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June 14, 1963
The Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union

Dear Comrades,

The Central Committee of the Communist Party of China
has studied the letter of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union of March 30, 1963.

All who have the unity of the socialist camp and the inter-
national communist movement at heart are deeply concerned
about the talks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties
and hope that our talks will help to eliminate differences,
strengthen unity and create favourable conditions for conven-
ing a meeting of representatives of all the Communist and
Workers’ Parties.

It is the common and sacred duty of the Communist and
Workers’ Parties of all countries to uphold and strengthen the
unity of the international communist movement. The Chinese
and Soviet Parties bear a heavier responsibility for the unity
of the entire socialist camp and international communist
movement and should of course make commensurately greater
efforts.

A number of major differences of principle now exist in
the international communist movement. But however serious
these differences, we should exercise sufficient patience and
find ways to eliminate them so that we can unite our forces
and strengthen the struggle against our common enemy.

It 1s with this sincere desire that the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of China approaches the forthcoming
talks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties.

In its letter of March 30, the Central Committee of the
CPSU systematically presents its views on questions that need
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to be discussed in the talks between the Chinese and Soviet
Parties, and in particular raises the question of the general
line of the international communist movement. In this letter
we too would like to express our views, which constitute our
proposal on the general line of the international communist
movement and on some related questions of principle.

We hope that this exposition of views will be conducive to
mutual understanding by our two Parties and to a detailed,
point-by-point discussion in the talks.

We also hope that this will be conducive to the understand-
ing of our views by the fraternal Parties and to a full ex-
change of ideas at an international meeting of fraternal
Parties.

1. The general line of the international communist move-
ment must take as its guiding principle the Marxist-Leninist
revolutionary theory concerning the historical mission of the
proletariat and must not depart from it.

The Moscow Meetings of 1957 and 1960 adopted the Dec-
laration and the Statement respectively after a full exchange
of views and in accordance with the principle of reaching
unanimity through consultation. The two documents point
out the characteristics of our epoch and the common laws of
socialist revolution and socialist construction, and lay down
the common line of all the Communist and Workers’ Parties.
They are the common programme of the international com-
munist movement.

It is true that for several years there have been differences
within the international communist movement in the under-
standing of, and the attitude towards, the Declaration of 1957
and the Statement of 1960. The central issue here is whether
or not to accept the revolutionary principles of the Declara-
tion and the Statement. In the last analysis, it is a question
of whether or not to accept the universal truth of Marxism-
Leninism, whether or not to recognize the universal signif-
icance of the road of the October Revolution, whether or not
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to accept the fact that the people still living under the im-
perialist and capitalist system, who comprise two-thirds of the
world’s population, need to make revolution, and whether or
not to accept the fact that the people already on the socialist
road, who comprise one-third of the world’s population, need
to carry their revolution forward to the end.

It has become an urgent and vital task of the international
communist movement resolutely to defend the revolutionary
principles of the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement.

Only by strictly following the revolutionary teachings of
Marxism-Leninism and the general road of the October Rev-
olution is it possible to have a correct understanding of the
revolutionary principles of the Declaration and the Statement
and a correct attitude towards them.

2. What are the revolutionary principles of the Declara-
tion and the Statement? They may be summarized as follows:

Workers of all countries, unite; workers of the world,
unite with the oppressed peoples and oppressed nations;
oppose imperialism and reaction in all countries; strive for
world peace, national liberation, people’s democracy and so-
cialism; consolidate and expand the socialist camp; bring the
proletarian world revolution step by step to complete
victory; and establish a new world without imperialism,
without capitalism and without the exploitation of man
by man.

This, in our view, is the general line of the international
communist movement at the present stage.

3. This general line proceeds from the actual world situa-
tion taken as a whole and from a class analysis of the funda-
mental contradictions in the contemporary world, and is
directed against the counter-revolutionary global strategy of
U.S. imperialism.

This general line is one of forming a broad united front,
with the socialist camp and the international proletariat as its
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nucleus, to oppose the imperialists and reactionaries headed
by the United States; it is a line of boldly arousing the masses,
expanding the revolutionary forces, winning over the middle
forces and isolating the reactionary forces.

This general line is one of resolute revolutionary struggle
by the people of all countries and of carrying the proletarian
world revolution forward to the end; it is the line that most
effectively combats imperialism and defends world peace.

If the general line of the international communist move-
ment is one-sidedly reduced to “peaceful coexistence”, “peace-
ful competition” and “peaceful transition”, this is to violate
the revolutionary principles of the 1957 Declaration and the
1960 Statement, to discard the historical mission of proletarian
world revolution, and to depart from the revolutionary teach-
ings of Marxism-Leninism.

The general line of the international communist movement
should reflect the general law of development of world his-
tory. The revolutionary struggles of the proletariat and the
people in various countries go through different stages and
they all have their own characteristics, but they will not tran-
scend the general law of development of world history. The
general line should point out the basic direction for the rev-
olutionary struggles of the proletariat and people of all coun-
tries.

While working out its specific line and policies, it is most
important for each Communist or Workers’ Party to adhere to
the principle of integrating the universal truth of Marxism-
Leninism with the concrete practice of revolution and con-
struction in its own country.

4. In defining the general line of the international com-
munist movement, the starting point is the concrete class
analysis of world politics and economics as a whole and of
actual world conditions, that is to say, of the fundamental
contradictions in the contemporary world.
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If one avoids a concrete class analysis, seizes at random on
certain superficial phenomena, and draws subjective and
groundless conclusions, one cannot possibly reach correct con-
clusions with regard to the general line of the international
communist movement but will inevitably slide on to a track
entirely different from that of Marxism-Leninism.

What are the fundamental contradictions in the contempo-
rary world? Marxist-Leninists consistently hold that they are:

the contradiction between the socialist camp and the im-
perialist camp;

the contradiction between the proletariat and the bour-
geoisie in the capitalist countries;

the contradiction between the oppressed nations and im-
perialism; and

the contradictions among imperialist countries and among
monopoly capitalist groups.

The contradiction between the socialist camp and the im-
perialist camp is a contradiction between two fundamentally
different social systems, socialism and capitalism. It is un-
doubtedly very sharp. But Marxist-Leninists must not regard
the contradictions in the world as consisting solely and simply
of the contradiction between the socialist camp and the im-
perialist camp.

The international balance of forces has changed and has
become increasingly favourable to socialism and to all the op-
pressed peoples and nations of the world, and most unfavour-
able to imperialism and the reactionaries of all countries.
Nevertheless, the contradictions enumerated above still objec-
tively exist.

These contradictions and the struggles to which they give
rise are interrelated and influence each other. Nobody can
obliterate any of these fundamental contradictions or subjec-
tively substitute one for all the rest.

It is inevitable that these contradictions will give rise to
popular revolutions, which alone can resolve them.
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5. The following erroneous views should be repudiated on
the question of the fundamental contradictions in the con-
temporary world:

a. the view which blots out the class content of the con-
tradiction between the socialist and the imperialist camps
and fails to see this contradiction as one between states
under the dictatorship of the proletariat and states under
the dictatorship of the monopoly capitalists;

b. the view which recognizes only the contradiction be-
tween the socialist and the imperialist camps, while neglect-
ing or underestimating the contradictions between the pro-
letariat and the bourgeoisie in the capitalist world, between
the oppressed nations and imperialism, among the imperial-
ist countries and among the monopoly capitalist groups, and
the struggles to which these contradictions give rise;

c. the view which maintains with regard to the capitalist
world that the contradiction between the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie can be resolved without a proletarian rev-
olution in each country and that the contradiction between
the oppressed nations and imperialism can be resolved with-
out revolution by the oppressed nations;

d. the view which denies that the development of the
inherent contradictions in the contemporary capitalist world
inevitably leads to a new situation in which the imperialist
countries are locked in an intense struggle, and asserts that
the contradictions among the imperialist countries can be
reconciled, or even eliminated, by “international agreements
among the big monopolies”; and

e. the view which maintains that the contradiction be-
tween the two world systems of socialism and capitalism
will automatically disappear in the course of “economic
competition”, that the other fundamental world contradic-
tions will automatically do so with the disappearance of the
contradiction between the two systems, and that a “world
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without wars”, a new world of “all-round co-operation”,
will appear.

It is obvious that these erroneous views inevitably lead to
erroneous and harmful policies and hence to setbacks and
losses of one kind or another to the cause of the people and
of socialism.

6. The balance of forces between imperialism and social-
ism has undergone a fundamental change since World War
II. The main indication of this change is that the world now
has not just one socialist country but a number of socialist
countries forming the mighty socialist camp, and that the peo-
ple who have taken the socialist road now number not two
hundred million but a thousand million, or a third of the
world’s population.

The socialist camp is the outcome of the struggles of the in-
ternational proletariat and working people. It belongs to the
international proletariat and working people as well as to the
people of the socialist countries.

The main common demands of the people of the countries
in the socialist camp and the international proletariat and
working people are that all the Communist and Workers’ Par-
ties in the socialist camp should:

adhere to the Marxist-Leninist line and pursue correct
Marxist-Leninist domestic and foreign policies;

consolidate the dictatorship of the proletariat and the
worker-peasant alliance led by the proletariat and carry the
socialist revolution forward to the end on the economic, po-
litical and ideological fronts;

promote the initiative and creativeness of the broad
masses, carry out socialist construction in a planned way,
develop production, improve the people’s livelihood and
strengthen national defense;

strengthen the unity of the socialist camp on the basis
of Marxism-Leninism, and support other socialist countries
on the basis of proletarian internationalism;
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oppose the imperialist policies of aggression and war,
and defend world peace;

oppose the anti-Communist, anti-popular and counter-
revolutionary policies of the reactionaries of all countries;
and

help the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed classes
and nations of the world.

All Communist and Workers’ Parties in the socialist camp
owe it to their own people and to the international proletariat
and working people to fulfil these demands.

By fulfilling these demands the socialist camp will exert
a decisive influence on the course of human history.

For this very reason, the imperialists and reactionaries in-
variably try in a thousand and one ways to influence the
domestic and foreign policies of the countries in the socialist
camp, to undermine the camp and break up the unity of the
socialist countries and particularly the unity of China and the
Soviet Union. They invariably try to infiltrate and subvert
the socialist countries and even entertain the extravagant hope
of destroying the socialist camp.

The question of what is the correct attitude towards the
socialist camp is a most important question of principle con-
fronting all Communist and Workers’ Parties.

It is under new historical conditions that the Communist
and Workers’ Parties are now carrying on the task of pro-
letarian internationalist unity and struggle. When only one
socialist country existed and when this country was faced
with hostility and jeopardized by all the imperialists and reac-
tionaries because it firmly pursued the correct Marxist-Lenin-
ist line and policies, the touchstone of proletarian international-
ism for every Communist Party was whether or not it
resolutely defended the only socialist country. Now there is a
socialist camp consisting of thirteen countries, Albania, Bul-
garia, China, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
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Mongolia, Poland, Rumania, the Soviet Union and the Demo-
cratic Republic of Viet Nam. Under these circumstances, the
touchstone of proletarian internationalism for every Commu-
nist Party is whether or not it resolutely defends the whole
of the socialist camp, whether or not it defends the unity of
all the countries in the camp on the basis of Marxism-Lenin-
ism and whether or not it defends the Marxist-Leninist line
and policies which the socialist countries ought to pursue.

If anybody does not pursue the correct Marxist-Leninist
line and policies, does not defend the unity of the socialist
camp but on the contrary creates tension and splits within it,
or even follows the policies of the Yugoslav revisionists, tries
to liquidate the socialist camp or helps capitalist countries to
attack fraternal socialist countries, then he is betraying the
interests of the entire international proletariat and the people
of the world.

If anybody, following in the footsteps of others, defends the
erroneous opportunist line and policies pursued by a certain
socialist country instead of upholding the correct Marxist-
Leninist line and policies which the socialist countries ought
to pursue, defends the policy of split instead of upholding the
policy of unity, then he is departing from Marxism-Leninism
and proletarian internationalism.

7. Taking advantage of the situation after World War II,
the U.S. imperialists stepped into the shoes of the German,
Italian and Japanese fascists, and have been trying to erect a
huge world empire such as has never been known before.
The strategic objectives of U.S. imperialism have been to grab
and dominate the intermediate zone lying between the United
States and the socialist camp, put down the revolutions of the
oppressed peoples and nations, proceed to destroy the socialist
countries, and thus to subject all the peoples and countries of
the world, including its allies, to domination and enslavement
by U.S. monopoly capital.
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Ever since World War II, the U.S. imperialists have been
conducting propaganda for war against the Soviet Union and
the socialist camp. There are two aspects to this propaganda.
While the U.S. imperialists are actually preparing such a war,
they also use this propaganda as a smokescreen for their op-
pression of the American people and for the extension of their
aggression against the rest of the capitalist world.

The 1960 Statement points out:

“U.S. imperialism has become the biggest international ex-
ploiter.”

“The United States is the mainstay of colonialism today.”

“U.S. imperialism is the main force of aggression and war.”

“International developments in recent years have furnished
many new proofs of the fact that U.S. imperialism is the chief
bulwark of world reaction and an international gendarme, that
it has become an enemy of the peoples of the whole world.”

U.S. imperialism is pressing its policies of aggression and
war all over the world, but the outcome is bound to be the
opposite of that intended — it will only be to hasten the
awakening of the people in all countries and to hasten their
revolutions.

The U.S. imperialists have thus placed themselves in op-
position to the people of the whole world and have become
encircled by them. The international proletariat must and
can unite all the forces that can be united, make use of the
internal contradictions in the enemy camp and establish the
broadest united front against the U.S. imperialists and their
lackeys.

The realistic and correct course is to entrust the fate of the
people and of mankind to the unity and struggle of the world
proletariat and to the unity and struggle of the people in all
countries.

Conversely, to make no distinction between enemies, friends
and ourselves and to entrust the fate of the people and of
mankind to collaboration with U.S. imperialism is to lead peo-
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ple astray. The events of the last few years have exploded
this illusion.

8. The various types of contradictions in the contemporary
world are concentrated in the vast areas of Asia, Africa and
Latin America; these are the most vulnerable areas under im-
perialist rule and the storm-centres of world revolution
dealing direct blows at imperialism.

The national democratic revolutionary movement in these
areas and the international socialist revolutionary movement
are the two great historical currents of our time.

The national democratic revolution in these areas is an im-
portant component of the contemporary proletarian world
revolution.

The anti-imperialist revolutionary struggles of the people
in Asia, Africa and Latin America are pounding and under-
mining the foundations of the rule of imperialism and colo-
nialism, old and new, and are now a mighty force in defence
of world peace.

In a sense, therefore, the whole cause of the international
proletarian revolution hinges on the outcome of the revolu-
tionary struggles of the people of these areas, who constitute
the overwhelming majority of the world’s population.

Therefore, the anti-imperialist revolutionary struggle of the
people in Asia, Africa and Latin America is definitely not
merely a matter of regional significance but one of overall
importance for the whole cause of proletarian world revolu-
tion.

Certain persons now go so far as to deny the great interna-
tional significance of the anti-imperialist revolutionary strug-
gles of the Asian, African and Latin American peoples and,
on the pretext of breaking down the barriers of nationality,
colour and geographical location, are trying their best to efface
the line of demarcation between oppressed and oppressor na-
tions and between oppressed and oppressor countries and to
hold down the revolutionary struggles of the peoples in these
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areas. In fact, they cater to the needs of imperialism and
create a new “theory” to justify the rule of imperialism in
these areas and the promotion of its policies of old and new
colonialism. Actually, this “theory” seeks not to break down
the barriers of nationality, colour and geographical location
but to maintain the rule of the “superior nations” over the
oppressed nations. It is only natural that this fraudulent
“theory” is rejected by the people in these areas.

The working class in every socialist country and in every
capitalist country must truly put into effect the fighting
slogans, “Workers of all countries, unite!” and “Workers and
oppressed nations of the world, unite!”; it must study the rev-
olutionary experience of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America, firmly support their revolutionary actions and regard
the cause of their liberation as a most dependable support
for itself and as directly in accord with its own interests. This
is the only effective way to break down the barriers of nation-
ality, colour and geographical location and this is the only
genuine proletarian internationalism.

It is impossible for the working class in the European and
American capitalist countries to liberate itself unless it unites
with the oppressed nations and unless those nations are
liberated. Lenin rightly said:

The revolutionary movement in the advanced countries
would actually be a sheer fraud if, in their struggle against
capital, the workers of Europe and America were not close-
ly and completely united with the hundreds upon hundreds
of millions of “colonial” slaves who are oppressed by capi-
tal.!

Certain persons in the international communist movement
are now taking a passive or scornful or negative attitude to-
wards the struggles of the oppressed nations for liberation.

I'V. 1. Lenin, “The Second Congress of the Communist International”,
Selected Works, Eng. ed., Foreign Languages Publishing House, Moscow,
1952, Vol. 11, Part 2, pp. 472-73.
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They are in fact protecting the interests of monopoly capital,
betraying those of the proletariat, and degenerating into social
democrats.

The attitude taken towards the revolutionary struggles of
the people in the Asian, African and Latin American countries
is an important criterion for differentiating those who want
revolution from those who do not and those who are truly
defending world peace from those who are abetting the forces
of aggression and war.

9. The oppressed nations and peoples of Asia, Africa and
Latin America are faced with the urgent task of fighting im-
perialism and its lackeys.

History has entrusted to the proletarian parties in these
areas the glorious mission of holding high the banner of strug-
gle against imperialism, against old and new colonialism and
for national independence and people’s democracy, of stand-
ing in the forefront of the national democratic revolutionary
movement and striving for a socialist future.

In these areas, extremely broad sections of the population
refuse to be slaves of imperialism. They include not only the
workers, peasants, intellectuals and petty bourgeoisie, but
also the patriotic national bourgeoisie and even certain kings,
princes and aristocrats who are patriotic.

The proletariat and its party must have confidence in the
strength of the masses and, above all, must unite with the
peasants and establish a solid worker-peasant alliance. It is
of primary importance for advanced members of the prole-
tariat to work in the rural areas, help the peasants to get or-
ganized, and raise their class consciousness and their national
self-respect and self-confidence.

On the basis of the worker-peasant alliance the proletariat
and its party must unite all the strata that can be united and
organize a broad united front against imperialism and its
lackeys. In order to consolidate and expand this united front
it is necessary that the proletarian party should maintain its
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ideological political and organizational independence and in-
sist on the leadership of the revolution.

The proletarian party and the revolutionary people must
learn to master all forms of struggle, including armed struggle.
They must defeat counter-revolutionary armed force with rev-
olutionary armed force whenever imperialism and its lackeys
resort to armed suppression.

The nationalist countries which have recently won political
independence are still confronted with the arduous tasks of
consolidating it, liquidating the forces of imperialism and
domestic reaction, carrying out agrarian and other social re-
forms and developing their national economy and culture. It
is of practical and vital importance for these countries to guard
and fight against the neo-colonialist policies which the old
colonialists adopt to preserve their interests, and especially
against the neo-colonialism of U.S. imperialism.

In some of these countries, the patriotic national bourgeoisie
continue to stand with the masses in the struggle against im-
perialism and colonialism and introduce certain measures of
social progress. This requires the proletarian party to make
a full appraisal of the progressive role of the patriotic national
bourgeoisie and strengthen unity with them.

As the internal social contradictions and the international
class struggle sharpen, the bourgeoisie, and particularly the
big bourgeoisie, in some newly independent countries increas-
ingly tend to become retainers of imperialism and to pursue
anti-popular, anti-Communist and counter-revolutionary poli-
cies. It is necessary for the proletarian party resolutely to
oppose these reactionary policies.

Generally speaking, the bourgeoisie in these countries have
a dual character. When a united front is formed with the
bourgeoisie, the policy of the proletarian party should be one
of both unity and struggle. The policy should be to unite
with the bourgeoisie, in so far as they tend to be progressive,
anti-imperialist and anti-feudal, but to struggle against their
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reactionary tendencies to compromise and collaborate with
imperialism and the forces of feudalism.

On the national question the world outlook of the
proletarian party is internationalism, and not nationalism. In
the revolutionary struggle it supports progressive nationalism
and opposes reactionary nationalism. It must always draw
a clear line of demarcation between itself and bourgeois na-
tionalism, to which it must never fall captive.

The 1960 Statement says:

Communists expose attempts by the reactionary section
of the bourgeoisie to represent its selfish, narrow class in-
terests as those of the entire nation; they expose the dema-
gogic use by bourgeois politicians of socialist slogans for the
same purpose. . . .

If the proletariat becomes the tail of the landlords and bour-
geoisie in the revolution, no real or thorough victory in the na-
tional democratic revolution is possible, and even if victory
of a kind is gained, it will be impossible to consolidate it.

In the course of the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed
nations and peoples, the proletarian party must put forward
a programme of its own which is thoroughly against impe-
rialism and domestic reaction and for national independence
and people’s democracy, and it must work independently
among the masses, constantly expand the progressive forces,
win over the middle forces and isolate the reactionary forces;
only thus can it carry the national democratic revolution
through to the end and guide the revolution on to the road of
socialism.

10. In the imperialist and the capitalist countries, the pro-
letarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat are
essential for the thorough resolution of the contradictions of
capitalist society.

In striving to accomplish this task the proletarian party
must under the present circumstances actively lead the work-
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ing class and the working people in struggles to oppose
monopoly capital, to defend democratic rights, to oppose the
menace of fascism, to improve living conditions, to oppose
imperialist arms expansion and war preparations, to defend
world peace and actively to support the revolutionary
struggles of the oppressed nations.

In the capitalist countries which U.S. imperialism controls
or is trying to control, the working class and the people should
direct their attacks mainly against U.S. imperialism, but also
against their own monopoly capitalists and other reactionary
forces who are betraying the national interests.

Large-scale mass struggles in the capitalist countries in
recent years have shown that the working class and working
people are experiencing a new awakening. Their struggles,
which are dealing blows at monopoly capital and reaction,
have opened bright prospects for the revolutionary cause in
their own countries and are also a powerful support for the
revolutionary struggles of the Asian, African and Latin
American peoples and for the countries of the socialist camp.

The proletarian parties in imperialist or capitalist countries
must maintain their own ideological, political and organiza-
tional independence in leading revolutionary struggles. At
the same time, they must unite all the forces that can be
united and build a broad united front against monopoly
capital and against the imperialist policies of aggression and
war.

While actively leading immediate struggles, Communists
in the capitalist countries should link them with the struggle
for long-range and general interests, educate the masses in a
Marxist-Leninist revolutionary spirit, ceaselessly raise their
political consciousness and undertake the historical task of
the proletarian revolution. If they fail to do so, if they regard
the immediate movement as everything, determine their con-
duct from case to case, adapt themselves to the events of the
day and sacrifice the basic interests of the proletariat, that is
out-and-out social democracy.
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Social democracy is a bourgeois ideological trend. Lenin
pointed out long ago that the social democratic parties are
political detachments of the bourgeoisie, its agents in the
working-class movement and its principal social prop. Com-
munists must at all times draw a clear line of demarcation
between themselves and social democratic parties on the basic
question of the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of
the proletariat and liquidate the ideological influence of social
democracy in the international working-class movement and
among the working people. Beyond any shadow of doubt,
Communists must win over the masses under the influence
of the social democratic parties and must win over those left
and middle elements in the social democratic parties who are
willing to oppose domestic monopoly capital and domination
by foreign imperialism, and must unite with them in extensive
joint action in the day-to-day struggle of the working-class
movement and in the struggle to defend world peace.

In order to lead the proletariat and working people in
revolution, Marxist-Leninist Parties must master all forms
of struggle and be able to substitute one form for another
quickly as the conditions of struggle change. The vanguard of
the proletariat will remain unconquerable in all circumstances
only if it masters all forms of struggle — peaceful and armed,
open and secret, legal and illegal, parliamentary struggle and
mass struggle, etc. It is wrong to refuse to use parliamentary
and other legal forms of struggle when they can and should
be used. However, if a Marxist-Leninist Party falls into legal-
ism or parliamentary cretinism, confining the struggle within
the limits permitted by the bourgeoisie, this will inevitably
lead to renouncing the proletarian revolution and the dictator-
ship of the proletariat.

11. On the question of transition from capitalism to social-
ism, the proletarian party must proceed from the stand of
class struggle and revolution and base itself on the Marxist-
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Leninist teachings concerning the proletarian revolution and
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Communists would always prefer to bring about the transi-
tion to socialism by peaceful means. But can peaceful transi-
tion be made into a new world-wide strategic principle for
the international communist movement? Absolutely not.

Marxism-Leninism consistently holds that the fundamental
question in all revolutions is that of state power. The 1957
Declaration and the 1960 Statement both clearly point out,
“Leninism teaches, and experience confirms, that the ruling
classes never relinquish power voluntarily.” The old govern-
ment never topples even in a period of crisis, unless it is
pushed. This is a universal law of class struggle.

In specific historical conditions, Marx and Lenin did raise
the possibility that revolution may develop peacefully. But,
as Lenin pointed out, the peaceful development of revolution
is an opportunity “very seldom to be met with in the history
of revolutions”.

As a matter of fact, there is no historical precedent for
peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism.

Certain persons say there was no precedent when Marx
foretold that socialism would inevitably replace capitalism.
Then why can we not predict a peaceful transition from
capitalism to socialism despite the absence of a precedent?

This parallel is absurd. Employing dialectical and historical
materialism, Marx analysed the contradictions of capitalism,
discovered the objective laws of development of human so-
ciety and arrived at a scientific conclusion, whereas the
prophets who pin all their hopes on “peaceful transition” pro-
ceed from historical idealism, ignore the most fundamental
contradictions of capitalism, repudiate the Marxist-Leninist
teachings on class struggle, and arrive at a subjective and
groundless conclusion. How can people who repudiate Marx-
ism get any help from Marx?

It is plain to everyone that the capitalist countries are
strengthening their state machinery — and especially their
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military apparatus — the primary purpose of which is to sup-
press the people in their own countries.

The proletarian party must never base its thinking, its pol-
icies for revolution and its entire work on the assumption
that the imperialists and reactionaries will accept peaceful
transformation.

The proletarian party must prepare itself for two even-
tualities — while preparing for a peaceful development of the
revolution, it must also fully prepare for a non-peaceful de-
velopment. It should concentrate on the painstaking work of
accumulating revolutionary strength, so that it will be ready
to seize victory when the conditions for revolution are ripe
or to strike powerful blows at the imperialists and the reac-
tionaries when they launch surprise attacks and armed as-
saults.

If it fails to make such preparations, the proletarian party
will paralyse the revolutionary will of the proletariat, disarm
itself ideologically and sink into a totally passive state of
unpreparedness both politically and organizationally, and the
result will be to bury the proletarian revolutionary cause.

12. All social revolutions in the various stages of the history
of mankind are historically inevitable and are governed by
objective laws independent of man’s will. Moreover, history
shows that there never was a revolution which was able to
achieve victory without zigzags and sacrifices.

With Marxist-Leninist theory as the basis, the task of the
proletarian party is to analyse the concrete historical condi-
tions, put forward the correct strategy and tactics, and guide
the masses in bypassing hidden reefs, avoiding unnecessary
sacrifices and reaching the goal step by step. Is it possible
to avoid sacrifices altogether? Such is not the case with the
slave revolutions, the serf revolutions, the bourgeois revolu-
tions, or the national revolutions; nor is it the case with pro-
letarian revolutions. Even if the guiding line of the revolu-
tion is correct, it is impossible to have a sure guarantee
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against setbacks and sacrifices in the course of the revolu-
tion. So long as a correct line is adhered to, the revolution
is bound to triumph in the end. To abandon revolution on the
pretext of avoiding sacrifices is in reality to demand that the
people should forever remain slaves and endure infinite pain
and sacrifice.

Elementary knowledge of Marxism-Leninism tells us that
the birth pangs of a revolution are far less painful than the
chronic agony of the old society. Lenin rightly said that
“even with the most peaceful course of events, the present
[capitalist] system always and inevitably exacts countless
sacrifices from the working class”.!

Whoever considers a revolution can be made only if every-
thing is plain sailing, only if there is an advance guarantee
against sacrifices and failure, is certainly no revolutionary.

However difficult the conditions and whatever sacrifices
and defeats the revolution may suffer, proletarian revolu-
tionaries should educate the masses in the spirit of revolution
and hold aloft the banner of revolution and not abandon it.

It would be “Left” adventurism if the proletarian party
should rashly launch a revolution before the objective con-
ditions are ripe. But it would be Right opportunism if the
proletarian party should not dare to lead a revolution and to
seize state power when the objective conditions are ripe.

Even in ordinary times, when it is leading the masses in
the day-today struggle, the proletarian party should ideolog-
ically, politically and organizationally prepare its own ranks
and the masses for revolution and promote revolutionary
struggles, so that it will not miss the opportunity to over-
throw the reactionary regime and establish a new state power
when the conditions for revolution are ripe. Otherwise, when
the objective conditions are ripe, the proletarian party will
simply throw away the opportunity of seizing victory.

'V. 1. Lenin, “Another Massacre”, Collected Works, Eng. ed., FLPH,
Moscow, 1961, Vol. V, p. 25.
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The proletarian party must be flexible as well as highly
principled, and on occasion it must make such compromises
as are necessary in the interests of the revolution. But it must
never abandon principled policies and the goal of revolution
on the pretext of flexibility and of necessary compromises.

The proletarian party must lead the masses in waging strug-
gles against the enemies, and it must know how to utilize the
contradictions among those enemies. But the purpose of using
these contradictions is to make it easier to attain the goal of
the people’s revolutionary struggles and not to liquidate these
struggles.

Countless facts have proved that, wherever the dark rule
of imperialism and reaction exists, the people who form over
90 per cent of the population will sooner or later rise in
revolution.

If Communists isolate themselves from the revolutionary
demands of the masses, they are bound to lose the confidence
of the masses and will be tossed to the rear by the revolution-
ary current.

If the leading group in any Party adopt a non-revolutionary
line and convert it into a reformist party, then Marxist-Lenin-
ists inside and outside the Party will replace them and lead
the people in making revolution. In another kind of situation,
the bourgeois revolutionaries will come forward to lead the
revolution and the party of the proletariat will forfeit its
leadership of the revolution. When the reactionary bourgeoisie
betray the revolution and suppress the people, an opportunist
line will cause tragic and unnecessary losses to the Commu-
nists and the revolutionary masses.

If Communists slide down the path of opportunism, they will
degenerate into bourgeois nationalists and become appendages
of the imperialists and the reactionary bourgeoisie.

There are certain persons who assert that they have made
the greatest creative contributions to revolutionary theory
since Lenin and that they alone are correct. But it is very
dubious whether they have ever really given consideration to
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the extensive experience of the entire world communist move-
ment, whether they have ever really considered the interests,
the aims and tasks of the international proletarian movement
as a whole, and whether they really have a general line for the
international communist movement which conforms with
Marxism-Leninism.

In the last few years the international communist move-
ment and the national liberation movement have had many
experiences and many lessons. There are experiences which
people should praise and there are experiences which make
people grieve. Communists and revolutionaries in all countries
should ponder and seriously study these experiences of suc-
cess and failure, so as to draw correct conclusions and useful
lessons from them.

13. The socialist countries and the revolutionary struggles
of the oppressed peoples and nations support and assist each
other.

The national liberation movements of Asia, Africa and Latin
America and the revolutionary movements of the people in the
capitalist countries are a strong support to the socialist coun-
tries. It is completely wrong to deny this.

The only attitude for the socialist countries to adopt towards
the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and na-
tions is one of warm sympathy and active support; they must
not adopt a perfunctory attitude, or one of national selfishness
or of great-power chauvinism.

Lenin said, “The foreign policy of the proletariat is alliance
with the revolutionaries of the advanced countries and with
all the oppressed nations against all and any imperialists.”?
Whoever fails to understand this point and considers that the
support and aid given by the socialist countries to the op-
pressed peoples and nations are a burden or charity is going
counter to Marxism-Leninism and proletarian internationalism.

I'V. I. Lenin, “The Foreign Policy of the Russian Revolution”, Col-

lected Works, Eng. ed., Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1964, Vol. XXV,
p- 87.
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The superiority of the socialist system and the achieve-
ments of the socialist countries in construction play an ex-
emplary role and are an inspiration to the oppressed peoples
and the oppressed nations.

But this exemplary role and inspiration can never replace
the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and na-
tions. No oppressed people or nation can win liberation except
through its own staunch revolutionary struggle.

Certain persons have one-sidedly exaggerated the role of
peaceful competition between socialist and imperialist coun-
tries in their attempt to substitute peaceful competition for the
revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations.
According to their preaching, it would seem that imperialism
will automatically collapse in the course of this peaceful com-
petition and that the only thing the oppressed peoples and na-
tions have to do is to wait quietly for the advent of this day.
What does this have in common with Marxist-Leninist views?

Moreover, certain persons have concocted the strange tale
that China and some other socialist countries want “to unleash
wars” and to spread socialism by “wars between states”. As
the Statement of 1960 points out, such tales are nothing but
imperialist and reactionary slanders. To put it bluntly, the
purpose of those who repeat these slanders is to hide the fact
that they are opposed to revolutions by the oppressed peoples
and nations of the world and opposed to others supporting such
revolutions.

14. In the last few years much — in fact a great deal —
has been said on the question of war and peace. Our views and
policies on this question are known to the world, and no
one can distort them.

It is a pity that although certain persons in the international
communist movement talk about how much they love peace
and hate war, they are unwilling to acquire even a faint
understanding of the simple truth on war pointed out by Lenin.

Lenin said:
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It seems to me that the main thing that is usually forgotten
on the question of war, which receives inadequate attention,
the main reason why there is so much controversy, and, I
would say, futile, hopeless and aimless controversy, is that
people forget the fundamental question of the class character
of the war; why the war broke out; the classes that are wag-
ing it; the historical and historico-economic conditions that
gave rise to it.!

As Marxist-Leninists see it, war is the continuation of pol-
itics by other means, and every war is inseparable from the
political system and the political struggles which give rise to
it. If one departs from this scientific Marxist-Leninist proposi-
tion which has been confirmed by the entire history of class
struggle, one will never be able to understand either the ques-
tion of war or the question of peace.

There are different types of peace and different types of
war. Marxist-Leninists must be clear about what type of peace
or what type of war is in question. Lumping just wars and
unjust wars together and opposing all of them undiscriminat-
ingly is a bourgeois pacifist and not a Marxist-Leninist
approach.

Certain persons say that revolutions are entirely possible
without war. Now which type of war are they referring to —
a war of national liberation or a revolutionary civil war, or
a world war?

If they are referring to a war of national liberation or a
revolutionary civil war, then this formulation is, in effect,
opposed to revolutionary wars and to revolution.

If they are referring to a world war, then they are shooting
at a nonexistent target. Although Marxist-Leninists have
pointed out, on the basis of the history of the two world wars,
that world wars inevitably lead to revolution, no Marxist-

'V. 1. Lenin, “War and Revolution”, Collected Works, Russ. ed.,
State Publishing House for Political Literature, Moscow, 1949, Vol.
XXIV, p. 362.
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Leninist ever has held or ever will hold that revolution must
be made through world war.

Marxist-Leninists take the abolition of war as their ideal
and believe that war can be abolished.

But how can war be abolished?

This is how Lenin viewed it:

. our object is to achieve the socialist system of society,
which, by abolishing the division of mankind into classes,
by abolishing all exploitation of man by man, and of one
nation by other nations, will inevitably abolish all possi-
bility of war.!

The Statement of 1960 also puts it very clearly, “The victory
of socialism all over the world will completely remove the
social and national causes of all wars.”

However, certain persons now actually hold that it is pos-
sible to bring about “a world without weapons, without armed
forces and without wars” through “general and complete dis-
armament” while the system of imperialism and of the
exploitation of man by man still exists. This is sheer illusion.

An elementary knowledge of Marxism-Leninism tells us
that the armed forces are the principal part of the state ma-
chine and that a so-called world without weapons and with-
out armed forces can only be a world without states. Lenin
said:

Only after the proletariat has disarmed the bourgeoisie
will it be able, without betraying its world-historical mis-
sion, to throw all armaments on the scrap heap; and the
proletariat will undoubtedly do this, but only when this
condition has been fulfilled, certainly not before.?

What are the facts in the world today? Is there a shadow
of evidence that the imperialist countries headed by the

1 Ibid., p. 363.
2V. 1. Lenin, “The War Program of the Proletarian Revolution”,
Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLPH, Moscow, 1952, Vol. I, Part 2, p. 574.
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United States are ready to carry out general and complete
disarmament? Are they not each and all engaged in general
and complete arms expansion?

We have always maintained that, in order to expose and
combat the imperialists’ arms expansion and war prepara-
tions, it is necessary to put forward the proposal for general
disarmament. Furthermore, it is possible to compel imperial-
ism to accept some kind of agreement on disarmament,
through the combined struggle of the socialist countries and
the people of the whole world.

If one regards general and complete disarmament as the
fundamental road to world peace, spreads the illusion that
imperialism will automatically lay down its arms and tries
to liquidate the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peo-
ples and nations on the pretext of disarmament, then this
is deliberately to deceive the people of the world and help
the imperialists in their policies of aggression and war.

In order to overcome the present ideological confusion in
the international working-class movement on the question of
war and peace, we consider that Lenin’s thesis, which has
been discarded by the modern revisionists, must be restored
in the interest of combating the imperialist policies of ag-
gression and war and defending world peace.

The people of the world universally demand the prevention
of a new world war. And it is possible to prevent a new
world war.

The question then is, what is the way to secure world
peace? According to the Leninist viewpoint, world peace
can be won only by the struggles of the people in all coun-
tries and not by begging the imperialists for it. World peace
can only be effectively defended by relying on the develop-
ment of the forces of the socialist camp, on the revolu-
tionary struggles of the proletariat and working people of
all countries, on the liberation struggles of the oppressed na-
tions and on the struggles of all peace-loving people and
countries.
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Such is the Leninist policy. Any policy to the contrary
definitely will not lead to world peace but will only en-
courage the ambitions of the imperialists and increase the
danger of world war.

In recent years, certain persons have been spreading the
argument that a single spark from a war of national libera-
tion or from a revolutionary people’s war will lead to a world
conflagration destroying the whole of mankind. What are
the facts? Contrary to what these persons say, the wars of
national liberation and the revolutionary people’s wars that
have occurred since World War II have not led to world war.
The victory of these revolutionary wars has directly weak-
ened the forces of imperialism and greatly strengthened the
forces which prevent the imperialists from launching a world
war and which defend world peace. Do not the facts dem-
onstrate the absurdity of this argument?

15. The complete banning and destruction of nuclear
weapons is an important task in the struggle to defend world
peace. We must do our utmost to this end.

Nuclear weapons are unprecedentedly destructive, which
is why for more than a decade now the U.S. imperialists have
been pursuing their policy of nuclear blackmail in order to
realize their ambition of enslaving the people of all countries
and dominating the world.

But when the imperialists threaten other countries with
nuclear weapons, they subject the people in their own country
to the same threat, thus arousing them against nuclear weap-
ons and against the imperialist policies of aggression and
war. At the same time, in their vain hope of destroying their
opponents with nuclear weapons, the imperialists are in fact
subjecting themselves to the danger of being destroyed.

The possibility of banning nuclear weapons does indeed
exist. However, if the imperialists are forced to accept an
agreement to ban nuclear weapons, it decidedly will not be
because of their “love for humanity” but because of the pres-
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sure of the people of all countries and for the sake of their
own vital interests.

In contrast to the imperialists, socialist countries rely upon
the righteous strength of the people and on their own correct
policies, and have no need whatever to gamble with nuclear
weapons in the world arena. Socialist countries have nuclear
weapons solely in order to defend themselves and to prevent
imperialism from launching a nuclear war.

In the view of Marxist-Leninists, the people are the makers
of history. In the present, as in the past, man is the decisive
factor. Marxist-Leninists attach importance to the role of
technological change, but it is wrong to belittle the role of
man and exaggerate the role of technology.

The emergence of nuclear weapons can neither arrest the
progress of human history nor save the imperialist system
from its doom, any more than the emergence of new techniques
could save the old systems from their doom in the past.

The emergence of nuclear weapons does not and cannot re-
solve the fundamental contradictions in the contemporary
world, does not and cannot alter the law of class struggle, and
does not and cannot change the nature of imperialism and
reaction.

It cannot, therefore, be said that with the emergence of
nuclear weapons the possibility and the necessity of social
and national revolutions have disappeared, or the basic prin-
ciples of Marxism-Leninism, and especially the theories of
proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat
and of war and peace, have become outmoded and changed
into stale “dogmas”.

16. It was Lenin who advanced the thesis that it is possible
for the socialist countries to practise peaceful coexistence
with the capitalist countries. It is well known that after the
great Soviet people had repulsed foreign armed intervention
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the Soviet Gov-
ernment, led first by Lenin and then by Stalin, consistently
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pursued the policy of peaceful coexistence and that they were
forced to wage a war of self-defence only when attacked by
the German imperialists.

Since its founding, the People’s Republic of China too has
consistently pursued the policy of peaceful coexistence with
countries having different social systems, and it is China which
initiated the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence.

However, a few years ago certain persons suddenly claimed
Lenin’s policy of peaceful coexistence as their own “great
discovery”. They maintain that they have a monopoly on the
interpretation of this policy. They treat “peaceful coexistence”
as if it were an all-inclusive, mystical book from heaven and
attribute to it every success the people of the world achieve
by struggle. What is more, they label all who disagree with
their distortions of Lenin’s views as opponents of peaceful
coexistence, as people completely ignorant of Lenin and Lenin-
ism, and as heretics deserving to be burnt at the stake.

How can the Chinese Communists agree with this view and
practice? They cannot, it is impossible.

Lenin’s principle of peaceful coexistence is very clear and
readily comprehensible by ordinary people. Peaceful coexist-
ence designates a relationship between countries with differ-
ent social systems, and must not be interpreted as one pleases.
It should never be extended to apply to the relations between
oppressed and oppressor nations, between oppressed and
oppressor countries or between oppressed and oppressor
classes, and never be described as the main content of the
transition from capitalism to socialism, still less should it
be asserted that peaceful coexistence is mankind’s road to
socialism. The reason is that it is one thing to practise peaceful
coexistence between countries with different social systems.
It is absolutely impermissible and impossible for countries
practising peaceful coexistence to touch even a hair of each
other’s social system. The class struggle, the struggle for
national liberation and the transition from capitalism to social-
ism in various countries are quite another thing. They are
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all bitter, life-and-death revolutionary struggles which aim at
changing the social system. Peaceful coexistence cannot re-
place the revolutionary struggles of the people. The transition
from capitalism to socialism in any country can only be brought
about through the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship
of the proletariat in that country.

In the application of the policy of peaceful coexistence,
struggles between the socialist and imperialist countries are
unavoidable in the political, economic and ideological spheres,
and it is absolutely impossible to have “all-round co-operation”.

It is necessary for the socialist countries to engage in nego-
tiations of one kind or another with the imperialist countries.
It is possible to reach certain agreements through negotiation
by relying on the correct policies of the socialist countries
and on the pressure of the people of all countries. But neces-
sary compromises between the socialist countries and the
imperialist countries do not require the oppressed peoples
and nations to follow suit and compromise with imperialism
and its lackeys. No one should ever demand in the name of
peaceful coexistence that the oppressed peoples and nations
should give up their revolutionary struggles.

The application of the policy of peaceful coexistence by
the socialist countries is advantageous for achieving a peaceful
international environment for socialist construction, for expos-
ing the imperialist policies of aggression and war and for
isolating the imperialist forces of aggression and war. But
if the general line of the foreign policy of the socialist
countries is confined to peaceful coexistence, then it is im-
possible to handle correctly either the relations between
socialist countries or those between the socialist countries and
the oppressed peoples and nations. Therefore it is wrong to
make peaceful coexistence the general line of the foreign
policy of the socialist countries.

In our view, the general line of the foreign policy of the
socialist countries should have the following content:
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to develop relations of friendship, mutual assistance and
cooperation among the countries in the socialist camp in
accordance with the principle of proletarian internationalism;

to strive for peaceful coexistence on the basis of the Five
Principles with countries having different social systems
and oppose the imperialist policies of aggression and war;
and,

to support and assist the revolutionary struggles of all
the oppressed peoples and nations.

These three aspects are interrelated and indivisible, and not
a single one can be omitted.

17. For a very long historical period after the proletariat
takes power, class struggle continues as an objective law
independent of man’s will, differing only in form from what
it was before the taking of power.

After the October Revolution, Lenin pointed out a number
of times that:

a. The overthrown exploiters always try in a thousand
and one ways to recover the “paradise” they have been
deprived of.

b. New elements of capitalism are constantly and spon-
taneously generated in the petty-bourgeois atmosphere.

c. Political degenerates and new bourgeois elements
may emerge in the ranks of the working class and among
government functionaries as a result of bourgeois influence
and the pervasive, corrupting atmosphere of the petty
bourgeoisie.

d. The external conditions for the continuance of class
struggle within a socialist country are encirclement by
international capitalism, the imperialists’ threat of armed
intervention and their subversive activities to accomplish
peaceful disintegration.

Life has confirmed these conclusions of Lenin’s.
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For decades or even longer periods after socialist industriali-
zation and agricultural collectivization, it will be impossible
to say that any socialist country will be free from those
elements which Lenin repeatedly denounced, such as bour-
geois hangers-on, parasites, speculators, swindlers, idlers,
hooligans and embezzlers of state funds; or to say that a
socialist country will no longer need to perform or be able
to relinquish the task laid down by Lenin of conquering “this
contagion, this plague, this ulcer that socialism has inherited
from capitalism”.

In a socialist country, it takes a very long historical period
gradually to settle the question of who will win — socialism
or capitalism. The struggle between the road of socialism
and the road of capitalism runs through this whole historical
period. This struggle rises and falls in a wave-like manner,
at times becoming very fierce, and the forms of the struggle
are many and varied.

The 1957 Declaration rightly states that “the conquest of
power by the working class is only the beginning of the
revolution, not its conclusion”.

To deny the existence of class struggle in the period of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the necessity of thoroughly
completing the socialist revolution on the economic, political
and ideological fronts is wrong, does not correspond to objec-
tive reality and violates Marxism-Leninism.

18. Both Marx and Lenin maintained that the entire period
before the advent of the higher stage of communist society
is the period of transition from capitalism to communism, the
period of the dictatorship of the proletariat. In this transition
period, the dictatorship of the proletariat, that is to say, the
proletarian state, goes through the dialectical process of
establishment, consolidation, strengthening and withering
away.

In the “Critique of the Gotha Programme”, Marx posed
the question as follows:
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Between capitalist and communist society lies the period
of the revolutionary transformation of the one into the other.
There corresponds to this also a political transition period
in which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary
dictatorship of the proletariat.!

Lenin frequently emphasized Marx’s great theory of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and analysed the development
of this theory, particularly in his outstanding work, “The State
and Revolution”, where he wrote:

the transition from capitalist society — which is
developing towards communism — to a communist society
is impossible without a “political transition period”, and
the state in this period can only be the revolutionary dicta-
torship of the proletariat.?

He further said:

The essence of Marx’s teaching on the state has been
mastered only by those who understand that the dictatorship
of a single class is necessary not only for every class society
in general, not only for the proletariat which has overthrown
the bourgeoisie, but also for the entire historical period
which separates capitalism from “classless society”, from
communism.?

As slated above, the fundamental thesis of Marx and Lenin
is that the dictatorship of the proletariat will inevitably con-
tinue for the entire historical period of the transition from
capitalism to communism, that is, for the entire period up to
the abolition of all class differences and the entry into a
classless society, the higher stage of communist society.

What will happen if it is announced, halfway through, that
the dictatorship of the proletariat is no longer necessary?

1 Selected Works of Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Eng. ed., FLPH,
Moscow, 1955, Vol. 11, pp. 32-33.

2V. 1. Lenin, Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLPH, Moscow, 1952, Vol. 11,

Part 1, p. 289.
3 [bid., p. 234.
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Does this not fundamentally conflict with the teachings of
Marx and Lenin on the state of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat?

Does this not license the development of “this contagion,
this plague, this ulcer that socialism has inherited from cap-
italism”?

In other words, this would lead to extremely grave con-
sequences and make any transition to communism out of the
question.

Can there be a “state of the whole people”? Is it possible to
replace the state of the dictatorship of the proletariat by a
“state of the whole people”?

This is not a question about the internal affairs of any par-
ticular country but a fundamental problem involving the
universal truth of Marxism-Leninism.

In the view of Marxist-Leninists, there is no such thing as
a non-class or supra-class state. So long as the state remains
a state, it must bear a class character; so long as the state
exists, it cannot be a state of the “whole people”. As soon
as society becomes classless, there will no longer be a state.

Then what sort of thing would a “state of the whole people”
be?

Anyone with an elementary knowledge of Marxism-Lenin-
ism can understand that the so-called “state of the whole
people” is nothing new. Representative bourgeois figures
have always called the bourgeois state a “state of all the
people”, or a “state in which power belongs to all the people”.

Certain persons may say that their society is already one
without classes. We answer: No, there are classes and class
struggles in all socialist countries without exception.

Since remnants of the old exploiting classes who are trying
to stage a comeback still exist there, since new capitalist
elements are constantly being generated there, and since there
are still parasites, speculators, idlers, hooligans, embezzlers
of state funds, etc., how can it be said that classes or class

36



struggles no longer exist? How can it be said that the dicta-
torship of the proletariat is no longer necessary?

Marxism-Leninism tells us that in addition to the suppres-
sion of the hostile classes, the historical tasks of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat in the course of building socialism
necessarily include the correct handling of relations between
the working class and peasantry, the consolidation of their
political and economic alliance and the creation of conditions
for the gradual elimination of the class difference between
worker and peasant.

When we look at the economic base of any socialist society,
we find that the difference between ownership by the whole
people and collective ownership exists in all socialist coun-
tries without exception, and that there is individual ownership
too. Ownership by the whole people and collective ownership
are two kinds of ownership and two kinds of relations of pro-
duction in socialist society. The workers in enterprises owned
by the whole people and the peasants on farms owned collec-
tively belong to two different categories of labourers in social-
ist society. Therefore, the class difference between worker
and peasant exists in all socialist countries without exception.
This difference will not disappear until the transition to the
higher stage of communism is achieved. In their present level
of economic development all socialist countries are still far,
far removed from the higher stage of communism in which
“from each according to his ability, to each according to his
needs” is put into practice. Therefore, it will take a long, long
time to eliminate the class difference between worker and
peasant. And until this difference is eliminated, it is impos-
sible to say that society is classless or that there is no longer
any need for the dictatorship of the proletariat.

In calling a socialist state the “state of the whole people”
is one trying to replace the Marxist-Leninist theory of the
state by the bourgeois theory of the state? Is one trying to
replace the state of the dictatorship of the proletariat by a
state of a different character?
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If that is the case, it is nothing but a great historical ret-
rogression. The degeneration of the social system in Yugo-
slavia is a grave lesson.

19. Leninism holds that the proletarian party must exist
together with the dictatorship of the proletariat in socialist
countries. The party of the proletariat is indispensable for
the entire historical period of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. The reason is that the dictatorship of the proletariat
has to struggle against the enemies of the proletariat and of
the people, remould the peasants and other small producers,
constantly consolidate the proletarian ranks, build socialism
and effect the transition to communism; none of these things
can be done without the leadership of the party of the pro-
letariat.

Can there be a “party of the entire people”? Is it possible
to replace the party which is the vanguard of the proletariat
by a “party of the entire people”?

This, too, is not a question about the internal affairs of any
particular Party, but a fundamental problem involving the
universal truth of Marxism-Leninism.

In the view of Marxist-Leninists, there is no such thing as
a non-class or supra-class political party. All political parties
have a class character. Party spirit is the concentrated ex-
pression of class character.

The party of the proletariat is the only party able to
represent the interests of the whole people. It can do so pre-
cisely because it represents the interests of the proletariat,
whose ideas and will it concentrates. It can lead the whole
people because the proletariat can finally emancipate itself
only with the emancipation of all mankind, because the very
nature of the proletariat enables its party to approach prob-
lems in terms of its present and future interests, because
the party is boundlessly loyal to the people and has the spirit
of self-sacrifice; hence its democratic centralism and iron dis-
cipline. Without such a party, it is impossible to maintain the
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dictatorship of the proletariat and to represent the interests
of the whole people.

What will happen if it is announced halfway before entering
the higher stage of communist society that the party of the
proletariat has become a “party of the entire people” and if
its proletarian class character is repudiated?

Does this not fundamentally conflict with the teachings of
Marx and Lenin on the party of the proletariat?

Does this not disarm the proletariat and all the working
people, organizationally and ideologically, and is it not tan-
tamount to helping restore capitalism?

Is it not “going south by driving the chariot north” to talk
about any transition to communist society in such circum-
stances?

20. Over the past few years, certain persons have violated
Lenin’s integral teachings about the interrelationship of
leaders, party, class and masses, and raised the issue of “com-
bating the cult of the individual”; this is erroneous and
harmful.

The theory propounded by Lenin is as follows:

a. The masses are divided into classes.

b. Classes are usually led by political parties.

c. Political parties, as a general rule, are directed by
more or less stable groups composed of the most authorita-
tive, influential and experienced members, who are elected
to the most responsible positions and are called leaders.

Lenin said, “All this is elementary.”

The party of the proletariat is the headquarters of the pro-
letariat in revolution and struggle. Every proletarian party
must practise centralism based on democracy and establish a
strong Marxist-Leninist leadership before it can become an
organized and battle-worthy vanguard. To raise the question
of “combating the cult of the individual” is actually to coun-
terpose the leaders to the masses, undermine the party’s

39



unified leadership which is based on democratic centralism,
dissipate its fighting strength and disintegrate its ranks.

Lenin criticized the erroneous views which counterpose the
leaders to the masses. He called them “ridiculously absurd
and stupid”.

The Communist Party of China has always disapproved of
exaggerating the role of the individual, has advocated and
persistently practised democratic centralism within the Party
and advocated the linking of the leadership with the masses,
maintaining that correct leadership must know how to con-
centrate the views of the masses.

While loudly combating the so-called “cult of the individ-
ual”, certain persons are in reality doing their best to defame
the proletarian party and the dictatorship of the proletariat.
At the same time, they are enormously exaggerating the role
of certain individuals, shifting all errors onto others and
claiming all credit for themselves.

What is more serious is that, under the pretext of “com-
bating the cult of the individual”, certain persons are crudely
interfering in the internal affairs of other fraternal Parties
and fraternal countries and forcing other fraternal Parties to
change their leadership in order to impose their own wrong
line on these Parties. What is all this if not great-power
chauvinism, sectarianism and splittism? What is all this if
not subversion?

It is high time to propagate seriously and comprehensively
Lenin’s integral teachings on the interrelationship of leaders,
party, class and masses.

21. Relations between socialist countries are international
relations of a new type. Relations between socialist countries,
whether large or small, and whether more developed or less
developed economically, must be based on the principles of
complete equality, respect for territorial integrity, sovereignty
and independence, and non-interference in each other’s in-
ternal affairs, and must also be based on the principles of

40



mutual support and mutual assistance in accordance with pro-
letarian internationalism.

Every socialist country must rely mainly on itself for its
construction.

In accordance with its own concrete conditions, every social-
ist country must rely first of all on the diligent labour and
talents of its own people, utilize all its available resources
fully and in a planned way, and bring all its potential into
play in socialist construction. Only thus can it build socialism
effectively and develop its economy speedily.

This is the only way for each socialist country to strengthen
the might of the entire socialist camp and enhance its capacity
to assist the revolutionary cause of the international pro-
letariat. Therefore, to observe the principle of mainly relying
on oneself in construction is to apply proletarian interna-
tionalism concretely.

If, proceeding only from its own partial interests, any
socialist country unilaterally demands that other fraternal
countries submit to its needs, and uses the pretext of opposing
what they call “going it alone” and ‘“nationalism” to prevent
other fraternal countries from applying the principle of re-
lying mainly on their own efforts in their construction and
from developing their economies on the basis of independence,
or even goes to the length of putting economic pressure on
other fraternal countries — then these are pure manifestations
of national egoism.

It is absolutely necessary for socialist countries to practise
mutual economic assistance and co-operation and exchange.
Such economic co-operation must be based on the principles
of complete equality, mutual benefit and comradely mutual
assistance.

It would be great-power chauvinism to deny these basic
principles and, in the name of “international division of
labour” or “specialization”, to impose one’s own will on others,
infringe on the independence and sovereignty of fraternal
countries or harm the interests of their people.
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In relations among socialist countries it would be preposter-
ous to follow the practice of gaining profit for oneself at the
expense of others, a practice characteristic of relations among
capitalist countries, or go so far as to take the “economic in-
tegration” and the “common market”, which monopoly capital-
ist groups have instituted for the purpose of seizing markets
and grabbing profits, as examples which socialist countries
ought to follow in their economic co-operation and mutual
assistance.

22. The 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement lay down
the principles guiding relations among fraternal Parties.
These are the principle of solidarity, the principle of mutual
support and mutual assistance, the principle of independence
and equality and the principle of reaching unanimity through
consultation — all on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and pro-
letarian internationalism.

We note that in its letter of March 30 the Central Committee
of the CPSU says that there are no “higher-ranking” and “‘sub-
ordinate” Parties in the communist movement, that all Com-
munist Parties are independent and equal, and that they
should all build their relations on the basis of proletarian in-
ternationalism and mutual assistance.

It is a fine quality of Communists that their deeds are con-
sistent with their words. The only correct way to safeguard
and strengthen unity among the fraternal Parties is genuinely
to adhere to, and not to violate, the principle of proletarian
internationalism and genuinely to observe, and not to under-
mine, the principles guiding relations among fraternal Parties
— and to do so, not only in words but, much more important,
in deeds.

If the principle of independence and equality is accepted
in relations among fraternal Parties, then it is impermissible
for any Party to place itself above others, to interfere in their
internal affairs, and to adopt patriarchal ways in relations
with them.
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If it is accepted that there are no “superiors” and “subor-
dinates” in relations among fraternal Parties, then it is im-
permissible to impose the programme, resolutions and line
of one’s own Party on other fraternal Parties as the “com-
mon programme” of the international communist movement.

If the principle of reaching unanimity through consultation
is accepted in relations among fraternal Parties, then one
should not emphasize “who is in the majority” or “who is in
the minority” and bank on a so-called majority in order to
force through one’s own erroneous line and carry out sectarian
and splitting policies.

If it is agreed that differences between fraternal Parties
should be settled through inter-Party consultation, then other
fraternal Parties should not be attacked publicly and by name
at one’s own congress or at other Party congresses, in speeches
by Party leaders, resolutions, statements, etc.; and still less
should the ideological differences among fraternal Parties be
extended into the sphere of state relations.

We hold that in the present circumstances, when there are
differences in the international communist movement, it is
particularly important to stress strict adherence to the prin-
ciples guiding relations among fraternal Parties as laid down
in the Declaration and the Statement.

In the sphere of relations among fraternal Parties and
countries, the question of Soviet-Albanian relations is an out-
standing one at present. Here the question is what is the
correct way to treat a fraternal Party and country and whether
the principles guiding relations among fraternal Parties and
countries stipulated in the Declaration and the Statement are
to be adhered to. The correct solution of this question is an
important matter of principle in safeguarding the unity of
the socialist camp and the international communist movement.

How to treat the Marxist-Leninist fraternal Albanian Party
of Labour is one question. How to treat the Yugoslav revi-
sionist clique of traitors to Marxism-Leninism is quite another
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question. These two essentially different questions must on
no account be placed on a par.

Your letter says that you “do not relinquish the hope that
the relations between the CPSU and the Albanian Party of
Labour may be improved”, but at the same time you continue to
attack the Albanian comrades for what you call “splitting ac-
tivities”. Clearly this is self-contradictory and in no way con-
tributes to resolving the problem of Soviet-Albanian relations.

Who is it that has taken splitting actions in Soviet-Albanian
relations?

Who is it that has extended the ideological differences be-
tween the Soviet and Albanian Parties to state relations?

Who is it that has brought the divergences between the
Soviet and Albanian Parties and between the two countries
into the open before the enemy?

Who is it that has openly called for a change in the Albanian
Party and state leadership?

All this is plain and clear to the whole world.

Is it possible that the leading comrades of the CPSU do
not really feel their responsibility for the fact that Soviet-
Albanian relations have so seriously deteriorated?

We once again express our sincere hope that the leading
comrades of the CPSU will observe the principles guiding
relations among fraternal Parties and countries and take the
initiative in seeking an effective way to improve Soviet-
Albanian relations.

In short, the question of how to handle relations with
fraternal Parties and countries must be taken seriously. Strict
adherence to the principles guiding relations among fraternal
Parties and countries is the only way forcefully to rebuff
slanders such as those spread by the imperialists and reac-
tionaries about the “hand of Moscow”.

Proletarian internationalism is demanded of all Parties
without exception, whether large or small, and whether in
power or not. However, the larger Parties and the Parties in
power bear a particularly heavy responsibility in this respect.
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The series of distressing developments which have occurred
in the socialist camp in the past period have harmed the in-
terests not only of the fraternal Parties concerned but also
of the masses of the people in their countries. This con-
vincingly demonstrates that the larger countries and Parties
need to keep in mind Lenin’s behest never to commit the
error of great-power chauvinism.

The comrades of the CPSU state in their letter that “the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union has never taken and
will never take a single s