how the ideological level of the inter-
national Marxist-Leninist movement degenerated so rapidly follow-
ing the victory of the Chinese revolution in 1949 in the face of a
more favorable international situation, it is necessary to analyze
the two opposing lines which were put forth during World War 11
in the name of the United Front policy of the Comintern.

Opportunism Until 1945 —Browder:

During World Wr 11, the United Front pollc%/ of proletarian-led
coalitions wes successfully implemented in much of the world.
However, in most of the |mFer|aI|st countries which fought against
Hitler, the United Front policy was distorted. In place of a United
Front led by a communist party, certain Communist Party leaders
Proposed that the communist P]artles be dissolved and organiza-
lons set_up which would tail the bourgeoisie. In these countries,
the anti-imperialist struggle was played down and class collabora-
tion was emphasized.

~ Following the defeat of the Axis powers in World War 11, US
imperialism became the main enemy of mankind. Throughout the
War, US mCEerlaIlsm wies trying to prepare the US people to be-
come the US “Wehrmacht” so that US imperialism could spread
out into all the oppressed nations of the world. US imperialism
had already shown its willingness to make a deal with the upper
strata of the white working class. The labor aristocracy wes to be
bribed with a small part of the imperialist super-profits stolen
from the oppressed peoples.

It is therefore no accident that the first Communist Party to be
taken over by modern revisionism was the CPUSA. Earl Browder
was the CPUSA leader who accepted the bribe and became the
first spokesman for modern revisionism, showing the way for
opportunists in other communist parties to capitulate to US im-
perialism and sell out the oppressed peoples.

Browder’s revisionism had deep roots in the class composition
of the CPUSA. Because US imperialism had been mobilized to
fight fascism in alliance with the revolutionary Soviet Union, the

USA was flooded du_rln? the War with new members —especi-
ally from among the middle class. The CPUSA was not vigilant
to the dangers of this influx. Browder allied himself with and
developed the right-wing trends among the newcomers.
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Browder’s open revisionism was being accepted by almost the
entire leadership of the CPUSA (with the notable exception of
William Z. Foster) when it was thoroughly exposed by the Duclos
article from the French Party in 1945." Browder’s open line of
service to US imperialism was then rejected by the CPUSA leader-
ship, at least formally.

~ What was Browder line? American exceptionalism. Accord-
ing to Browder, US mon%f)ol capital was not imperialist but was
anew “progressive” breed of capitalism. “Capitalism and social-
ism,” said Browder, “have begun to find the way to peaceful co-
existence and collaboration in the same world.’ [;Sehe[ant Our
Path in War and Peace,” 1944] He claimed that US capitalists
would use their $80 billion surplus of goods created when war
industries changed over to civilian production to double the real
wages of US workers and support national liberation struggles of

the oppressed peoples.

Browder’s analysis of the Afro-American liberation struggle
was that the Afro-American people chose to remain a part of the
US at the time of the Civil War, ending their exercise of the right
of self-determination. This gross distortion of history wes the
theoretical basis for Browder’s policy of making the Afro-Ameri-
can struggle “solely a question of class” and thus totally depen-
dent on the white working class for leadership and initiative.

All this double talk was an imperialist smokescreen designed
to prepare the workers of the US to abandon the oppresse
nations and follow the leadership of the imperialists.

Correct Implementation of the Anti-Fascist United Front Policy,
China, 1935-1945:

After 1935 the task of the Marxist-Leninist forces all over the
world was to contribute to the anti-fascist struggle by applying
the Stalin, Dimitroff, Comintern United Front policy to their
concrete situations. In China, the CPC under the leadership of
Comrade Mao Tse-tung brilliantly fulfilled this task and made
great contributions to the defeat of fascism.

_ The invasion of China by Japanese imperialism in 1931 dras-
tically altered the political Situation in China and the tasks of the
CPC.” The invasion changed the main enemy of the Chinese people
from imperialism in general to Jaﬁanese imperialism in particular,
and it changed the main task of the CPC from victory over &l
imperialist powers which participated in the exploitation of the.
Chinese people to victory over Japanese fascism —the most rabid
imperialist power in China, set on immediate conquest of the
peoples of Asia.
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In spite of the changed situation, the CPC did not change its
battle program until four years later in 1935 when Dimitroff and
the Comintern set forth the anti-fascist United Front policy.

_ The basic strategy of the CPC from 1927-1935 was the estab-
lishment of workers and peasants soviets (in opposition to Trot-
sky’s line of negt:]atlng the mighty revolutionary character of the
Chinese peasantry). Their program for this was: “Rely on the
poor peasants and farm laborers; unite with the middle peasants;
restrict the rich peasants; protect the middle and small business-
men and industrialists; abolish only the landlord class.” But
with the invasion of Japanese impérialism, this program no longer
conformed to the needs of the peoples of China or of the world.

"At this juncture [1935], there was urgent need for the Party to make
a correct analysis of the internal situation resulting from the Japanese
invasion, to decide the policy of the Party and to correct the 'Left’
sectarian tendency which prevailed within it. This work could not be
accomplished by the Central Committee of the Party between 1931-
1934, nor by Comrade Mao Tse-tung in 1935 during the Long March.
This need was met only when, aided by the correct policy of the anti-
fascist front adopted by the Communist International, the Party issued
adeclaration on Aug. 1, 1935, calling for a united front. . ."

[Hu Chiao-mu, "Thirty Years of the CPC," Peking, 1951]

The task of the CPC was now to support the world-wide strug-
gle against fascism bg/ mobilizing and leading the Chinese peo%]e
in a powerful United Front to smash Japanese imperialism. The
formation of a broad anti-Japanese United Front meant putting

Eorwar'g the new slogan: ““Stop the Civil War —Unite to resist
apan!

_ The CPC utilized the contradiction between the oppressed na-
tions and imperialism to mobilize the workers and poor peasants,
the backbone of the anti-Japanese United Front. The proletariat
and poor peasantry had suffered the most of all classes in China
from imperialist exploitation and were the strongest and most
determined fl%hters against Japanese fascist imperialism. Because
of its relation to capitalist production, the proletariat had to be
the leading force in the battle against imperialism if this str_qule
were to lead to socialism —to a decisive victory over imperialism.
The poor peasantry, the class in the countryside which most acute-
ly felt feudal-imperialist oppression and which could be a reliable
ally of the proletariat through both the bourgeois democratic and
thé socialist revolution was the proletariat’s most reliable ally.

The CPC also utilized the contradiction between the oppressed
nations and imperialism to win the support of the middle and rich
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peasants, and of the petty bourgeoisie. Chairman Mao pointed

out that as small producers, the interests of all these classes were
irreconcilable with those of Japanese imperialism. The urban petty
bourgeoisie was especially active in the mobilization of the Chinese
people to resist Japan because:

"Imperialism and the Chinese counter-revolutionary forces have
done them [the petty bourgeoisie] great harm, driving many into
unemployment, bankruptcy, or semi-bankruptcy. Now, faced with
the immediate danger of becoming slaves to aforeign nation, they
have no alternative but to resist." [Mao Tse-tung, " On Tactics
Against Japanese Imperialism," 1935]

The CPC utilized the contradiction among the imperialists
themselves (the basis upon which J.V. Stalin and the CPSU(B)
had split the imperialist countries into two warring groups) to
split the comprador and landlord classes —forcing some to
support, though weakly and temporarily, the struggle against
Japanese imperialism, neutralizing others and isolating the pro-
Japanese elements of these classes. In 1935-36, the skillfully
utilized its forces to compel Chiang Kai-shek to give up his war
against the CPC and to form an alliance with the" CPC to fight
Japanese imperialism. The CPC united with Chiang to the extent
necessary to compel his troops to stop fighting the CPCand
start fighting Japan. But the CPC always struggled against Chiang’s
reactionary policies.

The national bourgeois class has a dual character in relation to
the working class and its party.

"On the one hand they dislike imperialism,and on the other, they
fear thorough revolution, and they vacillate between the two. This
explains why they took part in the revolution of 1924-27 and why,
in the end, they went over to Chiang Kai-shek's side. In what respect
does the present period differ from 1927 when Chiang Kai-shek be-
trayed the revolution? China was then still a semi-colony, but now
she is on the way to becoming a colony. Over the past nine years, the
national bourgeoisie has deserted its ally, the working class, and made
friends with the landlord and comprador classes, but has it gained
anything? Nothing, except the bankruptcy or semi-bankruptcy of
its industrial and commercial enterprises. Hence we believe that in
the present situation the attitude of the national bourgeoisie can
change." [Mao Tse-tung, op. cit.]

The CPC mobilized the national bourgeoisie to the side of revolu-
tion by correctly |mple_ment|_n? the contradiction between the
oppressed nations and imperialism (the national bourgeoisie feared
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a complete Japanese imperialist take-over of China) and because
the and the Comintern correctly utilized the contradiction
among the imperialists themselves (the split among the imperialists
and the resulting split in the Chinese comprador and landlord class-
&s left the national bourgeoisie without a powerful alternative ally).
The national bourgeois class remained a fairly reliable ally of the
CPC and the Chinese people throughout the struggle against
Japanese fascism.

Using the tactics of peoples war developed by Mao, the CPC
continued to create base areas in the countryside, where the enemy
was weakest, and to surround the cities, where the enemy was the
strongest. In conformity with the new United Front policy, the
CPC changed its program for the areas liberated from Japanese
imperialism. Land rents were reduced, but the expropriation of
the land of the landlord class wes discontinued. National bour-
geois forces which did not resist the United Front or aid the enemy
were protected and encouraged. The CPC no longer worked for
the formation of workers and peasants soviets, but led the United
Front to the formation of Peoples Republics, representing all
forces opposed to Japanese imperialism. The government in these
areas consisted of equal representation of (1) communists, repre-
senting the working class and peasant(rﬁ/, (2 ﬂrogresswes, represent-
ing the petty bourgeoisie and (3) middle-of-the-roaders representing
the national bourgeoisie and anti-Japanese gentry. This wes the
organizational form of the new alliance.

By thus correctly implementing the United Front policy formu-
lated by the Comintern, the CPC under the leadership of Mao Tse-
tung led the heroic Chinese people to great victories over Japanese
imperialism. The CPC gave great support and encouragement to
the proletarians of the West and to the peoples of the Soviet Union
by stop%mg Japanese imperialism’s westward expansion and carry-
ing the brunt of the struggle against this powerful fascist state.

On August 8, 1945, after thoroughly defeating the German
Nazis, the Soviet Union declared war on Japan.

"The Soviet Army quickly annihilated the Japanese Kwantung
Army and liberated Northeast China. The Peoples Liberation Army
fighting in co-ordination with the Soviet Army energetically wiped
out the Japanese and puppet troops, freeing a large number of
medium sized and small cities from the enemy's occupation. On
August 14, Japan announced its unconditional surrender."* [Hu
Chiao-mu, op. cit.]

* On August 13, 1945, Mao said: ". . .The decisive factor for Japan's surrender
is the entry of the Soviet Union into the war. A million Red Army troops are
entering China's Northeast; this force is irresistible. . [Selected Works, Vol-
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The victory of the peoples of the world over the fascist Axis,
to which the Chinese people made great contributions, brought
the peoples of the world including the Chinese people a giant step
closer to liberation from all imperialist exploitation. This victory
ushered in a new higher stage for world revolution —the era of
the world-wide victory for national liberaton over imperialism.

CHINA UNTIL 1956-
CHANGE IN THE MAIN CONTRADICTION

After World War 11, Chiang Kai-shek, with the backing of US
and British imperialism, launched a powerful attack on the CPC,
putting the CPC on the defensive. The national bourgeoisie, un-
sure of how its class interests could best be served, now withdrew
from its alliance with the CPC. The national bourgeoisie searched
hopelessly for a “third path” and waited to see the outcome of
the struggle between imperialism and the Chinese proletariat.

The general weakening of world imperialism and the general
strengthenln of the peoples forces due to the. glr_eat victory of
World War 11"'made it impossible for US imperialism to concentrate
its forces for an all-out campaign to crush the CPC. US imperial-
ism was compelled to disperse its forces from France to the Phil-
ippines to prevent the guerrilla partisans from achieving power.

In China, US imperialism had to rely on its comprador representa-
tive, Chiang Kai-shek. US imperialism supplied him with substan-
tial arms and money, but could supply only a limited number of
troops.

In 1947, the CPC moved from the strategic defensive to the
strategic offensive in the battle against Chiang and US imperialism.
Nation-wide victory for the communists was Imminent. Victory
for the Communists means the establishment of the political and
economic base for socialism. It means the establishment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat over the other classes, with the
pre_splt_actlve of eliminating classes hostile to the proletariat and
socialism.

For the national bourgeoisie in oppressed nations, the establish-

ment of the dictatorship of the proletariat means the beginning of

the end for its existence as a class. In the face of the imminent vic-

tory for the Chinese proletariat, the national bourgeoisie of China
was forced to re-establish an alliance with the . It did soto
ensure that the revolution in China would not mean the establish-
ment of the dictatorship of the proletariat but would be an “all-

ume 1V] US imperialism dropped the atomic bomb on two Japanese cities
largely to prevent the Red Army from liberating much of Asia as it had Eastern

Europe.
58

China” anti-imperialist revolution which would allow the national
bourgeoisie to continue as a class and grow into a more powerful
class. The national bourgeoisie joined with the proletariat in 1947
to lay the basis for its objective of becoming the ruling class of
China in the future.

The CPC was vulnerable to attack b%/ the national bourgeoisie
because it did not fully recognize the changes that were taking
place in the world situation based on the defeat of German, Japan-
ese and Italian fascism. It did not recognize that new alliances
were needed to defeat the new main enemy —US imperialism. It
did not recognize that, while the national bourgeoisie had been a
fairly reliable ally of the anti-Japanese struggle and could be an

ally of the national democratic revolution, 1t could never be an

ally of socialism. After 1949, the CPC did not deal with the nation-
al bourgeoisie as apowerful class, as apowerful enemy of socialism.

Before World War 11, the main task of the CPC was victory over
all the imperialist powers in China through the establishment of
workers and peasants soviets in the countryside, leading to the
victory of socialism throughout China. During World I, in
the anti-fascist United Front, the main task of the CPC was victo
over Japanese imperialism through the establishment of Peoples Re-
publics in the countryside which gave equal governmental powers
to (1) the proletariat and peasantry, (2) the petty bourgeoisie and
(3) the national bourgeoisie. With the defeat of Japanese imperial-
ism, the main task of the CPC was once again victory over all im-
perialist powers in China —especially over US imperialism. But the
CPC did not substantially chan(fqe its form of struggle a%alnst imper-
ialism after the War. Instead of once a%aln calling for the establish-
ment of workers and peasants soviets, the CPC retained its strategic
objective of World Il —the establishment of Peoples Republics
in the countryside, an alliance which gave the national bourgeoisie
and petty bourgeolsie a great deal of power. The People’s Republic
of China was established in 1949 without armed struggle in five of
China’s provinces or in her capital, Peking.

The policy of alliance with the national bourgeoisie in this
Perlod should have been seen largely as a policy of neutralizing
he national bourgeoisie and hence weakening Its reactionary In-
fluence on the proletariat. For this alliance to serve the long-range
interests of the Worklngl_cla_ss, it was necessary that the CPC have
the perspective of establishing the economic of socialism and
the elimination of the national bourgeoisie as a class. For this, it
would have been necessary that the CPC warn the people and be
ever-vigilant against the reactionary, anti-socialist side of the
national bourgeois class. This was not done.

Just before the 1949 revolution, Chairman Mao said:
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"The people have a powerful state apparatus in their hands —there
isno need to fear rebellion by the national bourgeoisie. " [Our empha-
sis, Mao Tse-tung, "On the People's Democratic Dictatorship,” 1949]

Chairman Mao described the state of the People’s Republic of China
not as the state of the proletariat but as the state of the people_
under the leadership of the proletariat. The “people” were defined
as all those who opposed imperialist exploitation in China —which
includes the national bourgeoais class. The Chinese people were
prepared not for struggle against the national bourgeoisie and for
the establishment of socialism in China but for co-existence with
the national bourgeoisie, a powerful, anti-socialist class.

". . .the policy of uniting with the national bourgeoisie and struggl-
ing with it, which we adopted to resolve this contradiction, is avery
firm proletarian class policy which has nothing in common with the
policy of 'class collaboration'. . .

". . .our policy of socialist transformation of capitalist industry and
commerce has enabled us to reduce the opposition to the transforma-
tion, and in the course of the gradual transformation, to use capitalism
conditionally to serve socialism, so as to facilitate the progress of soci-
alist construction. As aresult, we have been able to eliminate capital-
ism completely in the ownership of the means of production, and we
shall transform the bourgeois elements gradually into working people
earning their own living. . .

"Today the capitalists in our country are still receiving afixed rate
of interest. . .the bourgeoisie as a class has disappeared economically. . ."
[Liu Shao-chi, "The Victory of Marxism-Leninism in China," Peking,
1959]

~ With the victory of the revolution in 1949, the Peo[?le’s Repub-
lic of China became the main revolutionary base area of the world
anti-imperialist struggle and the CPC objectively became the leading
Party in the world Marxist-Leninist movement. The main responsi-
bility of the CPC was to correctly lead the oppressed peoples in
their struggle against imperialism.

_If the national bourgeoisie is ]powerful in the leading Part%, it
will impede correct leadership of the oppressed peoples. If the
national bourgeoisie gains control of this Party, it will utilize the
leading role of the Party to mislead the oppressed peoples. The
CPC thus had a responsibility to the peoples of the world, especi-
ally to the oppressed peoples, to exercise proletarian dictatorship
over the national bourgeoisie, and eventually eliminate it as a
class, to ensure that the proletariat maintains power in the CPC
and leads the oppressed peoples to victory.
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Unfortunately, the CPC’s leading responsibility to the oppressed
peoples wes not reco%nlz_ed by the international Communist move-
ment, or the CPC. The line of the CPC was that its main responsi-
hility was to the Chinese people —to eliminate imperialist exploita-
tion within China and build China’s productive capacity. This
incorrect orientation led to a policy of peaceful co-existence with
the national bourgeois class, a class which stood for negotiation
with and appeasement of US imperialism.

The 1949 Chinese revolution wes a great victory for the peoples
of the world. The weaknesses in the line of the from 19
remained quantitative until after the revolution. But these weak-
nesses were not corrected and the national bourgeoisie became a
more and more powerful class within China and within the CPC.

The victory of the Chinese people led by the heroic CPC over
US imperialism in 1949 was a great victory for all of the peoples
of the world. It marked the beginning of a new era—an era in
which the vast majority of the peoples of the world have a common
enemy —US imperialism, and the peoples of the oppressed nations
are the main and leading force in the struggle to destroy the
common foe. The victory of the Chinese revolution marked the
beginning of an era in which the vast majority of the peoples of
the world —the oppressed peoples —could be mobilized to smash
imperialism. The victories In theory and practice achieved in
China under the international leadership of Stalin and the CPaIBJéB)
illuminate the path to victory in the oppressed nations. The
replaced the CPSU(B) as the leading Party in the world.

_ Victory over imperialism in China meant that the main contra-
dication in the world had shifted from that between the imperialists
themselves to that between the oppressed nations and imperialism.
It meant that there were new tasks for Communists and Communist
Parties all over the world. In the present period, the peoples of the
world are closer than ever to final victory over imperialism. How-
ever, a new Communist International under the leadership of the
CPC is needed to utilize the tremendous potential of this period to
eliminate imperialist exploitation of the oppressed nations and
ultimately to establish socialism throughout the world.
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I
The New United Front

CHANGE IN THE MAIN CONTRADICTION

 Led by the Comintern, the CPSU(B) and J.V. Stalin, the anti-

imperialist peoples were victorious over the most gg?resswe imper-
ialists —the Axis powers —in World War 1l. The defeat of fascism
brought about a very favorable situation for world revolution. The

world capitalist system had been seriously weakened by the peoples’

victory in World Il and the anti-imperialist forces were stronger
than éver before.

~ The oppressed peoples in many nations of Asia had been mobil-
ized into powerful anti-fascist (anti-imperialist) United Fronts,
leading mighty guerrilla movements. \With the aid of the Red Army,
revolutions had taken place in many Eastern European nations an
in East Germany. Coalition governments, based on the anti-fascist
united fronts and led by the working class, were established in
these nations. In Europe, ?owerful anti-fascist organizations under
communist leadership existed and the peoples were looking for a
revolutionary alternative to capitalism. The Soviet Union, which
had broken the backs of the German Nazis and demonstrated the
tremendous strength of peoples under Marxist-Leninist leadership,
stood as a steadfast friend to all revolutionary peoples.

US imperialism, which had produced the overwhelming number
of industrial military machines for the War and which had been
relatively unscathed by the War, became the dominant imperialist
country following World War 11. Because of the tremendous deva-
station of the European nations and Japan, US imperialism wes
virtually unrivalled by other imperialist countries.

_Isolated from support from other imperialist countries and faced
with a mounting revolutlonarE( tide, US imperialism desperately
worked to prevent the revolutionary peoples from taking advantage
of the favorable revolutionary situation following Worl 1.

~Imperialism must continually increase its profits or cease to be
imperialism —it must expand or die. The imperialist powers had
saturated the potentials for profits and exploitation of their own
proletariat betore World War 1. They had begun to export large
amounts of finance capital to the oppressed nations wnere there
wes the greatest potential for even more ruthless exploitation and
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super-profits. The main aim of US imperialism following World

II'was to achieve complete control over the oppressed nations
to enlsure for itself ever-increasing profits from the oppressed
peoples.

However, before US imperialism could concentrate its financial
and military forces against the oppressed OFeoples,_ it had to hold
back the revolutlona%tlde in Europe and consolidate its domin:-
ance over the rest of the capitalist world. With a combination of
treachery (through their willing agents, the right Social-Democrats)
and armed force, US imperialism was able to temporarily destro
the revolutionary movements in the \Western European nations whose
yI:)eopIes had resisted Nazi invasion, and in occupied West Germany,

talal and Japan. US imperialism met with defeats in its attempts
to destroy the newly-founded East European Peoples Democracies
which had military and ideological support from the mighty Soviet
Union. Only Yugoslavia was diverted from its revolutionary anti-
imperialist path when Tito, representing the Yugoslav national
bourgeoisie, took US imperialism’s bribe.

US imi)erialism then consolidated its dominance over the capi-
talist world through massive “aid” grants under the Marshall Plan
designed to make the devastated capitalist world dependent upon
US monopoly capital.

Throughout this period, when US imperialism’s main forces
were concentrated in Europe, US imperialism was replacing the
other imperialist powers throughout the world, frantically increas-
ing its export of finance capital to the oppressed nations.” A shift
was occurring in the main area of imperialist profits —the main
area of imperialist exploitation —from the proletariat of the capi-
talist countries to the growing proletariat of the oppressed nations.

Thus, based on the smashing of the Axis imperialist beasts, the
contradiction amon? the imperialists themselves became less im-
portant for the world’s people and a new contradiction wes develop-
Ing as the main contradiction facing world imperialism. Following
the World War 11 victory for the peoples, the contradiction between
the oppressed nations and imperialism replaced the contradiction
among the imperialists themselves as the weakest link in the imper-
ialist chain —the oppressed peoples became the most important
force fighting against imperialism.  The success of the Chinese revo-
lution in 1949 marked the beginning of this new stage and establish-
ed the CPC as the new leading Party in the international Marxist-
Leninist movement and China as the main revolutionary base area
of the world’s peoples.

The change in the main contradiction marked the beginning of
an international situation which wes far more favorable to the
peoples of the world than ever before. Now the great majority of
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the peoples of the world could be mobilized under the leadership
of the mighty CPC to bring imperialism to its knees. Now US im-
perialism was isolated and, with international solidarity, the
oppressed nations could force US imperialism to so widely disperse
its forces that it could not effectively resist any liberation struggle.

_ Today, US imperialism, which has one third of its investments
in the oppressed nations, receives two-thirds of its profits from
these areas [Baran and Sweez?/, “Monopoly Capltal”g . This means
that US imperialism extracts four times more profit for e\_/er%/ dollar
invested in the oppressed nations than for those invested in the cap-
italist countries. imperialism can no longer tolerate the peoples
of any oppressed nation winning liberation from its exploitation
and control. US imperialism is faced with an irreconcilable contra-
diction. On the one hand, it must continually increase its exploita-
tion of the oppressed peoples or die. But on the other hand, US
imperialism cannot bribe the oppressed peoples into submission

and it cannot defeat them militarily if the struggles of the oppressed
nations for liberation are internationally co-ordinated —if national
liberation struggles have proletarian leadership.

_~ The change in the main contradiction facing imperialism follow-
ing World [l marked the beginning of a new and higher stage

in the struggle for socialism. It marked the beginning of a stage in
which imperialism headed by US imperialism could now be crippled
and slmas ed by the revolutionary peoples headed by the oppressed
peoples.

COMPOSITION OF THE NEW UNITED FRONT

Anew United Front must be formed which consists of all forces
which can be brought against US imperialism: The leading and
unifying force in the new United Front must be a new Communist
International headed by a proletarian CPC. The main revolutionary

base area for the new United Front must be China, the most advanc-

ed expression of the contradiction between the oppressed nations
and imperialism; the proletariat of the imperialist countries must
be mobilized to provide important _sugport to the oppressed nations.
The core of the new United Front is the oppressed peoples.

Task of the Marxist-Leninists of the Socialist Countries:

~ The main task of the Marxist-Leninists of the Socialist coun-
tries within the new United Front is to give maximum ideological,
organizational, military and economic support to the oppressed
nations.

(The oppressed nations can be victorious in their struggle for
64

liberation only when their struggles are co-ordinated and when
they receive the support of the world-wide anti-imperialist United
Front. Only a Marxist-Leninist Communist International (C.1.)
can lead this coalition.) It is a vital task of the Marxist-Leninist
Parties of the Socialist countries, particularly the CPC, to lead in
the establishment of such a C.1.,

Task of the Marxist-Leninists of the Imperialist Countries:

Within the new United Front the main task of the Marxist-
Leninists of the imperialist countries is to support the struggles.
of the oppressed peoples against imperialism. The Marxist-Lenin-
ist Parties of the imperialist countries must do so by demonstrat-
ing that the oppressed peoples and the proletariat of the imperial-
ist countries have a common enemy —imperialism headed by US
imperialism.

The proletariat_ of the imperialist countries must be mobilized
to support the nations oppressed by “their own” imperialists. They
must be mobilized to support the Vietnamese and other nations
oppressed by US imperialism by boycotting US goods and struggl-
ing against attempts by US imperialism to use their countries as
bases for aggression against the oppressed peogles. In this way the
Froletarlat of the imperialist countries other than the US can, at.
east temporarily, bring sections of “their” imperialist bourgeoisie
up against US imperialism. At times, these sections of the imper-
ialist bourgeoisie can play a real anti-US imperialist role such as
DeGaulle, chief representative of French imperialism, played on
behalf of the Quebec liberation movement.

In the US, support for the oppressed peoples means support
for the struggles of the Vietnamese and Afro-American nations
for liberation in particular. At the present time, poor whites and
some members of the white working class could be mobilized by
an Afro-American dominated Marxist-Leninist Party to support
the oppressed peoples (e.g., in the armed forces, white soldiers’
support for Afro-American soldiers as they turn their guns around).
Providing that a Marxist-Leninist Party iS established in the US,
numbers of white workers will begin to join forces with the oppress-
ed Cs:)eoples as US imperialism is battered and weakened by powerful
and co-ordinated national liberation struggles. Many white workers
will be mobilized by a Marxist-Leninist Party to join forces with the
oppressed peoples as more and more of their sons die fighting imper-
ialist wars, as the right to strike is no longer tolerated by US imper-
ialism, as the imperialists freeze wages and raise taxes and as it be-
COMmes mcreasm\%}%/_ clear that imperialism is doomed. If significant
sections of the white working class are not mobilized to the cause
of the oppressed nations, the fate of the white working class in the

65



US will be far worse than that which the German ps/ggle met at the
hands of the revolutionary peoples of the world in World War II.

Task of the Marxist-Leninists of the Oppressed Nations:

~ The main task of the Marxist-Leninists of the o%pressed nations
is to establish a powerful anti-imperialist coalition based on the
worker-peasant alliance, under the hegemony of the working class.
The worklr]%class does, however, make more or less temporary
alliances with other peasant classes, with the pett){1 bourgeoisie,
and with the national bourgeoisie. The Party of the proletariat
must lead the national United Front, for the working class is the
only class in the oppressed nations which understands that it is
the ver?/ nature of imperialism to occupy, suppress and exploit,
and only the working class understands the necessity of smashing
imperialism world-wide in order to achieve real national liberation.

National bourgeois leadership of national liberation struggles
means that these struggles will be primarily of a national character
rather than an international character. It means that the oppressed
Peoples of each nation will be denied support from their interna-
ional allies in the struggle against the common foe. While US im-
perialism cannot defeat the international struggle of the oppressed
nations to achieve liberation, it can do tremendous damage to a
single national liberation movement if this movement is isolated
from the struggles of other oppressed nations. National bourgeois
leadership of national liberation struggles means that the objective
of this struggle is not to destroy the imperialist army and the im-

erialist system, and ensure freedom for all mankind, but merely
o rid “its” nation from imperialist interference. National bour-
geois leadership of national liberation struggles means compromise
and negotiation with imperialism —it means “appeasement” of
the profit-hungry imperialist beast. National bourgeois leadership
of national liberation struggles means defeat for the oppressed
peoples and victories for imperialism.

Large sections of the national bourgeois class of the oppressed
nations are anti-imperialist in the period of national democratic
revolution and should be mabilized by the proletariat to contri-
bute to the struggle against imperialism. However, since the strug-
gles of the oppressed peoples are for national liberation from im-
perialism and the proletariat of the oppressed nations is relatively
small, the nationa bourPems class poses a serious threat to leader-
ship of the anti-imperialist coalition.

_In order to maintain proletarian leadership of the coalition
with the national bourgeoisie and ensure victory for the oppressed
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Beoples, the R/rloletarlat of the oppressed nations must be guided

y a correct Marxist-Leninist line on how to struggle against im-
perialism in this period. The anti-feudal struggles of the peasantry
of the oppressed nations is anti-imperialist in this period. The
peasant classes, which make up about 80% of the population of
most of the oppressed nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America,
suffer increasingly brutal oppression from the surviving feudal
system, fostered and maintained by imperialism in the countryside.
The peasant classes provide the base of the national s_trugq!e against
imperialism, for the peasants make up the vast majority of the
population of the oppressed nations, and they attack imperialism
In the countryside wnere its control is the weakest. By forming a
steadfast alliance with the poor peasantry, the only class which can
remain a reliable ally of the working class through the Socialist as
well as the bourgeois democratic revolution, the Party of the work-
ing class can maintain leadership of the national united front.

Within the oppressed nations, a Marxist-Leninist C.I. will give
the proletarian Parties invaluable ideological support in their efforts
to mobilize and lead their peoples in the struggle for liberation. It
will give great leverage to the proletarian forces in their struggle for
leadership of the national united front. It will facilitate the estab-
lishment of powerful Marxist-Leninist Parties in oppressed nations
where they do not yet exist.

The key to the unbeatable strength of the proletariat of the
glppres_sed nations is the international ties with the proletariat of
Il nations. Only with a Marxist-Leninist C.I. can national libera-
tion struggles be co-ordinated. Faced with co-ordinated assaults
from many oppressed nations at once, US imperialism will be un-
able to concentrate its armed forces against a single ol;()pressed
nation and US imperialism will be tremendously weakened and
can soon be defeated.

* * *

These are the essential new tasks of the international proletariat
brought about by the change following World Wér 11 of the main
contradiction facCing imperialism. The Marxist-Leninist movement,
which had achieved great success while allied with the US and other
imperialist countries, did not immediately grasp the nature of the
R/rleat changes which their victory had brought about. This left the

arxist-Leninist movement temporarily disoriented and the oppor-
tunists penetrated deeply into the movement. The fact that the
Comintern wes disbanded in 1943 and never replaced by a new
International made for tremendous difficulties in combatting the

international menace —modern revisionism.
67



The CPC as the leading Party was in the best position to under-
stand the nature of the changing international situation and had
responsibility to initiate moves for a new International to ensure
victory for the oppressed peoples. But unfortunately, the fact
that the main contradiction facing imperialism after the Chinese
revolution was national liberation and the fact that the CPC was
the leading Party was not gra_?%@d by the international Marxist-
Leninist forces at this time. This strengthened opportunist, revi-
sionist forces in parties throughout the world.

THE RISE OF MODERN REVISIONISM

Titoite Revisionism:

~ The Communist Party of Yugoslavia, headed by Tito, was the
first Par¥ in power to be taken over by revisionism following World
War 1l. The national bourg{eowle of Yu%oslawa captured power
from the Par%/ before a solid economic basis for socialism had been
established. The Yugoslav national bourgeoisie went to work to
eslt_abllsh capitalism in Yugoslavia by making a deal with US imper-
ialism.

For its part of the deal, US imperialism supported the establish-
ment of capitalism in Yugoslavia with massive “aid” in the first
place. US imperialism soon made the Yugoslav revisionists com-
pletely dependent upon this “aid” and then began exporting large
amounts of finance capital to Yugoslavia to directly exploit the
people of Yugoslavia.

For its part of the deal, the national bourgeoisie of Yugoslavia
encouraged the bourgeois nationalist forces within the rest of the
Parties of the world —an effort to cause the Parties to abandon
proletarian internationalism and betray the oppressed peoples who
were rising in revolution. The revisionist, bourgeois nationalist line
of the Tito renegades rallied the national bourgeois classes in the
socialist countries and the opportunist elements in the Parties of
the capitalist countries (including the Browderites, those who advo-
cate tailing “their own” imperialists). Tito revisionism wes a grave
threat to the unity of the international communist movement
based on proletarian internationalism —based on increasing support
to the oppressed peoples.

For this reason, it wes of great importance that the international
communist movement struggle against Titoite revisionism on every
front and thoroughly expose the class basis for this reactionary,
capitulationist line within the international Marxist-Leninist move-
ment. Stalin led the Cominform in the struggle against Titoite revi-
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sionism. In 1948 Liu Shao-chi, member of the Central Committee
of the CPC, made an outstanding contribution to this struggle with
his pamphlet, Internationalism and Nationalism.

_In this pamphlet, Liu thoroughly exposed the class basis for
Tito revisionism. Liu exposed the essence of this reactionary line
as a betrayal of the oppressed peoples. He saw that:

"The aid of the Soviet Union, of the world proletariat and of the
Communists is the most important condition for the victory of all na-
tions in fighting for liberation from imperialist oppression, for national
independence."

He saw support to the oppressed peoples as essential to socialist
countries and to Communist Parties in the capitalist countries if
they are to continue to represent the interests of the proletariat
and socialism. In this pamphlet, Liu exposed the danger of bour-
geois nationalism within the socialist countries:

". ..[a] if, after their own nation has rid itself of imperialist opp-
ression, the Communists descend to a position of bourgeois national-
ism, carrying out a policy of national self-interest and sacrificing the
common international interests of the working people of all the na-
tions of the world and of the proletariat to the interests of the upper
strata of their own nation; [b] if they not only fail to oppose imper-
ialism but on the contrary rely on imperialist aid to carry out aggres -
sion against other nations, and oppressing them or opposing proletar-
ian internationalism with national conservatism, reject the internation-
al solidarity of the proletariat and the working people and oppose the
Socialist Soviet Union - then all this is also a betrayal of the proletar-
iat and of Communism, which helps the international imperialists and
makes these traitors themselves a pawn of the imperialists. The Tito
group in Yugoslavia is now taking this path." [Liu Shao-chi, "Inter-
nationalism and Nationalism,"1948]

Based on his polemic against Titoite revisionism, Liu had in this

Bamphlqt a clear understanding of the danger which the national

ourgeois class in socialist countries poses to the dictatorship of the
proletariat. The process of development that Liu describes In this
quote casts a good deal of light on the present role of socialist coun-
tries in the vvorld_antl-l_rnlperlqllst struggle. The policy [in point b]
of ‘_‘rely[lng] on imperialist aid to carry out ag?ressmn against other
nations and [to| oppress them” is the policy of Soviet Revisionism
today. In point [a]: “carrying out a policy of national self-interest
and Sacrificing the common international interests of the working
people of all nations of the world and of the proletariat to the
Interests of the upper strata of their own nation” —this is the pol-
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icy of the “Cultural Revolution” and a long way down the path
to outright betrayal.

~ Due to the growing strength of bourgeois nationalist forces with-
in the world’s Communist Parties following World Wer 11, the dan-

gers of revisionism were not clearly recognized and insufficient atten-

tion was paid to Stalin’s polemics against Titoite revisionism and to
documents such as Liu’s “Internationalism and Nationalism.” This
left the international Communist movement unprepared for the
revisionist takeover of the CPSU by the Russian national bourgeoisie
and the establishment of what is today the most dangerous enemy
of the peoples of the world, the US-Soviet Alliance.

Soviet Revisionism: 20th Congress CPSU:

By 1956 the Russian national bourgeoisie had gained a strong
foothold in the Soviet Party and government, having taken advan-
tage of the confusion within the international movement and the
Soviet Party following the tremendous victory over fascism in
World War 1l Under Stalin’s leadership before his death in 1953,
the Communist Parties recognized US imperialism as the main
enemy of the world’s peoples and the need to fight revisionism.
Stalin led the fight against Tito’s collaboration with US imperial-
ism. But it was never made entirely clear that the new main con-
tradiction was between imperialism and the oppressed nations.
The Russian national bourgeoisie struggled to gain the upper hand
with the line that the main contradiction was between the social-
ist countries and the US and that the main task was therefore to
establish peaceful co-existence and build up the socialist countries.

By 1956 the national bour%eoisie had gained enough strength
to seize control of the Soviet Party and government at the 20th
Congress CPSU. They immediately set about consolidating their
POWVEr.

~ To put their line over on the world’s peoples and the interna-
tional Communist movement, Khrushchev and his gang had to
destroy the memory of Stalin, his internationalist leadership and
his work on the national question.

In 1956 at the 20th Congress CPSU, Khrushcheyv slandered
Stalin. In so doing, he attacked Marx, Engels, Lenin, Marxism-
Leninism, the Bolshevik Party, the dictatorship of the Froletarlat
in the Soviet Union, the heroic Soviet people, the world’s peoples,
and their successful struggles against world capitalism. In slander-
ing Stalin, the great Marxist-Leninist theoretician on the national

uestion, Khrushchev n\(la\%ated the national liberation struggl_es_of
the oppressed peoples (which had become the main contradiction)
and thus negated proletarian internationalism. He denied the res-
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ponsibility of the Marxist-Leninists of the world to support in
every way the struggles of the oppressed nations against US imper-
ialism. He denied the necessity of proletarian leadership of united
front (national liberation front) movements in the oppressed na-
tions —the only leadership capable of achieving a thorough nation-
al democratic revolution, that leads to socialism. In slandering
Stalin, Khrushchev negated the significance of individual socialist
countries as revolutionary base areas for the world revolution.

In its {)I_ace, Khrushchev proposed sacrifice of the oppressed peoples
—that is, bourgeois nationalism in the name of socialism —and
national construction (capitalist restoration).*

_ On the basis of his slander of Stalin, Khrushchev put forth his
line of “peaceful co-existence” with imperialism and welcomed the
notorious collaborator, Tito, back into the ranks of the inter-
national movement.

What is the essence of the Khrushchev line put forward at the
20th Congress CPSU?

_Khrushchev’s line was in essence a deal which he, as the represen-
tative of the privileged intelligensia, the government bureaucrats —
the Russian national bourgeoisie —was making with US imperialism
at the expense of the Sowe}t(ﬁeople and the oppressed peoples of
the world. For their part, Khrushchev and his ilk would abandon
the struggle against world capitalism headed by US imperialism.
They would lead the Soviet Party down the revisionist path and
they would use the great influence of the CPSU(B) plus military
and economic pressures to mislead the world Marxist-Leninist
movement into capitulation to US imperialism.

For its part of the deal, US imperialism would allow the Russian
national bourgeoisie and its Khrushchevite representatives to carry
out peaceful national construction (capitalist restoration). In other
words, US imperialism would allow Khrushchev and the Russian
capltahsts to expand and develop exploitation of the Soviet workers
with temporary immunity from US imperialist efforts to capture
the Soviet market.

'_I'odaK the Soviet Union is not merely a partner in the crimes
against the oppressed peoples by US imperialism; it is becoming a

* Recently self-critical documents by Indonesian comrades have correctly
pointed to the 20th Congress CPSU as the turning point in the Communist
Party of Indonesia (PKI) toward an opportunist line of peaceful transition
in Indonesia. The effect of this line was the liquidation of an independent
political role for the PKI and total reliance on Sukarno, the representative
of the national bourgeoisie, to carry through the democratic revolution.
This revisionist line led to the terrible defeat for the Indonesian people and
Marxism-Leninism which culminated in the slaughter of hundreds of thou-
sands of Indonesian people.
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rival imperialist country. An important reason for the Soviet revi-
sionists’ sham support to the Arab people is their desire to gain a
foothold in the area for exploitation of the Arab people and of
their oil and other resources.

Khrushchev’s slanders of Stalin at the 20th Congress CPSU were
the signal to US imperialism that the Russian national bourgeoisie
had accepted its terms. The spirit of Camp David, the Eisenhower-
Khrushchev, the Kennedy-Khrushchev and the Johnson-Kosygin
meetings have brought the US-Soviet Alliance more and more into
joint action in Vietnam, Cuba, the Middle East, Indonesia, Latin
Arperlca and, through the revisionist CPUSA, in the Afro-American
nation.

Thus today, the US-Soviet Alliance is the most dangerous enemy
of the world’s peoples.

The 81 Party Statement:

In order to fulfill their part of the deal with US imperialism, the
Soviet revisionists set about to mislead the international Marxist-
Leninist movement into betraying the oppressed nations.

After receiving support for the 20th Congress CPSU slanders of
J.V. Stalin from several Communist Parties, including the CPC at its
8th _Congfress, the CPSU called for a meeting of the 12 Communist
Parties of the socialist countries in 1957. The Declaration issued at
this meetln?(ﬁndorsed the 20th Congress CPSU and again set forth
the line of Khrushchev revisionism.

The 12 Party Declaration of 1957 was an endorsement by all the
socialist countries, by the Communist Parties in power, of the US-
Soviet Alliance for world domination. Because of the leading role
R}Iayepl by the Parties of Socialist countries in the international

arxist-Leninist movement, the 12 Party Declaration paved the
way for the endorsement _of_ the US-Soviet Alliance by the entire
international Marxist-Leninist movement.

The Statement issued by the 81 Communist Parties in 1960 was
the ratification by all the Communist Parties of the world of the
deal reached between Soviet revisionism and US imperialism.

The 81 Party Statement identifies the main contradiction in
today’s world as the contradiction between the socialist camp and
the capitalist camp. In the capitalist countries, it identifies the
main contradiction as that between the proletariat and the bour-
geoisie. The 81 Party Statement holds that in the socialist coun-
tries there are no longer any contradictions —that the danger of
capitalist restoration there Is non-existent. In essence, this political
line denies that there is a common enemy, a need for a common
line of struggle; it denies proletarian internationalism.
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In this period the contradiction between imperialism and the
oppressed nations is the weakest link in the imperialist chain of
exploitation and oppression. By negating the primary importance
of this contradiction and leading the international Marxist-Leninist
movement away from support for the op'oressed peoples, the Sovi-
et revisionists betray the proletariat of all nations and the vast
majority of the peoples of the world.

The main task for all revolutionaries in this period is to support
the strqgf]le of the oppressed nations against imperialism. The task
for socialist countries is to serve as revolutionary base areas offering
ideological, organizational, economic and military support to the
oppressed peoples. The 81 Party Statement, the line of Soviet revi-
sionism, denies this most important task by claiming that the main
contradiction is between socialism and capitalism and that therefore
the main task of all revolutionary forces is to support the construc-
tion of the socialist countries.

According to the 81 Party Statement, US imperialism is not the
main threat to the world’s peoples; rather the main danger is “war.”
Wars of national liberation are thus to be prevented lest they inter-
fere with the national construction of the socialist countries. The
81 Party Statement calls for “peaceful co-existence” with US imper-
ialism —in reality —capitulation to US imperialist expansion and
exploitation.

The essence of the 81 Party Statement is to take the heat off of
the main enemy of the world’s peoples, US imperialism and its
chief ally, Soviet revisionism; to isolate the Marxist-Leninist move-
ments in socialist countries and in imperialist countries from their
main source of strength in this period, the national liberation strug-
gles of the oppressed peoples, and to isolate the oppressed nations
In their heroic liberation struggles from the leadership of an inter-
national Marxist-Leninist movement and especially from the leader-
ship potential of People’s China.

Chairman Mao has said that:

"Ever since the monster of imperialism came into being, the affairs of
the world have become so closely interwoven that it is impossible to
separate them. We Chinese have the spirit to fight the enemy to the
last drop of our blood. . . .But this does not mean that we can dispense
with international support; no, today international support is necessary
for the revolutionary struggle of any nation or country." ["On Tactics
Against Japanese Imperialism," 1935]

In the epoch of imperialism, the revolutionary struggle of any
nation requires international support.

To follow the line of the 81 Party Statement is to prevent effec-
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tive international unit¥. This revisionist line leads only to defeats
for the revolutionary forces of the world. The 81 Party Statement
means isolation and serious setbacks for oppressed nations, defeats

for the Proleta,riat of the capitalist countries, and capitalist restora-
tion in the socialist countries.

Task of the proletariat of the imperialist countries:

_ The task of the proletariat of the capitalist and imperialist coun-
tries is, according to the 81 Party Statement, to wage a peaceful
“struggle” against the “handful” of monopolists for an extension
of imperialist “democracy.” According to the Statement, the job
of the proletariat of the imperialist countries is not to mobilize
support for the 0ﬁpressed nations super-exploited by imperialism,
but to convince the great majority of the people of the capitalist °
countries, many of whom are living off the crumbs from the imper-
ialist table, that they would enjoy greater luxury under socialism.

"All sections of the population, with the exception of a handful of
exploiters, stand to gain from the victory of the new social system,
and this must be brought home to millions of people in the capitalist
countries." [81 Party Statement]

Evidently, even the imperialists would soon be persuaded of the
superiority of socialism, for the 81 Party Statement pictures them
Peaceful!y giving up their profits and ceasing to be imperialists when
he “majority” of the capitalist countries demands this:

"Today in a number of capitalist countries, the working class, headed
by its vanguard, has the opportunity, given a united working class, and
popular front or other workable forms of agreement and political co-
operation between the different parties and public organizations to
unite a majority of the people, win state power without civil war and
ensure the transfer of the basic means of production to the hands of
the people."

This program for the proletariat of the capitalist countries is
support for the labor aristocracy within the working class move-
ments of the imperialist countries, a class which is at the present
thoroughly bought off by imperialism. Today the labor aristocracy
in the 1imperialist countries works to keep things “quiet on the
home front™ so that imperialism can continue to expand its super-
exploitation of the oppressed nations. The line of the 81 Party
Statement on the proletariat in the imperialist countries is designed
to rally the proletariat of those countries behind imperialism and
against the oppressed peoples; it is designed to provide cannon
fodder for the imperialist armies of occupation.
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Task of the proletariat of the oppressed nations:

_The fate of imperialism is sealed —the oppressed nations will
win their struggle for national liberation. But under the influence
of modern revisionism, individual oppressed nations will continue
to suffer terrible defeats as have already been experienced in Indo-
nesia and the Arab nation.

_The line of the 81 Party Statement is one of handing over leader-
ship of the national liberation struggles to the national bourgeoisie
of these countries. And, according to the 81 Party Statement, the
main method of achieving liberation is through “negotiation” with
US imperialism.

"The working class, which has played an outstanding role in the fight
for national liberation, demands the complete and consistent accom-
plishment of the tasks of the national, anti-imperialist democratic revo-
lution, and resists reactionary attempts to check social progress.

"The solution of the peasant problem, which directly affects the
interests of the vast majority of the population, is of the utmost im-
portance to these countries. Without radical agrarian reforms, it is
impossible to solve the food problem and sweep away the remnants
of medievalism which fetter the development of the productive forces
in agriculture and industry. The creation and extension on a demo-
cratic basis of the state sector independent from foreign monopolies
and gradually becoming a determining factor in the country's economy
is of great importance in these countries." [81 Party Statement]

According to the 81 Party Statement, after “liberation” is
achieved, the task of the proletariat of the oppressed nations is to
concentrate all its efforts on expanding the national bourgeoisie’s
sector of the economy, to urge agrarian reform and to protect the
“democratic” aspects of the national bou_rﬂe_ols regime. If the
national bourgeoisie runs into conflict with imperialism, it is to
call on the Russian national bourgeoisie to work out a “peace.”

_ The 81 Party Statement makes it very clear that the national
liberation movements should not be led by the Party of the prole-
tariat and that the Marxist-Leninists of the oppressed nations can
expect no support from the international Marxist-Leninist move-
ment headed by the CPSU.

Task of the proletariat of the socialist countries:

The task of the socialist countries as put forth in the 81 Party
Statement is to hand over power to the national bourgeoisie of =
these countries, betray the oppressed peoples and establish an alli-
ance with US imperialism.
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According to the 81 Party Statement there are no longer any
class contradictions in the socialist countries and therefore the main
task of the proletariat of the socialist countries is to concentrate all
its efforts on national construction to outdo the imperialist world;

. .the Communist and Workers' Parties of the socialist countries con-
sider it their internationalist duty. . .to carry out. . .the historic task of
surpassing the world capitalist system in overall industrial and agricul-
tural production and then outstrip the economically most developed
capitalist countries in per capita output and in the standard of living."
[81 Party Statement]

As a smokescreen for capitalist restoration and as a bribe to the
Soviet people, Khrushchev promised that the Soviet Union would
achieve “communism in twenty years.”

~ Carrying out this policy inevitably means a take-over by the na-
tional bourgeoisie and capitalist restoration for the socialist coun-
tries. It is precisely because they have abandoned the Lenin-Stalin
line of proletarian internationalism that sevensocialist countries
have gone back to capitalism.

No socialist country can consolidate the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and build a socialist economy if it betrays those in the van-
guard of the struggle against the main enemy of mankind. It is pre-
cisely because they have applied the line of the 81 Party Statement
which claims that they can carry out their internationalist responsi-
bilities by abandoning the struggles of the oppressed peoples against
imperialism that these countries have rapidly gone back down the
capitalist path.

* * *

The 81 Party Statement is a call for unity of the international
Communist movement in support of the restoration of capitalism
in the Soviet Union and the establishment of the US-Soviet Alliance
for world domination. It is an attack on proletarian international-
ism, an effort to separate the struggles of the proletariat of the soc-
ialist and capitalist countries from the struggles of the oppressed
peoples. Because the most important contradiction of today’s
world is negated, the program that follows can only be one of de-
feat for the proletariat of all nations. The line of the 81 Party State-
ment, the line of Soviet revisionism in collusion with US imperialism,
is one of defeat for the international proletariat and oppressed peo-
ples and victories for imperialism.

In 1960, all 81 Communist Parties of the world capitulated to
the bribery and coercion of the Soviet revisionists. The 81 Party
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Statement still stands as the written program of the international
Marxist-Leninist movement.

THE CPC'S ROLE

As the oppressed peoples moved to the forefront of the struggle
against imperialism following World War 11, the CPC was replacing
the CPSU as the leading Party in the international Marxist-Leninist
movement. This meant that the line and actions of the CPC had an
increasingly great influence upon the anti-imperialist peoples of the
world, especially the oppressed peoples.

The CPC’s approach to the US-Soviet Alliance, the greatest danger
facing the world’s Peoples today, has not been a consistent one; it
has reflected the class stru%gl_!e L90|ngion within China. The CPC en-
dorsed the 20th Congress CPSU of 1956, the 12 Party Declaration of
1957 and the 81 Party Statement of 1960: then in the early 1960%
the CPC led a stru %Ie a%alnst modern revisionism, a struggle severely
limited by the fact that the CPC did not self-critically repudiate the
line of the 81 Party Statement. In these events can be found the
roots of the present “Cultural Revolution” which represents the
dr(l)mlnance of the line of the Chinese national bourgeoisie within
the CPC.

The success of the Chinese revolution in 1949 was a great victory
for the peoples of the world. It wes a great step toward total victory
over imperialism.. The weaknesses in the line of the CPC toward the
national bourgeoisie did not become important until the changes in
the international situation following World War 11 projected the CPC
into the position of the leading Party and China into the position of
the main revolutionary base area for the world’s peoples in their
battles against imperialism.

Because of the weaknesses of the CPC’s line toward the national
bourgeoisie following the revolution, (1) the national bourgeoisie
occupied a powerful position within the Chinese state and exerted a
significant influence upon the CPC and ﬁ)) the CPC was not prepar-

for bitter struggle against the national bourgeoisie and its line.
As the CPC replaced the CPSU as the leading Party, the national
bourgeoisie of China fought against the recognition of this fact by
the CPC.

_ The Chinese national bourgeoisie fought to further consolidate
its influence in the Chinese economy, State and Party, and struggled
for concentration on national construction at the expense of the
oppressed peoples. The Chinese national bourgeoisie played down
the struggle led by the Cominform and J.V. Stalin against Titoite
revisionism and tried to bury Liu Shao-chi’s great contribution to
this struggle, “Internationalism and Nationalism” (1948). The result
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waes that the CPC did not sufficiently carry on the struggle against
Yu?_oslav revisionism, pathfinder for modern revisionism, after
Stalin’s death in 1953.

The Chinese national bourgeoisie welcomed Khrushchev’s 20th
Congress slanders of Stalin, the Marxist-Leninist leader who had

made the greatest contributions to Marxism-Leninism on the nation-

al question and who led in the consolidation of the dictatorship of
the proletariat in the Soviet Union. The capitulation of the to
the Russian national bourgeoisie on the question of Stalin greatly
strengthened the influence of the Chinese national bourgeoisie and
its line on the CPC. In 1956 the CPC endorsed reconciliation with
the Yugoslav national bourgeoisie and its revisionist line:

"The attitude taken by Comrade Tito and other leading comrades of the
Yugoslav League of Communists towards Stalin's mistakes and other re-
lated questions... cannot be regarded by us as well-balanced and objective.
It is understandable that the Yugoslav comrades bear a particular resent-
ment against Stalin's mistakes. In the past, they made worthy efforts to
stick to socialism under difficult conditions. Their experiments in the
democratic management of economic enterprises and other socialist
organizations have also attracted attention. The Chinese people welcome
the reconciliation between the Soviet Union and other socialist countries
on the one hand, and Yugoslavia on the other, as well as the establishment
and development of friendly relations between China and Yugoslavia.
Like the Yugoslav people, the Chinese people hope that Yugoslavia will
become ever more prosperous and powerful on the way to socialism."
["The Historical Experience of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat,”
Peking, 1956]

_ After receiving significant international support for de-Staliniza-
tion, particularly from the CPC, the CPSU called for a meeting of
the 12 Parties of socialist countries. At this meeting, the CPC had
to either self-critically repudiate its endorsement of the 20 Congress
CPSU and recognize 1ts leading responsibility to the international
proletariat or further capitulate to Soviet revisionism.

The CPC put uF some struggle against Soviet revisionism but be-
cause of its capitulation to de-Stalinization and reconciliation with
Titoite revisionism, the CPC was unprepared to take a principled

Marxist-Leninist position in opposition to the line of Soviet revision-

ism. As the leading Party, the has a special responsibility for
the capitulation of the socialist camp to Soviet Revisionism in 1957.

The Russian national bourgeoisie then called for a meeting of
the entire Marxist-Leninist movement —81 Parties —for 1960. At
this meeting the CPC also put up some struggle against the line of
Soviet revisionism, and the CPSU made some compromises on cer-
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tain formulations. Sentences were included in the 81 Party State-
ment which identified US imperialism as the main enemy and na-
tional liberation as a significant contradiction facing imperialism,
but these only served as a smokescreen for the line of Soviet revi-
sionism —the line of betrayal of the oppressed peoples and capitu-
lation to US imperialism. Again, the CPC as the objectively leadin
Party in the international Marxist-Leninist movement holds special
responsibility for the capitulation of the international Marxist-
Leninist movement in 1960 to the line of Soviet revisionism.

_Throughout this period an intense strugfqle wes taking place
within the CPC —a struggle between those torces representing the
Chinese proletariat which wanted the CPC to acknowledge its lead-
ing responsibility to the international Marxist-Leninist movement
and lead the oppressed peoples to decisive VI_C'[OI’)(1 over imperialism
on the one hand; and those forces representing the Chinese national
bourgeoisie which wanted the CPC to abandon the oppressed peoples
and the international proletariat and leave the way open for capital-
ist restoration at home on the other. Every capitulation by the CPC
to Soviet revisionism strengthened the hand of the Chinesé national
bourgeoisie within the and Chinese state. The CPC’s endorse-
ment of the 81 Party Statement was the Chinese national bourgeoi-
sie’s greatest weapon against the proletarian forces in the CPC.

As events made the vicious, pro-imperialist nature of Soviet
revisionism more clear to those in the CPC who identified with the
oppressed peoples and the international proletariat, struggle against
the line of the 81 Party Statement increased within the CPC. From
1960-1965, the CPC made serious efforts to break with Soviet revi-
sionism:

The CPC initiated the “Sino-Soviet Split” in 1961 (though diplo-
matic and cultural relations are still maintained). The CPC denounc-
ed the US-Soviet Alliance for world domination and began to forge
aline of struggle against imperialism in this epoch —a line of sup-
port for the oppressed peoples based on proletarian internationalism.

The CPC exposed the Soviet line of “peaceful co-existence” &s a
policy which “caters to imperialism and abets the imperialist policies
of aggression and war. . .seeks to replace the proletarian revolution
with pacifism and thus renounces proletarian internationalism.”
“Peaceful Co-existence: Two Diametrically Opposed Policies,”
eking, 1963]

On the beasis of struggle against Soviet revisionism, the CPC began
to recognize that the main contradiction is now between imperialism
and the oppressed nations and that the oppressed nations must have
proletarian leadership:
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"The various types of contradiction in the contemporary world are con-
centrated in the vast areas of Asia, Africa and Latin America; These are
the most vulnerable areas under imperialist rule and the storm centers of
world revolution dealing direct blows at imperialism. In a sense, there-
fore, the whole cause of the international proletariat hinges on the out-
come of the revolutionary struggles of the people of these areas."
[Letter of the Central Committee, CPC, 1963]

In 1964, the CPC asked the CPSU:

"You brazenly cover up the bloody realities of the cruel suppression of
the national liberation and popular revolutionary movements by imperi-
alism and reaction and spread the illusion that the oppressed nations and
peoples can achieve victory by peaceful means. Isn't it obvious that you
are trying to lull the vigilance of the people, pacify the angry masses with
empty promises about the bright future and oppose their revolution, thus
in fact acting as accomplices of imperialism and the reactionaries of all

countries?" ["The Proletarian Revolution and Khrushchev's Revisionism,"
Peking, 1964]

In the same document, the CPC began to recognize the need for an
ideological break with the line of the 81 Party Statement:

"We hold that in the interest of the revolutionary cause and of the inter-
national proletariat and in order to prevent the revisionists from misusing
these programmatic documents of the fraternal Parties, it is necessary to
amend the formulation of the question [of peaceful fransition from capi-
talism to socialism —YFS] in the Declaration and Statement through
joint consultation of Communist and Workers' Parties so as to conform
to the revolutionary principle of Marxism-Leninism."

Unfortunately, the CPC did not self-critically repudiate the line
of the 81 Party Statement so it could not thoroughly break from or
expose the line of modern revisionism —the line_of the Chinese
na |otnal bourgeoisie and of the national bourgeoisie of all socialist
countries.
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The Chinese “Cultural Revolution”

WHY THE TEMPORARY TRIUMPH OF CHINESE REVISIONISM?

_ After the victory of the Chinese Revolution in 1949, proletarian
dictatorship was not exercised over the national bourgeoisie and
serious steps were not taken to pave the way for the elimination of
the national bourgeoisie as a class. Lenin’s warnln%nthat the struggle
of the national bourgeoisie increases tenfold after the success of the
revolution was not heeded.

_ The fact that the CPC from 1956 on led the international Marx-
ist-Leninist movement in its capitulation to the Soviet revisionist

line of collaboration with US imperialism was |_nteﬁ§allzh<_:onnected
with the CPC’s internal policy of co-existing with the Chinese nation-
a bour%e0|5|e. Each capitulation to Soviet revisionism by the CPC
strengthened the role of the Chinese national bourgeoisie within the
Chinese Party and State.

~ Between 1960-1965, efforts were made by proletarian elements
in the CPCto break with Soviet revisionism ideologically. But the
economic, i.e. the class, basis of the line of Soviet revisionism wes
not thoroughly exposed: De-Stalinization and the deal of the Rus-
sian national bouggglsm with US imperialism were not thoroughly
exposed. Anew Congress was never called and today the 8th
Congress of the CPC, held in 1957, which uncritically supported
Khrushchev’s 20th Congress CPSU ling, is still the ideological and
organizational program for the CPC.

“The Proletarian Revolution and Khrushchev’s Revisionism”
[1964] and “AProposal Concernln%the General Line of the Inter-
national Communist Movement” [1963] made great strides toward
self-criticism on the 81 Party Statement. In August 1965, Lin Piao’s
“On People’s War” was published, which stressed the international
ties of the oppressed peoples in the struggle alqalr_lst US imperialism.
These documents were a step toward re-establishing a proletarian
internationalist outlook within the CPC. On the hasis of the prole-
tarian internationalist line, the CPC would have established a solid
foundation for its own self-criticism and would have been able to
smash ideologically the bourgeois nationalist essence of Soviet re-
visionism.

However, the massacre of over half a million Indonesian people,
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the destruction of the PKI and the establishment of a military fascist
regime in Indonesia, the means by which US and Russian imperialism
have conquered this vast area for the exploitation of the 105 million
Indonesian people and their land, was a momentous setback for the
world anti-imperialist struggle.

As the Central Committee of the PKI has self-critically pointed
out in recent documents, the PKI had taken ideological leadership
from the 20th Congress CPSU in developing into a “tail” of the _
Indonesian bourgeaisie in Nasacom, in relying on Sukarno to bring
Indonesia to soctalism through “peaceful transition.” The CPC,
which has never broken with the 20th Congress CPSU ideologically,
waes incapable of leading the PKI in effective struggle against the
Khrushchev revisionist line.

The setback in Indonesia aroused two main classes in China to action

(1) The proletarian forces demanded that the CPC recognize its inter
national responsibilities. A letter to Chairman Mao by students of
Peking No. 1 Girls’ Middle School [“Peking Review” No. 26, 1966]
on smashing the examination s:\rﬁtem is an important example of this
stru‘ggle for internationalism. This document ties together the strug-
gle for proletarian internationalism with the struggle for a proletarian
policy on education and in solving Chinese cultural and domestic
problems generally.

The Marxist-Leninists in the CPC recognized that the defeat for
Indonesia was a great defeat for the Chinese people and for the cause
of world socialism. They recognized that the interest of the Chinese
masses lies in resolutely supporting all struggle against US imperial-
ism and that the anti-imperialist peoples share a common future.
Chinese Marxist-Leninists recognize that only as long as proletarian
internationalism dominates the CPC and Chinese government policy
will proletarian dictatorship be consolidated. They realize that when
a socialist country turns its back on the oppressed peoples and the
struggle for world socialism it is only a matter of time before capital-
ist restoration occurs and the masses are returned to their former
misery.

(2) The Chinese national bourgeoisie has no concern for the inter-
ests of the Chinese masses. The Chinese national bourgeoisie lives
only in the hopes of seizing power from the CPC; only in the hopes
of conquering the Chinese people and their land in order to exploit
them for their own private profit.

The Chinese national bourgeoisie, heartened by the massive de-
feat for the Feoples forces, demanded that the turn its back on
international problems, abandon its leading responsibility in initiat-
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ing criticism and self-criticism in relation to the PKI, and focus all
its energies on national construction.

NATIONAL BOURGEOIS INITIATIVE IN
THE “CULTURAL REVOLUTION”

In the struggle that developed within China around the so-called
“Cultural Revolution,” the representatives of the Chinese national
bourgeoisie had several initial advantagges over the Chinese proletariat.
In addition to the existence of old habits and customs among the
people (which will continue to exist to some extent for several gen-
erations after world capitalism is completely defeated), the Chinese
national bourgeoisie had substantial independent power because of
the co-existence policy taken toward them by the CPC. The short-
run ﬁo_vver_ of US !mﬁ)erlallsm and Soviet reviSionism based especially
on their triumph in Indonesia, together with these other factors,
made the national bourgeois class an extremely powerful and even
an organized base for an effort to seize power from the CPC.

_In addition, the fact that the 81 Party Statement of 1960 wes
still considered the international program for Marxist-Leninist Parties
meant that the line of the national bourgeoisie would meet no effec-
tive resistance at least |_n|t|algf. The aim of the Chinese national
bourgeoisie is to establish a deal with US imperialism whereby they
will be guaranteed the opportunity to “loromote production” and
“quickly establish leadership” in agriculture and industry, be able
to seize power from the with the “Revolutionary Three-in-One
Combination” to exploit the 700,000,000 Chinese people for their
own profit!! This aim is identical with the international program of
the 81 Party Statement.

THE 81 PARTY STATEMENT

The 81 Party Statement of 1960 which remains the international
“Marxist-Leninist” program (for the CPC as well as for the CPSU)
presents the basic framework for the line of the national bourgeoisie
In socialist countries, the line of modern revisionism.

~ The 81 Party Statement evaluation of the international situation
is that the main contradiction facing world capitalism is the Soviet
Union and the other socialist countries. In this situation, the main
form of “struggle” is *“peaceful co-existence.” The main task of the
international proletariat is to support the national construction of
the socialist countries, particularly of the Soviet Union. Lip service
wes paid to the struggles of the oppressed peoples for national
liberation in order to compromise the genuine Marxist-Leninists led
by Albanian and Chinese comrades, who called for support to these
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important struggles and in order to compromise the proletarians of
the oppressed nations.

Denying the need for a Marxist-Leninist leading program and
relying on spontaneity (which means relying on the national bour-
geoisie for leadership of the oppressed nations) is the guiding princi-
Ble for proletarians of the oppressed nations set forth in the 81

arty Statement. In order to facilitate the national construction of
the Socialist countries, “peaceful co-existence” is essential, and na-
tional liberation movements dominated by the national bourgeoisie
do not disrupt the status quo “peace.”

_According to the 81 Party Statement, contradictions no longer
exist within socialist countries. The “culture of the whole people,”
the “Party of the whole people” and the “state of the whole people”
can be substituted for proletarian culture, the Party of the proletar-
iat and the dictatorship of the proletariat, and for the unifying
Marxist-Leninist outlook —proletarian internationalism.

The 81 Party Statement of 1960 is the ideological program for
the international Communist movement patterned on and in support
of the modern revisionist domestic and foreign policy of the Russian
national bourgeoisie and their spokesman, Khrushchev. It is the line
of the deal consummated at the 20th Congress CPSU between US
imperialism and the Russian national bourgeoisie.

The Revisionist “Cultural Revolution” line is the line of the
Chinese national bourgeoisie:

Because China is the red base area of world revolution, US im-
perialism urgently seeks to make a deal with the national bourgeoisie
of China. At present, the Chinese national bourgeoisie is, through
the “Cultural Revolution,” achieving and consolidating power in the
Chinese Party and state. If this is accomplished, a deal between US
imperialism and the Chinese national bourgeoisie will be established
and US imperialism will be able for a long time to come to continue
its high living at the expense of the oppressed peoples.

_To pave the way for this deal, the Chinese national bourgeoisie
will mislead the oppressed peoples and all the anti-imperialist peoples
b¥ carrying out the essence of Soviet revisionist policies for betrayal
0

national liberation strugigles and for appeasement of the US imper-

ialist beast. In order to achieve the economic domination of their
class, to carry out wide-spread exploitation of the Chinese workin
class and poor peasantry, the Chinese national bourgeoisie will lul
their own peoFIe into & false sense of security concerning the danger
of US imperialism and concerning the importance of their interna-
tlonall solidarity with the oppressed peoples and all anti-imperialist
peoples.
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TACTICS AND STRATEGY OF THE “CULTURAL REVOLUTION”

A Attack on Proletarian Internationalism:

On August 12, 1966 the foreign policy statement of the “Cultural
Revolution” was delivered: in this statement the “Cultural Revolu-
tion” leaders made it clear that China could and would build national
“communism” regardless of what happened to the rest of the world.
The *“Cultural Revolution” leaders added that they would give aid
that they deemed appropriate to struggling peoples but that this aid
would be disinterested and unilateral.

The “Cultural Revolution’s” August 12 Statement denies the
common cause of all peoples strug%_ Ing against imperialism and for
socialism, the necesag/ for international solidarity which was so
stressed by Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin. Bourgeois nationalism
vvals: adopted as the main content of Chinese foreign and domestic
policy.

The Chinese national bourgeoisie’s analysis of the relationship of
forces in this period is the theoretical basis of the “Cultural Revolu-
tion” line. According to the “Cultural Revolution” as well as Khrush-
chev, the main contradiction facing world capitalism in this period is
between the socialist camp and the capitalist camp. The difference
here is that the “Cultural Revolution substitutes China as the leader
of the socialist countries in place of the Soviet Union.

B. “Cultural Revolution” Betrayal of the Dictatorship of the Prole-
tariat in China:

The Chinese national bour?e0|3|e’s dom_estlccggllcy is designed
to facilitate the destruction of the proletarian and the establish-
ment of the national bourgeoisie as the ruling class of China. If this
is accomplished, the Chinese people will experience the capitalist
exploitation that the Soviet people now experience. If this is accom-
plished, the Chinese national bourgeoisie will establish an alliance
with US imperialism, concretizing its betrayal of the oppressed
peoples.

The “Cultural Revolution” domestic policy is based on the con-
cept that the main contradiction in the world'is between the socialist
camp and the capitalist camp and that the main task of the Chinese
People is therefore to “promote production” —any kind of Produc-

jon! This “classless” formulation is designed to sCreen the fact that
the “Cultural Revolution” is not talking about socialist production
eared to the needs of the Vietnamese and other national liberation
fighters but about capitalist restoration based on capitulation to US
imperialism and betrayal of the oppressed peoples.
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" '"The Chinese people have lofty aspirations and ability. They will cer-
tainly catch up with and surpass the advanced world levels in the not too
distant future." [Apparently from Mao] There is no doubt that we will
leave all imperialist and revisionist countries far behind!" [editorial de-
partment of Wenhui Bao, Jiefang Ribao and Life of the Party Branch,
"Peking Review" No. 37, 1967, p. 14]

On to Communism at the expense of the oppressed peoples! —
such was the domestic policy of the Soviet Union as put forth in
the 81 Par|tqy Statement and such is the domestic policy of the
“Cultural Revolution.”

Once it is established by the “Cultural Revolution” that the main
task of the Chinese people is to “promote production” of any kind,
then class analysis of society is no longer necessary to distinguish
friends and enemies:

"The 23-article document and the 16-point document drawn up under
the personal guidance of Chairman Mao both clearly pointed out that
the great majority of cadres are good or comparatively good; unity
with more than 95 percent of the cadres should be gradually achieved;
the policy of 'learning from past mistakes to avoid future ones, curing
the sickness to save the patient' should be adopted towards cadres who
have committed mistakes; and the main target of attack is the handful
of Party people in authority taking the capitalist road." ["Hold High
the Proletarian Revolutionary Banner of Criticism and Repudiation”
by Renmin Ribao, "Peking Review" No. 16, 1967, p. 5]

"To rely on the Left is even more at one with arousing the masses on

an extensive scale. Only by being good at discovering the Left, develop-
ing and expanding its ranks and firmly relying on the revolutionary

Left can the most reactionary Rightists be thoroughly isolated, the
middle elements won over and the majority united during the move-
ment and the unity of more than 95 percent of the cadres and more
than 95 percent of the masses be finally achieved by the end of the
movement." [Hongqi, "Peking Review" No. 34, 1966, p. 20]

The “classless” terms such as “good,” “comparatively good,”
“Left” and the like are a smokescreen behind which the national
bourgeois class is consolidating its power.

The “Cultural Revolution” is following the Khrushchev and 81
Party Statement line that class contradictions have ceased to exist
in socialist countries. One aspect of this line is that not imperialism,
not the remnants of hostile classes within China, but the “classless”
“handful of capitalist roaders” is the main enemy. Another import-
ant aspect of the Khrushchev, 81 Party Statement and “Cultural
Revolution” line on socialist countries is the “classless” formulation
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of the “Three-in-One Combination” to replace the Party and seize
control of the State in China.

1 Handful: On August 8, 1966 the “Cultural Revolutions”
16-Point Program was issued. This program did not even mention
the existence of imperialism. The main enemy of the Chinese
Peo le is supposed to be a “handful’” of capitalist roaders. To say
hat a “handful” of ﬁeople constitute the main enemy is to den
that the peoples of the world have a common enemy, to deny that
they have a common struggle and to deny the international obliga-
tions of People’s China to the oppressed peoples.

Furthermore, if a “handful” is the main enemy, then there is no
need for the dictatorship of the proletariat and no need for the Party
of the proletariat.

2. “Three-in-One Combination:” The “Cultural Revolution’s”
“Revolutionary Three-in-One Combination™ is the main organ of
the national bourgeoisie’s plan for dissolution of the proletarian
Party and of the dictatorship of the proletariat in China. The
“Three-in-One provisional organ of power” is made up of “leaders
of revolutionary mass organizations that trul){) represent the broad
masses, the representatives of the People’s Liberation Army units
stationed in the area and revolutionary leading cadres.”

_ The “Cultural Revolution” maintains that proletarian leadership
is no longer necessary for the “dictatorship of the proletariat” —
the masses can lead themselves:

"It is necessary to boldly arouse the masses and to let the masses them-

selves rise up in revolution, educate themselves, run their own affairs and
liberate themselves." [Renmin Ribao editorial, "Peking Review" No. 35,
1966, p. 14]

Thus the necessity of a proletarian Party, the mainstay of the dic-
tat_orsh|F of the proletariat, is denied by the “Cultural Revolution.”
It is replaced by the “Three-in-One Combination” which has destroy-
ed the CPC apparatus throughout China. Thus the “Cultural Revolu-
tlorll”tha_s ?ffectlvely “seized power under the dictatorship of the
proletariat.”

The “Three-in-One Combination” is the rough equivalent of the
“Party of the whole pelgﬂle” and the “state of the whole people”
concepts put forth by Khrushchev as part of the “On to Commu-

nism’ (on to capitalism at the expense of the oppressed peoples
line at ghe Zofk?p Congress CPSU irﬁ) 1956. PP peoples)
* * *
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China’s role as leading Party and state in the world revolution at
the present time is based on itS objective position as a formerly op-
pressed nation, liberated in a new democratic revolution led by the
CPC in a large and populous nation. These objective factors make it
difficult for the Chinese national bourgeoisie to achieve and hold
power there.

For many months the “Peking Review” printed almost nothing
about events in other parts of the world. Only after the “Three-in-
One Combination” replaced the Party apparatus in most areas did
the “Cultural Revolution” even mention the international situation.
It does so now in order to carry out its much more important objec-
tive of capitulation to US imperialism and betrayal of the oppressed
nations.

C. “Cultural Revolution” Betrayal of the Oppressed Nations:

Whereas the actual relation of forces in the world demands that
the socialist camp provide all-out support for the struggle of the
oppressed peoples, the “Cultural Revolution” line actually demands
that the oppressed nations subordinate their struggles to the interests
of People’s China.

1. Favorable situation:

In the period since China has become the red base area of world

revolution, the Soviet Union and the countries of Eastern Europe
exc_e?t for Albania) have degenerated into capitalist countries. The
Soviet Union has become a Fifth Column in the international Marx-
ist-Leninist movement, aIIylrIg,; itself with US imperialism for world
domination. The “Cultural Revolution” itself was initiated in the
aftermath of the horrible massacre suffered in Indonesia. Since the
“Cultural Revolution” began, the Arab peoples have suffered a terri-
ble defeat in the Middle East. Yet the “Cultural Revolution” line is
that the present international situation is overwhelmingly favorable
for the revolutionary peoples.

"Working in collusion, the US imperialists and Soviet Revisionists have
recently instigated the Burmese, Indonesian, Indian and other reaction-
aries and whipped up afierce anti-China campaign.

"But this is merely atiny adverse current in the excellent revolution-
ary situation in the world today. . ." 1"It's a Good Thing for Us That
the Enemy Attacks China" by Renmin Ribao, "Peking Review" No. 35,
1967, p. 19]

"Even in places where anti-China activities are rampant, the reaction-
aries' bayonets and prisons cannot prevent wide sections of the people
from expressing their love for the great leader Chairman Mao and their

88

admiration for China by various means." ["We Have Friends All Over

the World" by Renmin Ribao Commentator, "Peking Review" No. 35,
1967, p. 19]

According to the “Cultural Revolution,” no matter what class is in
power, no matter how terrorized and exploited the oppressed peoples
are, as long as they express their love for Chairman Mao and their
“admiration for China,” the situation is excellent. No matter how
difficult the situation of the ogﬁressed peoples, as long as national

construction is carried out in China, the international situation is
excellent.

"In this excellent situation of an all-round increase in agricultural and
industrial production, a new boom in the market has emerged, and the
state of things in regard to state revenue and expenditure and foreign
trade is also fine. All these are great victories for Mao Tse-tung's
thought, great victories for the proletarian revolutionary line represent-
ed by Chairman Mao, and brilliant achievements in the implementation
of the Chinese Communist Party's general line of going all out, aiming
high and getting greater, quicker, better and more economical results in
building socialism." ['Great Achievements in China's Socialist Con-
struction" by Ti Kang, "Peking Review" No. 40, 1967, p. 15 —our
emphasis]

2. Master Mao's Thought:

"Mao Tse-tung's Thought is the banner of our era." —Lin Piao
['Peking Review" No. 46, 1967, p. 7]

"In particular, Mao Tse-tung's thought has solved the question of
continuing to make revolution and preventing the restoration of
capitalism under the dictatorship of the proletariat. It has ushered
in acompletely new era in the history of the development of
Marxism-Leninism —the era of Mao Tse-tung's Thought."
["Peking Review" No. 46, 1967, p. 20]

This means that great victories for “Maa’s Thought™ are those
which come from national construction. Lin Piao counsels us that
the banner of our era is Chinese national construction.

"We are convinced that all the oppressed peoples and oppressed
nations of the world will take their own paths in light of their own
countries' conditions and seize final victory as the Chinese people
did." [Lin Piao's speech, "Peking Review" No. 41, 1966]

Here Lin presents the old opportunist concept, excePtionaIism.
According to Lin, the proletarians and poor peasants of the oppress-
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ed nations have little dr nothing to learn from the monumental revo-
lutionary wars which Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin or Mao or other
liberation heroes participated in and wrote about.

The line of exceptionalism serves to isolate the national liberation
struggles from each other precisely in the period in which co-ordina-
tion 1S prerequisite to victory and precisely in that period when the
primary responsibility for initiating co-ordination of these struggles
rests with the Chinese Party.

According to the “Cultural Revolution,” the proletarians in the
oppressed nations should take Iead_ershlﬂ from the national bourgeoi-
sie. Indeed, the “Cultural Revolution” has never even mentione
the importance of a steeled, tested Marxist-Leninist Party to the suc-
cess of national liberation struggles. The “Three Banners” formulated
by Mao which include a people’s army and a united front both led by
the Marxist-Leninist Party has been completely negated.

"Once Mao Tse-tung's thought —Marxism-Leninism at its highest in the
present era —is grasped, the oppressed nations and peoples will, through
their own struggles, be able to win liberation." ["Peking Review" No. 46,
1967, p. 7]

Here Lin Piao tells the oppressed peoples that all that is necessary
for them to achieve liberation is to grasp “Mao’s Thought” which is
(according to Lin) mainly concerned with national construction.

What kind of struggle is the “Cultural Revolution” preparing the
oppressed peoples for?

3. Protracted Struggle:

~ The “Cultural Revolution” approach to national liberation war

is that these struggles should take ﬁ!ace over a long period of time.
The “Cultural Revolution” hides this gradualist approach to national
liberation behind the Marxist-Leninist concept developed by Com-
rade Mao and the CPC in the struggle against Japanese imperialism —
the concept of protracted war.

The use of this concept by the “Cultural Revolution” is an obvi-
ous subterfuge because, as Mao teaches us, it is impossible to wage a
rotracted war when the situation is *“overwhelmingly favorable
or one side or the other.

* * *

~ Thus the “Cultural Revolution” advises the oppressed nations to
fight against the US-Soviet Alliance while isolated from other op-
pressed nations, to fight in a gradual fashion and to use their energies
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to admire Chinese national construction (symbolized by “Mao’s

Thought™) which will some day overtake the construction in the
imperialist and revisionist countries and presumably convince the
imperialists and revisionists to change systems peacefully!!

According to the “Cultural Revolution,” Chinese national con-
struction will bring world-wide victory provided the oppressed peo-
ples keep US I\Tﬁerlalls_m and Soviet revisionism engaged in *“pro-
tracted” wars while China goes “On to Communism.’

"China's great proletarian cultural revolution has opened the way for
the consolidation of the dictatorship of the proletariat, for the preven-
tion of capitalist restoration and for the advance to communism. The
fundamental experience of the 'Cultural Revolution' expresses the
universal law of class struggle in the historical stage of the transition

to communism following the establishment of the dictatorship of the
proletariat." [Renmin Ribao, Honggi and Jiefangjun Bao Editorial,
"Peking Review" No. 46, 1967, p. 15]

Is this not Khrushchev’s “Communism in 20 years” in a new dress!!

* * *

Today the oppressed nations can achieve liberation only with a
perspective of establishing co-ordination of the national liberation
movements all over the world against the common enemy, US imper-
ialism, and of achieving military victory over imperialism.

Whether the “Cultural Revolution™ is discussing the situation in
Vietnam, Thailand, India, Laos, the Congo(L), the Middle East, Bra-
zil or in a\n)_/ other oppressed nation, the revisionist formula is always
present; Victory is “Inevitable” if Chinese national construction is
supported by kéeping the US-Soviet Alliance engaged in a “protract-
ed struggle.”

The Arab Nation:

During the course of the “Cultural Revolution,” a tremendous
setback was suffered by the world anti-imperialist movement in the
Israeli-imperialist war against the Arab people. The response of the
“Cultural Revolution” to imperialist aggression in the Arab world
has been to tail the line of the national bourgeois leaders of the
Arab states.

The “Cultural Revolution” does not advocate the right of self-
determination for the Arab peoples of Palestine and of other Arab
territory now in the hands of the Israeli “white settlers” (as in
South Africa) and US imperialism. The “Cultural Revolution” does
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not call for the destruction of the state of Israel as a necessary part
of Arab liberation.

The “Cultural Revolution” does not call for the arming of the
Arab masses with small arms to carry out peoples war which the
present leadership of several Arab countries would not do because
they would be immediately overthrown. The “Cultural Revolution”
does not call for the release of the Communists and other revolution-
aries from the prisons of the United Arab Republic, Saudi Arabia,
Jordan and other Arab states. The “Cultural Revolution™ of course
does not even mention that Communist Parties should exist in Arab
countries let alone lead the Arab liberation movement.

Instead, the “Cultural Revolution” tells the Arab peoples to
“unite” behind the present leaders who cannot rely on the Arab
peoples and have to instead rely on technical assistance and military
weapons from the Soviet revisionists and thus led the Arab people
to the terrible defeat in June.

Indonesia:

The terrible setback suffered by the Indonesian people, the PKI
and the world liberation movement in the bloody massacre that
placed the Suharto-Nasution military junta in power in Indonesia
changed the government of the 105 million Indonesian people from
an anti-imperialist, though bourgeois-democratic, state which had
struggled against the imperialist creation, Malaysia, had walked out
of the United Nations and exposed it as an imperialist tool, had tak-
en steps toward strengthening Afro-Asian anti-imperialist solidarity
and which was an ally of People’s China; into a country hostile to
the oppressed peoples, welcome to imperialist plunder and complete-
ly dominated by US imperialism and Soviet revisionism.

_ The Indonesian debacle was such a setback for the cause of world
liberation and socialism that the Chinese national bourgeoisie began
their massive offensive on the Chinese Party and State by launching
the “Cultural Revolution.”

~ The PKI, which was decimated in the massacre, has been revital-
ized through a self-critical examination of their ideological errors in
“tailing” Sukarno and Nasacom, believing that reliance on the nation-
al bourgeoisie would bring socialism to Indonesia “peacefully” and
“gradually.” The PKI points out that the key to the peaceful transi-
tion line adopted by the PKI was their acceptance in 1956 of the
20th Congress CPSU line of Khrushchev revisionism.

The Chinese %roletarian forces have to self-critically analyze
the errors made by the CPC as the leading Party on the question
of Indonesia. However, the “Cultural Revolution” makes no such
self-criticism and minimizes the setback in Indonesia:
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"As is well known, after usurping political power the Right-wing
generals' clique in Indonesia has carried out sanguinary massacres and
mass arrests in this country of a thousand islands, and has perpetrated
unbridled atrocities against China, against the Indonesian Communist
Party and people. But even amid this fascist white terror, when we
were in Indonesia we still felt the ardent love of the Indonesian people
for the Chinese Communist Party and our respected and beloved lead-
er Chairman Mao. Last October our correspondent in Indonesia re-
turned to Djakarta from Peking. He carried a plaster statue of Chair-
man Mao, and when this was noticed by some Indonesians at the
Djakarta airport, they shouted the name of Mao Tse-tung with deep
emotion. Once when our comrade driver was studying the 'Selected
Works of Mao Tse-tung' in the automobile, an Indonesian soldier saw
the photo of Chairman Mao on the book cover; he raised his thumb
and said repeatedly, 'Mao Tse-tung, very good!" These incidents took
place in Indonesia, a country suffering under a reign of terror. They
show how far-reaching is the influence of the Chinese revolution and
Mao Tse-tung's thought among the Indonesian people. It is an influ-
ence which the Indonesian reactionaries can never obliterate."

[by Hsinhua Correspondents, "Peking Review" No. 27, 1966, p. 14]

The new line of the PKI has been greatly influenced by Mao Tse-
tung’s “Three Banners:” *“Awell-disciplined Party armed with the
theory of Marxism-Leninism, using the method of self-criticism and
linked with the masses of the people; an army under the leadership
of such a Party; aunited front of all revolutionary classes and al
revolutionary groups under the leadership of such a Party.” The
“Three Banners” policy combined with the self-critical approach
particularly as it has appeared in the “Indonesian Tribune” publish-
ed in Tirana, Albania is an excellent basis for forging ahead to
victory.

Just as Soviet revisionism gives “aid” to the Arab peoples to
maintain their influence and ability to mislead the Arab people, so
too has the “Cultural Revolution™ paid lip service to Mao’s Three
Banners in order not to expose themselves to the PKI. Ayear after
the “Cultural Revolution” be%ar], People’s Albania and the “Indo-
nesian Tribune” both stated their support for the “Cultural Revolu-
tion.” Since then, the progégrrpmatlc documents of the PKI, while
still mentioning the Three Banners policy, has used most of the
space in praise of the “Cultural Revolution” instead of an analysis
of the internal and international problems that the Indonesian rev-
olution faces in implementing the “Three Banners” line.

This development is a step backwards and represents the tenden-
cy to succumb to pressures of the Chinese national bourgeoisie to
subordinate the liberation struggles to the “struggle” for Chinese
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“national construction.” If this tendency is not corrected then the
disastrous consetwences of the peaceful transition line adopted in
the aftermath of the 20th Congress CPSU which subordinated the
Indonesian revolution to the interests of the US-Soviet Alliance will

be repeated in Indonesia and throughout the world anti-imperialist
movement.

Hong Kong:

Hong Kong is a city of China which is in the hands of British im-
?erlallsm. The Chinese masses of Hong Kong, especially in the past
ew years, have staged many uprisings against British imperialism.

The influence of the “Cultural Revolution” on the Hong Kong
uprisings is of course very great. Thus the question of how the strug-

gle in Hong Kong is being waged truly reflects the line of the “Cultur-

Revolution” on liberation struggles throughout the world.

"Armed with Mao Tse-tung's thought, the Hongkong workers, patriotic
students and teachers and other compatriots from all circles displayed
the dauntless, heroic mettle of the great Chinese people, unbending and
fearless before the enemy's brutal attack. When the killers were firing
wooden projectiles at the patriotic students and teachers from about ten
feet away, dozens of young people linked arms and recited the following
quotation from Chairman Mao: 'Be resolute, fear no sacrifice and sur-
mount every difficulty to win victory." Shouting 'Long Live Chairman
Mao!" they indignantly condemned the fascist brutalities of the British
authorities. . . .One worker who had been hit and was bleeding, still man-
aged to stick his head out when he was thrown into a police van, so that
reporters could take pictures as evidence of the atrocities committed."
["Patriotic Compatriots in Hongkong-Kowloon Valiantly Fight Against
Persecution," "Peking Review" No. 21, 1967, p. 16-17]

Is this not the most vulgar kind of pacifism and defeatism! Does this
approach to liberation struggles not echo the Khrushchev betrayal of
the fq qlressed peoples on the altar of Russian and US imperialist
profits!!

Vietnam:

Within the main contradiction today, the focal struggle is being
waged by the heroic Vietnamese people against US imperialism.

The Vietnamese people and particularly the National Liberation
Front in the south have been an inspiration to all the oppressed
peoples. They have been a tremendous support, objectively, as a
result of their destruction and devastation of so much of the US im-
?erlallst army and war machines to the Congolese(L) liberation
orces, the Brazilian forces and etc. The accomplishments of the
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Vietnamese people and the NLF particularly are all the more remark-
able because the Soviet Union, wnich supplies “aid,” is a liabili
acting as a Fifth Column of US imperialism while posing as an ally.

These accomplishments of the Vietnamese people reflect the tre-
mendous strength of the oppressed nations and the strategic weak-
ness of US imperialism.

How then has US imperialism been able to stay this long in Viet-
nam? Because the oppressed nations elsewhere have not waged liber-
ation wars in co-ordination with the Vietnamese people. The main
reason is that the international Marxist-Leninist movement, which
must lead the new United Front against imperialism, with the op-
pressed nations as its core, is presently taking leadership from the
‘Cultural Revolution.”

~ The “Cultural Revolution” line on the Vietnamese liberation war
is that the Vietnamese people should continue to fight indefinitely
without support from the other oppressed nations, without active
and all-out support from People’s China and without an ideological
and organizational break with Soviet Revisionism.

How can the “Cultural Revolution” take “joint action” with
Soviet revisionism in Vietnam? How can the ™Cultural Revolution”
support the same line of the North Vietnam Workers Party as Soviet
revisionism supports? —Because the line of the “Cultural Revolu-
tion” and Soviet revisionism are basically the same.

Soviet revisionism tells the Vietnam Workers Party to fight with
the peﬁge_ctlve of achieving negotiation, “peace talks” with “reason-
able” US imperialism. The “Cultural Revolution” tells the Vietnam-
ese people to fight on and on while waiting for the “great American
people” to overthrow the Johnson government.

~ Contrary to the “Cultural Revolution” line, it is economic neces-
sity which drives US imperialism to invade Vietnam and expand its
war into all of Southeast Asia. It is the tin, rubber and other resour-
ces and more importantly the opportunity to gain control of the
labor of 31 million Vietnamese people and ultimately the labor of
the two-thirds of the world’s population located in Asia, which com-
pels US imperialism to perpetrate its barbarous wars. US imperialism
does not negotiate its super-profits. It is necessary to smash the US
imperialist army of occupation in order to compel US imperialism to
get out of Asia.

_The Soviet revisionists want the Vietnamese people to negotiate
with Johnson, their partner in the US-Soviet Alliance. The Chinese
national bourgeoisie wants the Vietnamese to wait until the “great
American ﬁeop_le” vote Johnson out of office and vote in Kennedy
or McCart éWIth whom they might establish a US-China Alliance.
Then the “Cultural Revolution” would openly advise the Vietnam-
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ese people to negotiate with the US imperialist beasts.

Contrary to the “Cultural Revolution line, it is neither the “class
contradictions” nor the “quarrels within the US ruling clique” that
is the main force within the US on the side of Vietnamese libera-
tion —the main force on the side of the Vietnamese people is the
Afro-American national liberation movement. The present “US

eace movement” is led by revisionists and Trotskyites, and petty-
pourgeois students and professionals —a class which, in the chie
imperialist country in the world, works on behalf of pacifism, of
the “peace talks” fraud, of negotiating with predatory US imperial-
ism. As has been observed, Johnson and US imperialism turn this
“movement” off and on like a water faucet.

Failure of the “Cultural Revolution” to establish the oppressed
nations struggles for liberation as the main contradiction facing im-
erialism means that the Afro-American liberation movement within
he US is completely negated and the Afro-American people are
advised to “tail” the white “aristocrats of labor.”

A ([;enuin_e,_effec_:tive anti-imperialist movement within the US
capable of giving aid to the Vietnamese liberation movement can
only be built on the basis of the Afro-American liberation move-
ment; with predominantly Afro-American leadership. Such an anti-
imperialist coalition would include the oppressed Puerto Rican na-
tion and the oppressed Mexican American and American Indian
populations as well as many poor whites. In the long run, working
class whites and some middle class whites will be won over to this
movement but they will not exercise leadership of the movement.

In Vietnam, Soviet revisionism and the “Cultural Revolution” do
their best to prevent the Vietnam Workers Party and the NLF from
making special direct appeals to the tremendous numbers of Afro-
American soldiers now serving in the US imperialist army. Such an
appeal is the key to a tremendous weakening of the US imperialist
army of occupation and a great step toward the establishment of
international solidarity among all the oppressed peoples and genuine
victory for the Vietnamese people.

* * *

The line of the “Cultural Revolution” internationally is a line of
lulling the oppressed peoples and the Marxist-Leninists on the real
situation, the real tasks that the international proletariat and especi-
ally the oppressed nations face today.

Like the line of Khrushchev and the 81 Party Statement, the
“Cultural Revolution” line gives lip service to support of the oppres-
sed peoples, but fails to make support for the oppressed peoples the
central, primary task and the orientation for all other work of the
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Chinese people and of the world Marxist-Leninist movement.

Instead, the *“Cultured Revolution” tells the opPressed peoples
and the Marxist-Leninists to jump on the “China first” bandwagon —
that the road to victory based on Chinese national construction will
be smooth and easy, that no united front policy is needed, that no
%oangwunlist Parties are needed and that all that is needed is the little
ed Book.

This policy for the oppressed nations is not an isolated error —
an exception —for the “Cultural Revolution.” It is an integral part
of the strategic policy of seizing and consolldatlnﬁ_the dictatorship
of the Chinese national bourgeoisie in People’s China and of estab-
lishing a rapprochement with US imperialism.

CHAIRMAN MAO TSE-TUNG - AN EVALUATION

The leaders of the “Cultural Revolution have quite cleverly
used the tremendous deserved prestige of Chairman Mao among
the Chinese people and amonﬂ all the oppressed peoples of the
world to silence criticism of the line of the “Cultural Revolution.”
The “Cultural Revolution” concept of “Mao’s thought” is the
main vehicle for their negation of proletarian internationalism and
the establishment of the China first policy.

The revisionist “Cultural Revolution” leaders have established
the main internationalist duty of the Chinese people, Party and
government to be the dissemination of “Mao’s Thought” through-
out the world. The internationalist duty of Marxist-Leninists
throughout the rest of the world is to follow Meo by supporting
the domestic policy of the “Cultural Revolution,” to “promote
[Chinese] production.”

Thus it has become necessary, in order to expose the revisionist
essence of the “Cultural Revolution” line, to deal with the question
of Mao Tse-tung the individual, Mao’s thought, i.e. his bod%_of
speeches and writings, and also with the use of the “Mao’s Thought”
%)ncelpt by the national bourgeoisie of China in their “Cultural

evolution.”

Meao Tse-tung and his Thinking:

Mao was of middle peasant back[qround and was an early leading
member of the CPC. He was an early advocate of concentrating
Party energies in building rural base areas. However Mao did not
become top leader of the CPC until 1935 during the Long March.

It was in 1935 that Dimitroff put forth the United Front policy of
Stalin and the Comintern. Based on this international Marxist-
Leninist line and policy, Mao led the CPC in the anti-Japanese strug-
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gle and on to victory against the US imperialist stooges, the Kuo-
mintang.

It was in this period from 1935-1949 that the world-wide struggle
against imperialism and for national liberation and socialism achieved
the greatest victories that have so far been achieved over world capi-
talism. It was in this same period, as an important part of this world
\/vltde_sEruggIe, that the Chinese Party and people achieved their great-
est victories.

In 1935 Chairman Mao pointed out, summing up the new united
front position adopted by the CPC, that:

"Ever since the monster of imperialism came into being, the affairs of
the world have become so closely interwoven that it is impossible to
separate them. .. .Now, in the mounting tide of nation-wide struggle
against Japan and of world-wide struggle against fascism, just wars will
spread all over China and the globe. All just wars support each other. . ..
Our war against Japan needs the support of the people of the whole
world and, above all, the support of the people of the Soviet Union,
which they will certainly give us because they and we are bound toge-
ther in acommon cause. . . .This provides a necessary condition for
China's victory in the war against Japan and for victory in the Chinese
revolution." ["On Tactics Against Japanese Imperialism," 1935]

It follows then that Mao’s classic contributions to Marxism-Lenin-
ism, among them “On Contradiction” and “On Practice,” “On Tactics

ainst Japanese Imperialism,” ‘The Three Constantly Read Articles,’
“Talks at the Yenan Forum on Literature and Art,” his writings on
the tactics and strategy of people’s war and over 3v2of the 4-volume
set of his “Selected Works” were written during this period of unpre-
cedented victory for the Chinese Revolution and unprecedented vic-
tory for the world revolution under the international leadership of
Stalin and the CPSU(B).

* * *

In the period since the victory of revolution in China, the writings
of Mao (those published in Englls_h% do not meet the problems con-
fronting People’s China in a consistent Marxist-Leninist fashion.

_On the question of Stalin: in 1953 Mao called Stalin the “great
friend of the Chinese people” but then in 1956 he endorsed the 20th
Congress CPSU slanders of Stalin and the establishment of Khrush-
chev’s revisionist peaceful co-existence, peaceful transition line.

_There is also Mao’s participation in the Moscow 12 Party Declar-
ation of 1957 and the 31 Party Statement of 1960. These documents
for which Mao, as the leader of the CPC, bears great responsibility are
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not contributions to Marxism-Leninism but are a negation of the
teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin.

~ Mao Tse—tun?’_s Statement in sup')gort of the Afro-American people
in the US was of ingpiration to the Afro-American liberation move-
ment. However, this Statement (reprinted in the little Red Book)
puts forth the concept that all national struggle is “in the final analy-
sis class struggle.” Does this mean that the policy formulated in
1935 by Mao on uniting with the Chinese national bourgeoisie was
wrong? This statement negates not only the teachings of Stalin on
the national question and of Lenin, specifically on the Afro-Ameri-
can question, but it negates Mao’s own teachings on the nation-wide
united front policy for fighting J%panese imperialism formulated in
1935 which led to victory in 1949.

‘Mao’s thought (I’Olég_hly up until the victory of the Chinese revo-
lution in 1949 Is based in the first place on the generally correct
international Marxist-Leninist line and policy formulated by Stalin,
the Comintern and the CPSU(B).

Ctis éareuselﬁl in the period following the 1949 Chinese revolu-
tion and then the death of Stalin that the CPC became the leading
Party and Mao became the leading Marxist-Leninist in the world.
Yet 1t is precisely in this period that “Mao’s Thought” became a
support tor Khrushchev’s thought, for the “thought of modern re-
V|S|_on|s|r_n” based on the negation of Stalin and proletarian inter-
nationalism.

The most fundamental error made by Mao and the CPC was their
endorsement of the 20th Congress CPSU and the line of de-Staliniza-
tion and peaceful co-existence in 1956. Yet, twelve years later, no
self-criticism has been forthcoming from Mao or the CPC.

When an error of such importance committed by the leading
Party is not quickly corrected, the result is extremely damaging to
the cause of national liberation and world socialism.

Under Mao Tse-tung and Liu Shao-chi’s leadership, efforts were
made in 1960 to break with Khrushchev revisionism. However, the
failure of the CPC and Mao to be self-critical concerning their role
in supporting the Russian “peaceful co-existence” deal with US im-

erialism at the 20th Corllgress CPSU in 1956, the 12 Party Declara-
ion of 1957 and the 81 arlg/ Statement of 1960 meant that the
line of Khrushchev and the Russian national bourgeoisie could not
be fully exposed.

IMao Tse-tung is one of the greatest Marxist-Leninist theoreticians
and one of the most outstanding Marxist-Leninist leaders that the
R%ooples’struggles have yet produced. However it is our view that

Tse-tung cannot be evaluated as a Marxist-Leninist leader on
the same level as Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin because, unlike his
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predecessors, Mao has not led the international Marxist-Leninist
movement in sharp struggle against modern revisionism and has thus
been unable to mobilize the peoples of the world (particularly the
opI;_)ressed peoples) in the struggle against US imperialism. RX/e do
believe that Mao or other Chinese leaders will carry out such out-
standing international leadership on the basis of overcoming the line
of the “Cultural Revolution.”]

The “Cultural Revolution” Approach to Mao Tse-tung:

The horrible massacre of half a million Indonesian people forced
the genuine Marxist-Leninist forces in the PKI to self-critically re-
veal the 20th Conlgres_s CPSU as the operating base from which revi-
sionism in the PKI gained its initiative. The setback in Indonesia
forced genuine Marxist-Leninists in China to re-examine the CPC’s
Isgeual responsibility in this debacle. However, the “Cultural

evolution” leaders put forth the concept of “Mao’s Thought” as
the criteria for whether or not one is a revolutionary. This elimin-
ates any need for self-criticism based on a recognition of the back-
ward international situation in which the world Marxist-Leninist
movement now finds itself.

Making one’s attitude toward “Mao’s Thought” the criteria for

distinguishing Marxist-Leninists from counter-revolutionaries disarm-

ed the Marxist-Leninists within the CPC, for it negates the crucial
issues of the day —imperialism, revisionism, the oppressed nations
and China’s relationship to these —which are the real questions dis-
tinguishing Chinese Marxist-Leninists from Chinese revisionists.
The “Mao’s Thought” slogan created an ideological smokescreen
for the ascendancy of the national bourgeoisie within the CPC.

_The line of the “Cultural Revolution” is that Mao’s greatest con-
tributions to the science of Marxism-Leninism have been' his
thoughts on *“seizing power under the dictatorship of the proletar-
iat,” and his greatest practical accomplishment, according to the
“Cultural Revolution,” is to have initiated the “Cultural Revolu-
tion.” By stressing Mao’s contributions since the victory of the
Chinese revolution, the “Cultural Revolution” emphasizes a period
of capitulation to the US-Soviet Alliance.

In this way, the *Cultural Revolution” approach to Mao has
been to negate Mao’s contributions to the Chinese revolution and
world revolution while under the leadership of Stalin and the
CPSU(B), so s to facilitate their takeover of the CPC, their betray-
al of the oppressed peoples and their deal with US imperialism.
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DIFFERENCES BETWEEN KHRUSHCHEV REVISIONISM
AND THE “CULTURAL REVOLUTION”

Under the “Mao’s Thought” slogan, the revisionist “Cultural
Revolution” is now applyln%the line of the 81 Party Statement to
Chinese conditions; this is the line of a deal between US imperial-
ism and Chinese revisionism.

This deal is in form the same as that which the Russian national
bourgeoisie consummated with US imperialism at the 20th Congress
CPSU in 1956. But there are two essential differences between the
“Cultural Revolution” and Khrushchev revisionism.

1. The deal between US imperialism and Khrushchev revisionism
consummated in 1956 has become the most dangerous Alliance that
the peoples now face. While the deal between US imperialism and
Chinese revisionism has not yet been consummated.

The US-Soviet Alliance has enabled US imperialism to achieve
tremendous victories over the Indonesian people and the Arab peo-
ﬁle in the past few years. In spite of the great valor, ingenuity and

eroism of the Viethamese people, the active collusion of Khrush-
chev revisionism with US imperialism has allowed the imperialist
army to remain in Vietnam this long; the influence of modern revi-
sionism on the Vietnam Worker’s Party has encouraged the contin-
ued sla\u/ghter of Afro-Americans by their Vietnamese brothers and
of the Vietnamese peaple by their Afro-American brothers, and
helped to quell the' Afro-American revolt within the US imperialist
army of occupation which would be a tremendous support to all
the oppressed nations.

However, US imperialism, especially beginning with Johnson’s
State of the Union message in early January 1968, has been probing
for ways to increase exchanges with China of cultural and diploma-
tic representatives. Inthe US press, many articles have already
appeared discussing the inclusion of China as a third partner in the
US-Soviet scheme for world domination. The whole line and policy
of the “Cultural Revolution” invites these imperialist schemes.

The longer the *“Cultural Revolution” is dominant in the CPC
and in the Chinese government, the greater is the danger of such a
deal being consummated and the more real is the possibility of a
tremendous bloodbath perpetrated by US imperialism on the Viet-
namese people, the Afro-American people and on other oppressed
peoples in the very near future.

2. The second essential difference between the US-Soviet deal and
a possible US-China deal is that a deal between US imperialism and
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the Chinese national bourgeoisie would be a far more terrible blow

to the oppressed peoples and to the world anti-imperialist struggle
than thepEJS-Sovigt Alpliance. P %

The CPC is objectively the leading Marxist-Leninist Party in the
world, and the Chinese gzoyernment and people are the main red
base area for world revolution in the present period. China has had
this leading responsibility since before 1956 and the acceptance
and endorsement of the 20th Congress CPSU, the 12 Party Declar-
ation and the 81 Party Statement by the CPC was misleadership of
the international Marxist-Leninist movement and of the world anti-
imperialist movement.

The failure of the CPC to expose the essence of Khrushchev
revisionism and its failure to lead in the establishment of a new
Communist International capable of striking blows at US imperial-
ism has facilitated the victories of the US-Soviet Alliance.

In the past we believed that China would “inevitably” lead
correctly, based on its leading responsibility in this period. \\e
now recognize that China has led in the past 15 years and will
continue to lead in the immediate future —correctly or incorrect-
ly!! We now realize that it is our proletarian internationalist duty
to support the interests of the international proletariat and the
oppressed geoples as Well &s of the Chinese proletariat and poor
peasantry by opposing the line of the Chinese national bourgeoisie,
the so-called “Cultural Revolution”.

~ Liu Shao-chi said in “How to be a Good Communist” that some
disputes arise which are unprincipled, i.e. in which neither side has
taken a principled position. Liu instructs us that in such a situation,
Marxist-Leninists must take a prlr_lc?led osition independent of
the protagonists already engaged in the sl ru?_gle: W& have striven in
this document to take a prmmﬁ_led Marxist-Leninist stand which is
the strongest support to the Chinese proletariat in their struggle to
overcome the domination in the Chinese Party and state of the
revisionist “Cultural Revolution” line.

We are confident that there are significant proletarian forces
struggling against the “Cultural Revolution” line within China. e
hope that the documentation of the revisionist essence of the “Cul-
tural Revolution” line will aid the Chinese proletariat in its strquIe
and that it will aid all Marxist-Leninists the world over %es ecially
comrades in Albania, Cuba, the Democratic Republic of Vietnam
and the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea) to recognize the

i0%

ryecessit%/ of supporting the Chinese proletarian position in opposi-
tion to the “Cultural Revolution.” This is the standpoint of
consistent internationalism.

April, 1968

* * *

- A polic¥ based on principle is the only correct policy’—
this was the formula by means of which Lenin took new
impregnable’positions by assault and won over the best

elements of the e/roletariat to revolutionary Marxism.
[Stalin, Works, Vol. 6, p. 61]

* * *
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