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THE WEEK

Among the major events of the week:

® Chairman Liu Shao-chi continued his visit in the Korean Demo-

cratic People’s Republic.

® The editorial departments of Renmin Ribao and Hongqi published

an article entitled “Is Yugoslavia a Socialist Country?”

It is the third

article of a series commenting on the open letter of the Central Com-

mittee of the C.P.S.U.

® Peking citizens held a rally to welcome Chinese citizens
who were recently forced to come home by the Soviet and Czechoslovak

Governments.

® The Chinese Foreign Ministiy sent a note to the Cambodian
Embassy in China supporting Cambodia’s just stand in defending her
sovereignty and territorial integrity and in breaking off political rela-
tions with the Ngo Dinh Diem government,

® Pakistan Foreign Minister Zulfikar Ali Bhutto wrote to Premier
Chou En-lai expressing support for the Chinese government proposal
for a conference of government heads of all countries to discuss total
prohibition and destruction of nuclear weapons.

® More than 1,500 people from all walks of life in Peking held a
meeting to celebrate the victory of the Japanese people in the “Matsu-

kawa Case.”

® The Indonesian Communist Party delegation headed by Chair-
man D.N. Aidit left Peking for Canton in south China.

® Renmin Ribao last week published in full an article in the
September issue of Hoc Tap, theoretical journal of the Central Committee
of the Viet Nam Workers’ Party, criticizing the partial nuclear test ban

treaty.

It also published in part an article entitled “Tito’s Socialism in
the Service of Imperialism” which appeared in the September 1-15 issue
of A Classe Operaria, journal of the Communist Party of Brazil.

® A spokesman of the Information Department of the Chinese
Foreign Ministry refuted New Delhi’s fabrications about Chinese viola-

tion of Indian air space.

Welcome for Expelled Chinese

Peking ‘held a mass rally to wel-
come home the 112 Chinese unrea-
sonably expelled by the Soviet and
Czechoslovak Governments. Among
the 10,000 people attending the rally
were Peng Chen, Member of the Polit-
ical Bureau of the Central Committee
of the Chinese Communist Party and
Vice-Chairman of the Standing Con:-
mittee of the National People’s Con-
gress; Lu Ting-yi and Po I-po, Alter-
nate Members of the Political Bureau
of the Central Committee of the Chi-
nese Communist Party and Vice-
Premiers.

The 112 Chinese were the passengers
and crew aboard the Chinese train on
the Peking-Ulan Bator-Moscow run,
who were persecuted by the Soviet

frontier authorities and deported
under armed escort; officers taking
military courses in the Soviet Union
who were detained and later deported
from the Soviet Union under armed
escort; staff members of the Prague
office of the Hsinhua News Agency
who were forced to return because of
the arbitrary closing down of the of-
fice by the Czechoslovak Government;
a staff member of the commercial
counsellor’s office of the Chinese
Embassy and a student studying in
Czechoslovakia, who were recalled at
the unreasonable demand of the
Czechoslovak Government. There was
a burst of applause as they mounted
the rostrum and were presented with
bouquets by a company of young peo-
ple.



Lu Cheng-tsao, Acting Minister of
Railways; Wu Leng-hsi, Director of
the Hsinhua News Agency and Presi-
dent of the All-China Journalists’ As-
sociation; and four representatives of
the returned Chinese spoke at the
rally. They expressed the general in-
dignation at the outrageous acts of the
Soviet and Czechoslovak authorities
and protested in the strongest terms
against them.

Peng Chen addressed the meeting.
On behalf of the Central Committee of
the Chinese Communist Party, he wel-
ccmed and commended all the com-
rodes who had been unreasonably de-
ported or expelled. “You have upheld
Marxism-Leninism and the principle
of proletarian internationalism,” he
said, “and waged a heroic, unyielding
struggle against provocation by the
modern revisionists. You have acquit-
ted yourselves well. The fact that you
were deported by the modern revi-
sionists shows that you deserve the
warmest of welcomes. The modern
revisionists persecuted and deported
you because they have departed from
Marxism-Leninism and from proleta-
rian internationalism. They are afraid
of the truth and the masses, and of
our articles which set forth the facts
and reason things out. Otherwise,
why have they not dared to publish in
their press our relevant documents
and articles as we have done theirs?
Why are they [rightened to death by
a few copies of Hsinhua information
bulletins, with a Chinese government
spokesman’s statement, carried by
Chinese students and personnel? By
these actions, the modern revisionists
have also tried to undermine the great
friendship and unity between the Chi-
rese people and the people of the So-
viet Union and Czechoslovakia.”

Peng Chen declared that the great
friendship and unity between the peo-
ple of China and the Soviet Union and
among the people of all the countries
in the socialist camp was in the vital
interests of the people of all the so-
cialist countries and of the whole
world. “The harder the modern revi-
sionists try to wreck this unity,” he
declared, “the firmer we shall be in
defending it. Our opposition to mod-
ern revisionism is precisely to con-
solidate and strengthen this unity on
the basis of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism. We shall
continue to uphold the spirit of pro-
letarian  internationalism, safeguard
and develop the great traditional
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friendship between the Chinese and
Soviet people and between the people
of all countries in the socialist camp,
and consolidate and strengthen the
unity between China and the Soviet
Union and among all the countries of
the socialist camp. We are convinced
that this friendship and unity, based
on Marxism-Leninism and proletarian
irternationalism and cemented by
their common aims and common in-
terests, can never be destroyed by a
handful of revisionists.”

Chairman Mao Meets Japanese
C.P. Delegation

Mao Tse-tung, Chairman of the
Central Committee of the Chinese
Communist Party, on September 22
met and had a cordial talk with Tsu-
nesaburo Takenaka, Member of the
Central Committee of the Japanese
Communist Party. and the delegation

of the Japanese Communist Party
which he led.
Earlier., on September 20, Teng

Hsiao-ping. General Secretary of the
Central Committee of the C.P.C.. gave
a banquet in honour of the Japanese
comrades.

The Japanese C.P. delegation had
ccme at the invitation of the Central
Committee of the C.P.C. Before com-
ing to Peking, they visited Shanghai
and Hangchow. They left Peking on
September 23 for Wuhan and Canton.

Resolute Support for Cambodia

The Embassy of the Kingdom of
Cambodia in Peking recently handed
two notes to the Chinese Foreign
Ministry. The first note dated August
27 concerned military provocations
against Cambodia by the Ngo Dinh
Diem clique of south Viet Nam; that of
August 28 transmitted the August 27
statement of the Royal Government of
Cambodia condemning the crimes of
the Ngo Dinh Diem clique. The Chi-
rese Foreign Ministry’s note of reply
on September 12 was made public on
September 23.

The Chinese note strongly con-
demned the reactionary Ngo Dinh
Diem clique for its provocations and
aggression against Cambodia. and ex-
pressed the Chinese Government’s res-
olute support for the Royal Govern-
ment of Cambodia in its just stand
and in taking the necessary measure
of breaking off political relations with

the Ngo Dinh Diem government in
order to defend its sovereignty and
territorial integrity.

Paying tribute to Cambodia’s con-
sistent policy of peace and neutrality,
China’s note said: “The struggle of the
Royal Government and people of
Cambodia against foreign aggression
and for the defence of national inde-
pendence and state sovereignty is a
just struggle and is not conducted in
isolation. The Chinese Government
hereby declares once again that the
Chinese Government and people will.
as always. resolutely support the Royal
Government and people of Cambodia
in their just struggle.”

Sino-Japanese Trade Agreement

Talks between a Japanese trade
delegation and its Chinese counterpart
on the coming year’s trade ended suc-
cessfully with an agreement signed on
September 23. A communique said
that both sides would take appro-
priate measures to fulfil plans for the
coming year’s trade. It declared that
the continued expansion of Sino-
Japanese trade on the basis of equality
and mutual benefit not only conformed
to the wishes of the people of Chi-
nz and Japan but would play a posi-
tive role in enhancing their friendly
relations. The talks were held in
accordance with the memorandum
signed by Liao Cheng-chih and Tatsu-
nosuke Takasaki in November 1962.

Speaking at a farewell banquet
given by the Japanese delegation, Ka-
heita Okazaki, head of the delegation,
expressed his satisfaction with the
agreement reached. He and his col-
leagues, he declared, would do their
best to promote trade and friendly re-
lations between Japan and China.
Referring to those who were trying to
obstruct Sino-Japanese trade, he sug-
gested that they take a look at the
2,000 years of [riendship that had
existed between the two countries.
No one, he declared, could obliterate
the fact that the peoples of Japan and
China felt their proximity. and no one
could obstruct the expansion of trade
between the two countries, the inter-
flow of commodities and exchange of
contact between their peoples.

Toasting the success of the talks,
Liao Cheng-chih hailed the agreement
as being in the interests of the two
sides concerned. He expressed confi-
dence that. on the basis of what was
already achieved, Sino-Japanese trade
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and friendship would continue to

develop.

The 25-member Japanese trade dele-
gation arrived in Peking on September
16. During its stay in the capital, it
was received on separate occasions by
Premier Chou En-lai and Minister of
Foreign Trade Yeh Chi-chuang.

Aidit Leaves Peking for South
China

D.N. Aidit, Chairman of the Cen-
tral Committee of the Indonesian
Communist Party, left Peking for
Canton on September 21 by special
plane with the delegation of the In-
donesian Communist Party he led.
They were accompanied by Chou En-
lai, Vice-Chairman of the Central
Committee of the Chinese Communist
Party, and Lo Jui-ching, Member of
the C.P.C.’s Central Committee and
Member of its Secretariat. Among
those present at the Peking airport to
see the Indonesian comrades off were
Teng Hsiao-ping, General Secretary
of the Central Committee of the Chi-
nese Communist Party; Peng Chen,
Member of the Political Bureau and of
the Secretariat of the C.P.C.'s Central
Committee; and Kang Sheng, Alter-
nate Member of the Political Bureau
and Member of the Secretariat of the
C.P.C’s Central Committee.

National Congress on Surgery

The 8th national congress on sur-
gery of the Chinese Medical Associa-
tion opened in Peking on September
21 and will continue till September
29.

This is the largest congress of its
kind ever held in China, with 350
delegates from all parts of the coun-
try, including many well-known
specialists, participating. Medical dele-
gations and surgeons from Afghan-
istan, Burma, Ceylon, Indonesia,
Japan, the Korean Democratic Peo-
ple’s Republic, Mongolia, Nepal, Paki-
stan, the Viet Nam Democratic Re-
public and Belgium have also come
to attend the congress.

The task of the present congress is
to review the major achievements in
surgical work since the 7th national
congress in 1960 and to exchange ex-
perience gained in the field of
surgery.

In his opening speech, President of
the Chinese Medical Association Dr.
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Fu Lien-chang extended a warm wel-
come to all the foreign friends
present. He recalled that since libera-
tion in 1949 and particularly since
1958 Chinese surgical workers had
made tremendous progress under the
leadership of the Chinese Communist
Party and Chairman Mao Tse-tung.
“Large numbers of qualified medical
workers have been trained,” he said.
“They form a big contingent in sur-
gery, gradually establishing and
strengthening the latest specialities in
this field. Scientific research has
been developing; many surgeons have
now mastered operations in the
various specialities of surgery that
were either not performed previously
or were beyond their competence or
could be undertaken only by a few
experts.”

Dr. Fu recalled that the principles
of China’s medical work were to serve
the masses of the people, to place the
main emphasis on prevention and to
combine Western medicine with tradi-
tional Chinese medicine. He also
spoke of the importance of carrying
forward the national medical heritage,
of thoroughly carrying out the policy
of *letting a hundred flowers bloom
and a hundred schools of thought con-
tend” in scientific activities, and of in-
tegrating the efforts of the leading
functionaries, experts and the masses.
He called on China’s surgical workers
to study Marxism-Leninism and the
works of Mao Tse-tung to raise their
proletarian ideological level, study
the advanced medical techniques of
China and the other countries to raise
the level of their professional know-
ledge and skill, and strengthen unity
and cultural exchange with medical
workers of the whole world to develop
China’s medical science with greater,
faster, better and more economical
results.

The heads of the foreign medical
delegations and individual specialists
also spoke. They wished the congress
every success and expressed the hope
that it would help strengthen the
friendship and co-operation among
the medical workers of various coun-
tries.

Huang Chia-szu, President of the
Chinese Academy of Medical Science,
gave a report on the progress and
development of surgery in China in
the past three years. He reviewed
China’s achievements in abdominal,
traumatic, cardiovascular and urologic

surgery — the main topics of discus-
sion at the present congress.

Four hundred and thirty-two pa-
pers are to be presented at the con-
gress. Abstracts of these papers have
been printed in Chinese and foreign
languages. Surgical specialists from
many countries will also read papers
at the general sessions. A number of
films showing operations have been
brought by visiting surgeons. These
will be shown during the congress.

Mali Republic Anniversary

Birama Traore, Malian Ambassador
to China, gave a National Day recep-
tion in Peking on September 21.
Chairman Chu Teh of the Standing
Committee of the National People’s
Congress and Vice-Premier Po I-po
were among the Chinese leaders
present.

In his reception speech, the Malian
Ambassador spoke of his people’s
achievements in the fields of the
national economy, culture and educa-
tion using their own resources and
relying first of all on their own
efforts. He said that the people of
Mali attached great importance to
their friendship with the Chinese peo-
ple who were among the first to estab-
lish relations of friendship and
co-operation with them.

Vice-Premier Po I-po, in his speech,
paid tribute to the people of Mali for
their remarkable achievements in
fighting imperialism and old and new
colonialism, in safeguarding their
national independence and developing
their national economy and culture
under the leadership of President
Modibo Keita. “The Ambassador has
mentioned,” said the Vice-Premier,
“that the people of Mali came to realize
that in building up their country they
must base themselves on their own
resources and rely first of all on their
own efforts. I think this is a most im-
portant policy which is applicable in
all Asian and African countries.”

The Vice-Premier expressed China's
resolute support for the important
measures taken by the Government of
Mali to assist the national-liberation
struggles of those African peoples
striving to win independence and
its demands for the complete with-
drawal of foreign military bases from
Africa and the stopping of all nuclear
tests.



Sino-Korean Friendship

Chairman Liu Shao-chi in Koreag

by WAI SHUI

TUMULTUOUS welcome was given Chairman Liu

Shao-chi in Pyongyang on September 18 by more
than 100,000 people at a rally in Moranbong Stadium.
Honouring the visit of the Chairman of the People’s Re-
public of China and Vice-Chairman of the Central Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist Party, the overflow
crowd testified to the time-tested [riendship and unity
of the Parties of China and Korea and the peoples of the
two countries.

Colourful bunting and floating balloons inseribed with
“Warm welcome to Comrade Liu Shao-chi!” greeted the
Chinese leader when he entered the packed stadium on
the fourth day of his Korean visil. Flanked by Premier
Kim Il Sung and President Choi Yong Kun, Chairman Liu
mounted the rostrum as the throng burst into thunderous
applause and prolonged cheers.

Kang Heui Wun’s Speech

In his welcoming speech Kang Heui Wun, Chairman
of the Pyongyang People’s Committee, emphasized that
Chairman Liu Shao-chi’s visit was a powerful demonstra-
tion of Korean-Chinese friendship and a great encourage-
ment to the people of Korea in their struggle for socialist
construction and the peaceful reunification of their nation.

He warmly praised Korean-Chinese [riendship. He
said:

Ties of [flesh-and-blood friendship formed between
the peoples of our two countries are today becoming
further consolidated and are developing through close co-
operation in socialist construction. through the struggle
against US. imperialism and through the struggle against
modern revisionism and in defence of Marxism-Leninism.

The Korean and Chinese peoples’ [riendship is between
communist, revolutionary comrades firmly united by the
spirit of Marxism-Leninism and proletarian international-
ism, between genuine allies consistently supporting and
closely co-operating with each other on the basis of the
principles of complete equality and mutual assistance and
is a lasting and unbreakable one between genuinely rcv-
olutionary peoples who are waging a sweeping struggle
against imperialism and are determined to carry the rev-
olution through to the end.

The speaker paid warm tribute to the great achieve-
ments gained in socialist construction by the Chinese peo-
ple who under the leadership of the Chinese Communist
Party and Chairman Mao Tse-tung were holding high the
three red banners of the general line for socialist construc-
tion, the big leap forward and the people’'s commune.

The Chairman of the People's Committee of Pyongyang
stressed that in order to promote the people’s anti-imperial-
ist struggle and the world revolutionary movement it was
necessary to oppose modern revisionism which was seek-
ing to undermine the unity of the revolutionary ranks.
He said:
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The struggle against modern revisionism is a struggle
lo safeguard the revolutionary banner of Marxism-Lenin-
ism; to preserve the solidarity of our camp and further
unite all the anti-imperialist forces and peace-loving
forces; and to promote more effectively than ever the
people’s cause of peace and revolution. We, the Com-
munists, must resolutely oppose modern revisionism and
hold still higher the banner of Marxism-Leninism,

The people are demanding revolution: they coura-
geously continue to rise and oppose imperialist oppression
and plunder.

The revisionists who have left the revolutionary path
and betrayed the fundamental interests of the people will
surely be forsaken by the latter and end in disaster. As
the all-conquering revolutionary banner which leads the
masses to victory, Marxism-Leninism will continue to dis-
play great vitality.

The Korean and Chinese peoples all love peace and
struggle resolutely for its preservation. Firmly standing
on the position ol opposing imperialism and revisionism
and of carrving the revolution through to the end. the
Parties and peoples of our two countries are waging a
struggle for world peace and to advance the people’s rev-
olutionary movement. Our cause is just and invincible.
Marxism-Leninism encourages our peoples in their con-

Iron and Steel Plant with President Choi Yong Kun (first from left)
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stant, heroic struggle and illuminates
their path to victory. The peoples of
our two countries, who are closely
rallving together under the revolu-
tionary banner of Marxism-Leninism
and marching forward bravely for the
common cause of peace and socialism,
will be ever viclorious.

After his speech which drew fre-
quent applause and cheers, Kang Heui
Wun presented Chairman Liu Shao-chi
with a banner with the inscription:
“The unbreakable friendship and soli-
darity of the Korecan and Chinese peo-
ples, cemented in their common struggle
for the victory of the great cause of
Marxism-Leninism, will be eternal.”

Following this, Chairman Liu Shao-
chi began his speech. (For full text of
the speech, see page 8.)

Full Schedule

The night before the mass rally at
Moranbong Stadium Chairman Liu Shao-chi was the guesl
of Premier Kim Il Sung and President Choi Yong Kun
at a Korean opera where an adaptation of the Chinese
classic The Dream of the Red Chamber was performed.
On September 18, Chairman Liu had talks with the Korean
Premier and President.

On September 19. accompanied by President Choi
Yong Kun. Chairman Liu Shao-chi visited the Whanghai
[ron and Steel Plant, the biggest steel works in Korea. On
behalf of the workers, Pak Seung Heup, director of the
plant, presented the Chinese leader with a silk banner em-
broidered in gold with the words: *“Long live the militant
friendship and unity of the working class of Korea and
China!” Chairman Liu presented gifts to the workers of
the plant.

The next day the Chinese leader and the Korean Pres-
ident went to Hamheung, capital of South Hamgyung
Province and the second largest city in north Korea. Driv-
ing through the city, they were loudly cheered by a throng
of more than 200,000 which lined the streets. Approaching
the central square of the city, Chairman Liu was presented
with flowers by an old woman, Kang Byung Nyuh, known
as “Mother of the Chinese People’s Volunteers,” who had
come from Changjin Lake 80 kilometres away. Kim Bai
Yoon, head of a Changjin co-operative farm brigade, of-
fered the Chinese leader some silver utensils and specially
prepared wine as a token of the friendship of the Korean
People’s Army and the Chinese People's Volunteers, who
together had struck heavy blows at the U.S. aggressors in
the Changjin area.

That afternoon in the city’s central square — gaily
decorated with flags, banners, flowers and balloons — more
than 100,000 people were out to welcome the Chinese
leader. Kim Heui Joon, Chairman of the People's Com-
mittee of South Hamgyung Province, after his welcoming
speech. presented a silk banner to Chairman Liu Shao-chi
on behalf of the people of South Hamgyung Province.
Chairman Liu Shao-chi then delivered a speech which was
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Chairman Liu Shao-chi receives a silk banner at the Pyongyang welcome rally

interrupted by thunderous applause. Chairman Liu Shao-
chi recalled the heroic struggle of the people of South
IMamgyung Province against Japanese and U.S. aggression
and their solicitous care for the Chinese People’s Volun-
teers in Korea. “The Chinese people greatly admire the
Korean people [or their fearless revolutionary spirit and
their lofty spirit of proletarian internationalism,” declared
Chairman Liu.

On September 21, Chairman Liu Shao-chi. in the com-
pany of President Choi Yong Kun, was enihusiastically
received on a visit to the Vinalon Faclory and the Hungnam
Fertilizer Factory in Hamheung. There was an exchange
of gifts between the factories and their honoured visitor.

That evening Chairman Liu Shao-chi, in the company
of President Choi Yong Kun, enjoyved performances of
Korean and Chinese dances and songs by workers, stu-
dents and other amateur artists in Hamheung.

On the morning of September 22, Chairman Liu Shao-
chi visited the Choyang Co-operative Farm in Hamjoo
County, South Hamgyung Province, and received a rousing
ovation from thousands of peasants waving bouquets and
Korean and Chinese flags and beating gongs and drums.
Gifts were exchanged. That evening, the South Hamgyung
Provincial Committee of the Korean Workers’ Party and
the Provincial People’s Committee gave a large banquet in
honour of their guest. After the banquet Chairman Liu
left the hall for the Hamheung railway station and the
journey back to Pyongyang. He was greeted by cheering
crowds along the several kilometres long route to the
station.

At the invitation of hundreds of Korean girls in bright
costumes, Lin Feng, Yeh Chien-ying, Wu Hsiu-chuan and
other Chinese guests danced Korean and Chinese dances
with them in the square in front of the station. The morn-
ing of September 23, on his way to Pyongyang, Chairman
Liu Shao-chi went boating with President Choi Yong Kun
on the Yonpung Reservoir, the largest irrigation project in
Korea, returning to Pyongyang that afternoon.



Chairman Liu Shao-chi‘s Speech
At Pyongyang

Following is a translation of the full text of the
speech delivered by Chairman Liu Shao-chi at the Pyong-
yang mass rally cn September 18. Boldface emphases are

the same as those printed in “Renmin Ribao.” Subheads
are ours. — Ed.

EVER since we stepped on the soil of the Democratic

People’s Republic of Korea, we have been enthusias-
tically welcomed everywhere by the Korean people and
surrounded by an atmosphere of great friendship born of
proletarian internationalism. (Thunderous applause and
cheers.) Now we are meeting at this great rally with the
fraternal Korean people. This fills our hearts with im-
mense affection and joy. In the name of the 650 million
Chinese people, the Central Committee of the Chinese
Communist Party and Comrade Mao Tse-tung and the
Government of the People’s Republic of China, I extend
the warmest greetings and. highest respect to the heroic
residents of Pyongyang and all the Korean people. to the
glorious Korean Workers’ Party, to the Government of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and to Comrade
Kim II Sung, the beloved leader of the Korean people and
bosom friend of the Chinese people. (Thunderous applause
and cheers.)

Although only four days have elapsed since we set
foot on the soil of heroic Korea, we have seen for our-
selves the great achievements in socialist construction
made by the Korean people who are confronted directly
by U.S. imperialism, the heroism of the Korean people
who are galloping full speed ahead on chullima [winged-
steed], and the revolutionary spirit of the Korean people
who are defending and building their fatherland with
weapon in one hand and hammer and sickle in the other.
All these have immeasurably inspired us.

It is no exaggeration to say that north Korea is indeed
an impregnable bulwark towering on the eastern outpost
of the socialist camp. (Warm applause.)

Great People and Great Party

The Korean pecple are a great people with lofty as-
pirations and ideals, industrious, courageous and engaging
in arducus struggles; the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea is a great country which has grown up in the
flames of revolutionary struggles against imperialism,
both tested in war and tempered in construction: the
Korean Workers’ Party is a great Party which has always
held high the banner of Marxism-Leninism and adhered
to the principles of proletarian internationalism. (Thun-
derous applause and cheers.)) Such a people, such a Party
and such a country are indomitable and invincible. (Warm
applause.)

The revolutionary struggles of the Korean people
under the leadership of the Korean Communists led by
Comrade Kim Il Sung have an important place in the his-
tory of revolutions of the oppressed nations in the East.
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Without a strong rear and the support of regular
armed forces, the anti-Japanese guerrillas led by Comrade
Kim Il Sung fought heroically against ferocious Japanese
imperialism for 15 years and. with the support of the
Soviet Red Army, gained final victory.

The establishment of the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea. the first state in the annals of Korea in
which the people have become masters, has opened up a
new era in Korean history.

Soon after the founding of the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, U.S. imperialism brazenly unleashed a
war of aggression against Korea.

At that time, confronted by the most powerful and
vicious enemy in the world, the Korean people faced a
serious choice: resistance or non-resistance. They resisted
heroically and won. (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

This magnificent victory of the Korean people set
a shining example of daring to struggle and daring to win
victory for the oppressed nations throughout the world.

On the battlefields of Korea, U.S. imperialism suf-
fered its first disastrous defeat since the founding of the
United States of America. Despite its possession of atom
bombs, it failed to intimidate the heroic Korean people
and save itself from defeat at their hands.

The great victory of the Korean people in their war
of national liberation demonstrates that imperialism and
all reactionaries are paper tigers and that the atom bomb,
too, is a paper tiger. What is truly powerful is the people,
not imperialism and reaction. The decisive factor in war
is man, not one or two weapons of a new type.

The great victory of the Korean people in their war
of national liberation proves that today when U.S. impe-
rialism possesses nuclear weapons, the peoples of various
ccuntries can wage armed struggles against aggression
and attain victory so long as they are confident of their
own strength, stand together, and are not afraid of nuclear
blackmail by U.S. imperialism. (Thunderous applause and
cheers.) Gurs is an era of emancipation and liberation of
the oppressed peoples and nations, an era in which impe-
rialism and colonialism are heading towards their doom:
it certainly is not an era in which nuclear weapons can
decide everything.

At present, the heroic Korean people, standing firm
on the eastern outpost of the socialist camp, are carrying
on a tit-for-tat struggle against U.S. imperialism.

The Korean people, relying on the powerful People’s
Army, the well-trained worker-peasant Red Guards and a
nationwide defence system, are safeguarding the security
of their republic, and at the same time defending the so-
cialist camp and peace in Asia and the world. (Warm
applause.)

Holding aloft the banner of proletarian international-
ism, the Korean people have made outstanding contribu-
tions in support of the oppressed peoples and nations, and
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in opposition to imperialism and old and new colonialism.
(Warm applause.)

In order to realize the aspirations of the whole Korean
nation and strive for the peaceful reunification of Korea,
the Government of the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea has made tremendous efforts and advanced a
number of reasonable proposals in the past ten years,
which have won the enthusiastic approval of all the
Korean people and extensive support from people all over
the globe.

U.S. imperialism, however, continues its occupation of
south Korea and obstinately obstructs the peaceful reuni-
fication of Korea. In contravention of the Korean armi-
stice agreement, it is constantly introducing into south
Korea various kinds of new-type weapons including atomic
weapons and constantly committing armed provocations
along the military demarcation line. It has also instigated
the Pak Jung Heui clique to hold the so-called “ROK-
Japan talks” with the Japanese Government in an at-
tempt to re-introduce Japanese imperialist forces into
south Korea. South Korea has been turned into a source
of tension in the Far East as a result of these aggressive
acts of U.S. imperialism.

South Korea under the occupation of U.S. imperialism
is a hell on earth. The south Korean people living under
intolerable conditions have time and again courageously
launched a just struggle against U.S. imperialism and for
national salvation. The U.S. puppet Syngman Rhee has
been overthrown by the south Korean people. Another
US. puppet Pak Jung Heui will be overthrown too by
the south Korean people sooner or later. The scheme of
U.S. imperialism to perpetuate the division of Korea is
doomed to failure. The day will surely come when the
U.S. aggressors will have to get off the sacred soil of
Korea. (Warm applause.) )

At this grand rally. I once again solemnly declare in
the name of the Chinese people that. at whatever time
and under whatever circumstances, the Chinese people will
stand alongside the Korean people. (Thunderous ap-
plause and cheers) The Chinese people resolutely and
unhesitatingly support all the Korean people in their just
struggle for the peaceful reunification of their fatherland
and the south Korean people in their just struggle against
U.S. imperialism and for national salvation. (Thunderous
applause and cheers.)

We are convinced that the three-thousand-li expanse
of Korean territory will definitely be reunified and the
30 million Korean people reunited, no matter how many
obstacles they may encounter on their onward march.
(Warm applause.)

Able Builders of Socialism

Comrades and Friends!

The Korean people are not only staunch revolutionary
fighters against imperialism, but also able builders of
socialism. (Warm applause.)

During the war, brutal U.S. imperialism reduced the
whole of the northern part of Korea to a vast expanse of
ruins. The Korean people, however, under the brilliant
leadership of the Korean Workers' Party and Comrade
Kim Il Sung and relying mainly on their own efforts. in
less than 10 years wiped out all traces of the ravages of
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war and built a socialist country which is gaining increas-
ing prosperity. .

In the 15 years since the founding of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, Korean industrial production
has risen 15.5 times.

Korean agriculture has been changed from an in-
dividual economy into a large-scale, collective socialist
economy, with production increasing from year to year.
The northern part of Korea. where grain supplies were
always short in pre-liberation years, is now self-sufficient
in grain.

The whole world sees that the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea has emerged in East Asia as an in-
dustrial-agricultural socialist country (warm applause) with
the solid foundation of an independent national economy.
(Warm applause.) In this prosperous socialist country, the
problems of people's clothing, food and housing have, in
the main, been solved. This is a phenomenal success. The
Chinese people heartily congratulate the fraternal Korean
people on their greatl success. (Thunderous applause and
cheers.)

The Korean people are now striving for the fulfilment
of the Seven-Year Plan. The Seventh Plenary Session of
the Central Committee of the Korean Workers’ Party held
not long ago called on all the Party members and the
entire population to spur their flying horse to full speed
to bring about new, gigantic upsurges in socialist construc-
tion. And now the Korean people are working valiantly
in response to the call of the Korean Workers' Party. We
are convinced that the magnificent Seven-Year Plan will
be steadily realized, and that before long, the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea will become a socialist coun-
try with modern industry and agriculture. (Warm
applause.)

The brilliant successes achieved by the Korean people
in building socialism are the victory of the general line
adopted by the Korean Workers’ Party for socialist con-
struction — the chullima movement, the victory of the
chungsan-ri spirit and the chungsan-ri working method
evolved and advocated by Comrade Kim Il Sung, the
victory of the improved systems of industrial management
and agricultural guidance worked out by the Korean
Workers’ Party, and the victory of the revolutionary mass
line consistently followed by the Korean Workers’ Party.
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

Revolutionary Spiiit of Self-Reliance

In the protracted revolutionary struggle against impe-
rialism, and in the course of socialist revolution and so-
cialist construction, the Korean Workers’ Party has always
educated the cadres and people in the revolutionary
spirit of relying on themseclves. This spirit is completely
in line with Marxism-Leninism. The masses of the people
are the makers of history, and the history of every coun-
try is created by its own people. The revolution and con-
struction of each and every country need the sympathy
and support of other peoples of the world, but depend
mainly on the strength of the pcople of the country con-
cerned. Who else can take their place if the people of
the country do not themselves carry out their revolution
and engage in national construction?

The revolutionary spirit of self-reliance represents
both patriotism and proletarian internationalism. Com-
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rade Kim Il Sung has put it aptly: “It is the duty of
those born in Korea fo carry out the revolution and build
socialism and communism in Korea. The Korean revolu-
tion is an internationalist obligation assigned to the
Koreans. Therefore, the Korean people can be regarded
as having fulfilled their internationalist obligation only
when they, first of all, have made a success of the Korean
revolution.” (Warm applause.) The victory of a revolu-
tion in any country not only emancipates its own people,
but also supports and encourages the oppressed peoples
and nations throughout the world. Success in national
construction in every socialist country increases the might
of the entire socialist camp and reinforces the strength
which stands behind the oppressed peoples and nations in
their struggle.

Under the leadership of the Chinese Communist Party
and Comrade Mao Tse-tung, the Chinese people have,
throughout their protracted revolution, followed the policy
of relying mainly on their own efforts, supplemented by
foreign aid. (Thunderous applause and cheers.) It has
been proved in practice that this line is correct both in
revolutionary struggle and in the course of construction.

Now, some people actuallysoppose this line of relying
mainly on one’s own efforts in construction being followed
by some fraternal countries. They say that since the so-
cialist camp, formed by a number of socialist countries.
exists one should make use of these highly favourable
circumstances to carry out international division of labour
in national construction and practise co-operation in pro-
duction in accordance with the principles of proletarian
internationalism, and should not lay stress on the principle
of self-reliance. If anyone stresses it, they say, he is
advocating “nationalism” and “going it alone.”

This is distortion with ulterior motives. Everyone
understands that self-reliance definitely does not mean a
closed-door policy and rejection of external aid. But
every country, in its revolution and construction, must
rely mainly on its own efforts and seek external assistance
only as a supplement. Every socialist country must firmly
follow the line of relying mainly on its own efforts in
national construction, and rapidly develop its own econ-
omy by depending on the labour and wisdom of its own
people and fully utilizing its own resources. Only then
is it possible to talk about supplying each other's needs
and helping and co-operating closely with each other in
accordance with the principles of complete equality,
respect for each other’s independence and sovereignty
and non-interference in each other’s internal affairs and
on the basis of the principles of proletarian international-
ism. On the one hand, a socialist country has no reason
not to produce what it needs and is capable of producing,
On the other, it is only natural for the socialist countries
to assist and co-operate with each other in certain fields
of production according to each other’s needs and capabil-
ities and on the basis of equality and mutual benefit. In
any case, the international division of labour and co-
operation in production must not be used as a pretext for
opposing the principle of self-reliance. When a socialist
country follows the line of relying mainly on its own
efforts and builds socialism successfully, it will only bring
good to all socialist countries. Why then should one go
out of one's way to oppose it?
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The essence of the controversy is not to be found here.
Those who are opposing us do not actually adhered to
proletarian internationalism. Nor do they sincerely want
to increase the might of the entire socialist camp through
the international division of labour and co-operation in
production which cater to each other’s needs and benefit
each other. They are only wrapping themselves in an
attractive cloak in order to profit at the expense of others,
a practice characteristic of relations among capitalist coun-
tries, so as to prevent the economically underdeveloped
socialist countries from developing an independent na-
tional economy and to make these countries economically
dependent on them and come under their political control.
In their opinion, the other fraternal countries only have
the duty to make sacrifices to serve their interests, and no
right to develop an independent national economy. This
practice disregards even the principle of respect for each
other's independence and sovereignty which must be fol-
lowed in international relations in general. How can they
talk about proletarian internationalism? Their position is
one of both great-power chauvinism and national egoism.

Strengthening ldeological Education

In the periods of revolution and construction, the
Korean Workers' Party has consistently adhered to the
policy of giving precedence to politics; it has worked
unremittingly to educate its members and the masses in
class consciousness, in revolutionary traditions and in com-
munism with the aim of turning all the working people
into conscious socialist builders and revolutionaries.

The Korean Workers' Party holds that, as the Korean
people are undertaking socialist construction in the midst
of bitter class struggle, the more the construction advances
and the higher the people’s living standards rise, the
greater is the necessity to further strengthen ideological
education. It points out that when remnants of old
ideologies still survive in the minds of the working people
and when the influence ol bourgeois ideology exists inside
and outside the country, any weakening of ideological
education will give rise to love of comfort and feeling of
weariness among the masses, benumbing their class con-
sciousness and hampering socialist construction. This
shows that the Korean Workers' Party is a Party guided
by high principles and revolutionary foresight. (Warm
applause.)

Our experience shows that class struggle will continue
for a very long time after the proletariat gains power.
This is because the overthrown exploiters will always
strive to stage a comeback: new bourgeois elements of
capitalism are constantly and spontaneously generated in
the petty-bourgeois atmosphere; political degenerates and
new bourgeois elements may emerge in the ranks of the
working class as a result of corrupting bourgeois influence,
while the existence of imperialism constitutes an external
factor for continued class struggle in the socialist coun-
tries.  Therefore, after atlaining power, the proletariat
must  uphold and consolidate its dictatorship and
carry the socialist revolution through to the end on
the economic, political and ideological fronts. (Warm
applause.)

Obviously, any denial of the existence of class dif-
ferences and class struggle in a socialist country, any
weakening or renunciation of the dictatorship of the pro-
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letariat, will inevitably lead to the abandoning of the
socialist revolution half way and to a serious historical
retrogression. This is extremely incorrect and dangerous.

The tremendous victories and brilliant successes won
by the Korean people in revolutionary struggle and
construction arc the result of the creative application by
the Central Commitiee of the Korean Workers' Party
headed by Comrade Kim Il Sung of the universal truth of
Marxism-Leninism to the concrete practice of the revolu-
tion and construction of Korea. They are the result of
the correct lines, guiding principles and policies worked
out by the Korean Workers' Party for each phase of the
Korean revolution and construction. (Thunderous applause
and cheers.)

The Korean Workers' Party has not only led the
Korean people in overcoming one difficulty after another,
from one victory to a still bigger one, but it has also
enriched and developed Marxism-Leninism through these
laborious and complex struggles. (Warm applause.)

It has devoted its unrelentling efforts to defending the
purity of Marxism-Leninism, combating modern revision-
ism, safeguarding the unity of the socialist camp and the
international communist movement on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism. and opposing splittism. (Warm ap-
plause.)

It is the Korean people’s good fortune to have such
staunch leadership as that of the Korean'Workers’ Party
and such a brilliant leader as Comrade Kim 11 Sung.
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

It is glorious for the international communist move-
ment to have in its ranks such a heroic detachment as the
Korean Workers' Party headed by Comrade Kim 11 Sung.
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

The Chinese Communist Party is proud of having
such a staunch comrade-in-arms as the Korean Workers’
Party headed by Comrade Kim Il Sung. (Thunderous
applause and cheers.)

The Korean Communists and people, in their pro-
tracted revolution and national construction. have ac-
cumulated rich experiences which are not only precious
for the Korean people but also the common treasure for
all Communists and revolutionary people. (Warm  ap-
plause.) The Chinese Communists and people will con-
tinue to learn from your advanced experience,

World Situation for Revolution — Excellent
Comrades and friends!

The situation in the world today is excellent for rev-
olution. This situation is favourable to the revolutionary
people of all countries and unfavourable to imperialism
and reaction.

The strength of the countries in the socialist camp is
growing with each passing day. Despite the fact that
some difficulties for certain reasons have arisen in the
unity among the socialist countries, the consciousness of
the people of these countries is heightening and their
unity cannot be undermined. At any rate, in the face of
imperialism, their common enemy, they must unite and
persevere in struggle. (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

In the developed capitalist countries in Western
Europe and North America, the working class and other
working people have been constantly waging various
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kinds of mass struggles; they are in the process of a new
awakening. Especially noteworthy is the mighty unprec-
edented Freedom March on Washinglon in the heart of
U.S. imperialism, in which 200,000 Negroes and while
people opposing racial discrimination took part. (Warm
applause.)

The revolutionary situation which is directly pound-
ing imperialism headed by the United States continues to
develop in many countries in Asia, Africa and Latin
America.

U.S. imperialism has failed to prevent the people of
south Viet Nam from piling up victory after victory in
their armed struggle despite the fact that it has employed
large numbers of troops, various kinds of new weapons
and all sorts of barbarous fascist methods. (Warm ap-
plause.)

The provocations unleashed in Laos by U.S. imperi-
alism and its lackeys in violation of the Geneva agree-
ments can never hamper the successful struggle of the
Laotian people, but will only end in ignominious failure.
(Warm applause.)

In Japan, under the armed occupation of U.S. impe-
rialism, the Japanese people are rising in their anti-U.S.,
patriotic and just struggle against the U.S.-Japan Security.
Treaty and to demand the dismantling of the U.S. military
bases and oppose the entry of U.S. nuclear submarines
into the country. (Warm applause.)

In the vast areas of Africa, the struggle against im-
perialism and colonialism, both old and new, is rising.

Al the very doorstep of U.S. imperialism, the Cuban
people have repeatedly smashed its schemes of aggression
and thus defended the independence and sovereignty of
their country and the revolution. (Warm applause.) In
other Latin American countries, popular struggles and
revolutionary armed struggles are being waged againsi
U.S. imperialism and its lackeys.

Numerous facts have shown that wherever U.S. im-
perialism has stretched its tentacles, there are anti-U.S.
struggles and convulsions. U.S. imperialism is finding
the going tougher and tougher with each passing day.

However. no reactionary class would, of its own ac-
cord, quit the stage of history. In its deathbed struggles,
U.S. imperialism goes all out to use its counter-
revolutionary two-faced tactics to save itself from defeat.
While frantically engaged in an arms drive to prepare for
both nuclear war and conventional war, it is cunningly
peddling the “strategy of peace” backed by armed force,
in an attempt to break up the socialist camp and under-
mine the national-liberation movement and the revolu-
tionary struggle of the peoples of all countries.

Struggle Against Imperialism Calls for Combating
Modern Revisionism

What warrants our serious attention here is the fact
that the modern revisionists, fully meeting the needs of
U.S. imperialism, have launched within the international
communist movement a campaign against Marxism-
Leninism and against the Chinese Communist Party and
other fraternal Parties which uphold Marxism-Leninism,

Lenin said: “All oppressing classes need two social
functions to safeguard their rule: the function of the
hangman and the function of the priest.” The modern

11



revisionists are performing the latter in helping U.S. im-
perialism deceive and benumb the people of the world.

The present world situation has developed to such a
point that in order to combat imperialism, it is often
necessary to combat at the same time modern revisionism
which serves imperialism. The problem is thus sharply
presented before the Communists and revolutionary peo-
ple of the whole world.

Like the old-line revisionists, the modern revisionists
betray Marxism-Leninism, oppose revolution and capit-
ulate to imperialism. If there is any marked distinction
between them, it is that the modern revisionists base their
reactionary theories and reactionary policies on their

blind faith in nuclear weapons and on the practice of
nuclear blackmail.

The modern revisionists hold that atom bombs do not
follow the class principle, that nuclear war would destroy
all mankind, that the imperialists seem to have the
freedom to drop atom bombs anywhere and that in pres-
ent-day circumstances sparks of war caused by the
national-liberation movement or the revolutionary strug-
gle of the peoples may develop into a nuclear world war
in which everyone in the world would perish.

The modern revisionists hold that if a nuclear war
should break out, the question of socialism would be
eliminated altogether in the case of many peoples, because
they would have disappeared bodily from our planet.
Therefore, the modern revisionists smear the national-
liberation movement and the revolutionary struggle of
the people round the world as a “movement for piling up

corpses” and as “promising the peoples freedom after
death.”

The modern revisionists, dismissing the great signif-
icance of the revolutionary struggle of the people of all
countries, blindly worship the omnipotence of nuclear
weapons. They recklessly brandish their nuclear weap-
ons to blackmail other countries. When they know for
sure they would meet no opponent, they resort to
gambling and then ascribe the achievements of the revolu-
tionary struggle of the peoples to the credit of their policy
of nuclear blackmail. But once confronted by an op-
ponent, they capitulate,,at the expense of the interests of
the revolutionary people, to the nuclear blackmail of the
opponent, sliding from adventurism to capitulationism.
When they engage in gambling, they boast about their
nuclear weapons in extravagant terms; when they
capitulate, they allege that nuclear war is imminent and
that their capitulation is “in obedience to the imperative
call of the times” and has “saved world peace.” If anyone
criticizes them he will be accused of “longing to launch a
thermonuclear world war.”

We maintain that nuclear weapons in the hands of a
socialist country would always be for defensive purposes.
It is impermissible for any socialist country to be the first
to use nuclear weapons under any circumstances. The
most reliable force of the socialist countries and all other
peace-loving countries in opposing imperialist aggression
lies in their own defence capacity and the strength of the
people, not in the nuclear weapons of other countries. In
threatening that they would use rocket-nuclear weapons
to prevent imperialist aggression against this or that coun-
try, the modern revisionists are indulging in boastful talk
and are entirely wrong politically. (Thunderous ap-
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applause and cheers.) 1f they should go to such lengths
as iniliating the use of nuclear weapons to provoke a nu-
clear world war, they would surely be most severcly con-
demned by the people of the world. (Thunderous
applause and cheers.)

Modern Revisionism Contravenes Fundamental
- Thesis of Marxism

While capitulating to the imperialist policy of nuclear
blackmail, the modern revisionists continue to practise
nuclear blackmail against the people of the socialist
countries and the revolutionary people of the whole
world. Nuclear blackmail needs a monopoly of nuclear
weapons. The modern revisionists ally themselves with
the imperialist nuclear powers in an attempt to achieve a
joint monopoly of nuclear weapons, for the very purpose
of practising nuclear blackmail in collaboration with im-
perialism.

The modern revisionists try to scare the oppressed
peoples and nations of the world with nuclear horror,
demanding thal they endure for ever domination and op-
pression by imperialism and reaction and that they must
behave themselves or else they will go into the inferno of
nuclear war.

The modern revisionists propagate the idea that com-
plete and general disarmament can be realized even when
imperialism still exists and that if the world's oppressed
peoples and nations obey their command and behave
themselves they would, before long, enter a heaven “with-
out weapons, without armed forces, without wars.”

In the eyes of the modern revisionists, the main con-
tradiction of our time is between mankind and nuclear
weapons, between life and death. All class and national
contradictions must now be subordinated to this con-
tradiction. To survive is everything. The philosophy of
survival has replaced the revolutionary theories of
Marxism-Leninism.

In their opinion, as a result of the emergence of nu-
clear weapons, the nature of our age has changed, and
so have the nature of war, the law of class struggle, and
the nature of imperialism. The possibility and necessity for
social revolulion and national revolulion have ceased to
exist. Marxism-Leninism has become an outmoded dogma.

Proceeding precisely from these viewpoints, they at-
tempt to do away with class struggle, national revolution,
proletarian revolution, and proletarian dictatorship, by
means of what they call a line of peaceful coexistence,
peaceful competition, and peaceful transition,

The Manifesto of the Communist Party says: “The
Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims. They
openly declare that their ends can be altained only by the
forcible overthrow of all existing social conditions.”
(Thunderous applause and cheers.) The starting point of
all the theories of the modern revisionists contravenes
this fundamental thesis of Marxism,

We, Marxist-Leninists, firmly oppose the reactionary
theories of the modern revisionists, which cater to the
needs of the imperialists’ policy of nuclear blackmail,
forbid and oppose revolution, and substitute class col-
laboration for class struggle. (Thunderous applause and
cheers.)
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We believe that nuclear weapons possess unprec-
edented destructive power. However, the imperialists
have not dared and do not dare use nuclear weapons
wherever they please. This is because it would be most
unpopular to use them; because it is difficult for the im-
perialists to use such weapons to deal with wars of na-
tional liberation or civil wars; and because, if the im-
perialists use nuclear weapons to start a world war, they
will court their own destruction. (Thunderous applause and
cheers.)

We believe that nuclear arms can be prohibited and
nuclear war prevented. If the imperialists actually pro-
voke a world nuclear war, it will not be the whole of
mankind that will be destroyed, but the heinous imperi-
alist system which subjects mankind to such a great
calamity. (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

We believe that the emergence of nuclear arms has
not changed and cannot possibly change the revolutionary
principles of Marxism-Leninism. (Thunderous applause
and cheers.) Even with the emergence of nuclear weap-
ons, class struggle remains the moving force which
carries history forward, and war remains the continua-
tion of politics. The imperialists resort as before to
counter-revolutionary wars to carry out their policy of
oppressing and enslaving the people of all countries, while
the nations and people subjected to aggression and op-
pression continue to resort, when conditions are ripe, to
revolutionary wars to oppose imperialist aggression and
oppression and to win their independence and liberation.
(Warm applause.) The history of the 18 years since the
end of World War II proves that the victories steadily
won by the peoples in their wars against aggression and
revolutionary wars have not led to a world war. Instead,
they have greatly reduced the imperialists’ capabilities of
unleashing a world war and have played a vital part in
safeguarding world peace.

The modern revisionists try to gloss over the essence
of their differences with the Marxist-Leninists by means
of various lies and slanders. They cannot succeed.
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

The essence of the differences between Marxist-
Leninists and the modern revisionists is whether or not,
since the emergence of nuclear weapons, to recognize the
universal truth of Marxism-Leninism, the universal signif-
icance of the road of the October Revolution, the revolu-
tionary principles of the 1957 Declaration and the 1960
Statement, the [act that the two-thirds of the world’s pop-
ulation still living under the imperialist and capitalist
system needs to make revolution, and the fact that the
remaining one-third already on the socialist road still
needs to carry the revolution through to the finish.

What Should Marxist-Leninists Do?

What should we Marxist-Leninists do in the face of
such serious differences?

Are we to abandon our correct position and submit
to the baton of the modern revisionists? No, absolutely
not. For if we do so, we should ourselves become revi-
sionists and traitors to Marxism-Leninism. (Thunderous
applause and cheers.)

Can we be indifferent and keep silent? No, absolutely
not. (Thunderous applause and cheers.) For if we do, it
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would mean abandoning the responsibility incumbent
upon Communists and renouncing the historic mission of
the international proletariat,

With the fraternal Korean Workers’ Party and all
other fraternal Marxist-Leninist parties, the Communist
Party of China has always stood for perseverance in prin-
ciple, the elimination of differences, and strengthening
the unity in joint opposition to the enemy. Even today
we entiertain hopes that those who have gone astray
would realize that the path they have taken is an ex-
tremely dangerous one and consequently would correct
their mistakes and return to the path of Marxism-
Leninism and proletarian internationalism.

But under no circumstances will we barter principles.
We must draw a clear line of demarcation between our-
selves and the modern revisionists and wage a resolute
struggle against them.

Marxism-Leninism has invariably developed in the
struggle against opportunism of all types. (Thunderous
applause and cheers.) At any rate, the people of all coun-
tries will oppose imperialism and all reactionaries, and
will embark upon revolution. Although imperialism,
reaction in various countries, and modern revisionism
have formed an anti-Marxist-Leninist and anti-revolu-
tionary alliance, becoming arrogant and clamorous for a
time, Marxism-Leninism can never be defeated, the rev-
olutions of the peoples can never be checked, and the
doom of imperialism can never be avoided. (Thunderous
applause and cheers.)

Sino-Korean Friendship Cemented by Blood

Comrades and friends!

China and Korea are allies as close to each other as
lips are to teeth. The people of the two countries are
sworn brothers who share their fate through thick and
thin. The Communist Party of China and the Korean
Workers’ Party are comrades-in-arms who cherish the
same ideals and follow the same path, fighting side by
side. (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

In their common struggle against imperialism and in
their common cause of building socialism, the people of
our two countries have always supported and encouraged
each other.

The Chinese people will never forget that in the
vears of our bitter struggle for freedom and liberation, a
countless number of Korean revolutionaries courageously
joined our struggle, shed their blood and laid down their
lives with Chinese revolutionaries, demonstrating the
most lofty spirit of proletarian internationalism.
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

The Chinese people will never forget that in the dark
years of Japanese imperialist aggression against our two
countries, the Korean Communists headed by Comrade
Kim Il Sung fought shoulder to shoulder with the Chi-
nese Communists and wrote a grand and militant epic.
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

The Chinese people will never forget that in the grim
years of the U.S. imperialists’ aggression against Korea
and their threat to China, the Korean people fought at
the foremost front and made heavy sacrifices, thereby
not only defending the independence of Korea but also
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protecting the security of China.
und cheers.)

(Thunderous applause

The Chinese people will never forget that in the last
10 years the Korean people have been defending the
eastern oulpost of the socialist camp, and safeguarding
the peaceful environment in which the Chinese people
have heen carrying on their socialist construction.
(Thunderous applause cnd cheers.)

The great friendship and militant unity hetween our
two countries, two Parties, and two peoples have been
cemented by blood; they have long stood the test of rev-
olutionary storms and are firmly based on Marxism-
Leninism and proletarian internationalism. No force on
earth can destroy them. (Thunderous applause and
cheers.)

The Chinese people will for ever unite closely with
the fraternal Korcan people and struggle to the end
against imperialism and modern revisionism and to build
socialism; to create a new world without imperialism,
without capitalism, and without any system of exploita-
tion; and for the victory of socialism and communism
throughout the world. (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

.

Long live the greal [riendship and militant unity,
cemented by blood, between the Chinese and Korean peo-
ples! (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

Long live the heroic Korean people! (Thunderous ap-
plause and cheers.)

Long live the Korean Democratic People’s Republic!
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

Long live the glorious Korean Workers® Party!
(Thunderous applause and cheers.)

Long live Comrade Kim Il Sung. the beloved leader
of the Korean people and a close friend of the Chinese
people! (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

Long live the unity of the peoples of the socialist
camp! (Thunderous applause and cheers.)

Workers of all countries, unite!

Workers of all countries and the oppressed peoples
and nations, unite!

Long live all-conquering Marxism-Leninism! (Pro-
longed applause and cheers.)

IS YUGOSLAVIA A SOCIALIST
COUNTRY?

Comment on the Open Letter of the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U. (3)

by the Editorial Departments of “Renmin Ribao” and “Hongqi”

Is Yugoslavia a socialist country?

This is not only a question of ascertaining the nature
of the Yugoslav state, but it also involves the question
ol which road the socialist countries should follow: whether
they should follow the road of the October Revolution and
carry the socialist revolution through to the end or follow
the road of Yugoslavia and restore capitalism. In addi-
tion. it involves the question of how to appraise the Tito
clique: whether it is a fraternal Party and a force against
imperialism or a renegade from the international com-
munist movement and a lackey of imperialism.

On this question there are fundamental differences of
opinion between the leaders of the C.P.S.U.. on the one
hand, and ourselves and all other Marxist-Leninists, on
the other.

All Marxist-Leninists hold that Yugoslavia is not a
socialist country. The leading clique of the League of
Communists of Yugoslavia has betrayed Marxism-Lenin-
ism and the Yugoslav people and consists of renegades
from the international communist movement and lackeys
of imperialism.
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The leaders of the C.P.S.U.. on the other hand. hold
that Yugoslavia is a socialist country and that the League
of Communists of Yugoslavia bases itself on Marxism-
Leninism and is a fraternal Party and a force against
imperiplism.

In its open letter of July 14 the Central Committee
of the C.P.S.U. declares that Yugoslavia is a “socialist
country” and that the Tito clique is a *““fraternal Party”
that “stands at the helm of state.”

Recently Comrade Khrushchov paid a visit to Yugo-
slavia and in a number of speeches he revealed the real
standpoint of the leaders of the C.P.S.U. still more clearly.
and completely discarded the fig-leaf with which they had
been covering themselves on this question.

In Khrushchov’s opinion, Yugoslavia is not only a
socialist country but an “advanced” socialist country.
There, one finds not “idle talk about revolution” but
“actual construction of socialism.” and the development of
Yugoslavia is *“a concrete contribution to the general
world revolutionary workers' movement,” which Khrush-
chov rather envies and wishes to emulate.
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In Khrushchov's opinion, the leaders of the C.P.S.U.
and the Titoites are “not only class brothers” but “brothers
tied together . .. by the singleness of aims confronting
us.” The leadership of the C.P.S.U. is a “reliable and
faithful ally” of the Tito clique.

Khrushchov believes he has discovered genuine
Marxism-Leninism in the Tito clique. The Central Com-
mittee of the C.P.S.U. was merely pretending when it
asserted in its open letter that “differences on a number
of ideological questions of principle continue to remain
between the C.P.S.U. and the Yugoslav Communist
League.” Now Khrushchov has told the Tito clique that
“we belong to one and the same idea and are guided by
the same theory,” and that both stand on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism.

Khrushchov has cast the Statement of 1960 to the
winds.

The Statement says:

The Communist Parties have unanimously con-
demned the Yugoslav variety of international opportunism,
a variety of modern revisionist “theories” in concentrated
form.

It says:

After betraying Marxism-Leninism, which they termed
obsolete, the leaders of the League of Communists of
Yugoslavia opposed their anti-Leninist revisionist pro-
gramme to the Declaration of 1957; they set the L.C.Y.
against the international communist movement as a
whole. . . .

It says:
[The leaders of the L.C.Y. were] dependent on so-called
“aid” from U.S. and other imperialists, and thereby ex-

posed the Yugoslav people to the danger of losing the
revolutionary gains achieved through a heroic struggle.

It further says:

The Yugoslav revisionists carry on subversive work
against the socialist camp and the world communist move-
ment. ... They engage in activities which prejudice the
unity of all the peace-loving forces and countries.

The Statement is absolutely clear, and yet the leaders
of the C.P.S.U. dare to say: “In accordance with the 1960
Statement, we consider Yugoslavia a socialist country.”
How can they say such a thing!

One would like to ask:

Can a country be socialist when, as the Statement
says, it is guided by a variety of international opportun-
ism, a variety of modern revisionist theories?

Can a country be socialist when, as the Statement
says, it has betrayed Marxism-Leninism and sets itself
against the international communist movement as a whole?

Can a country be socialist when, as the Statement
says, it carries on subversive work against the socialist
camp and the world communist movement?

Can a country be socialist when, as the Statement
says, it engages in activities which prejudice the unity of
all the peace-loving forces and countries?

Can a country be socialist when the imperialist coun-
tries headed by the United States have nurtured it with
several billions of U.S. dollars?

September 27, 1963

This is indeed out of the ordinary and unheard of!

Apparently, Comrade Togliatti speaks more plainly
than Comrade Khrushchov. Togliatti did not mince his
words: he said the position taken by the Statement of
1960 on the Tito clique was “wrong.” Since Khrushchov
is bent on reversing the verdict on the Tito clique. he
should be more explicit; there is no need to pretend to
uphold the Statement.

Is the Statement’s verdict on Yugoslavia wrong and
should it be reversed? Togliatti says it is wrong and
should be reversed. Khrushchov in effect also says it is
wrong and should be reversed. We say it is not wrong
and must not be reversed. All fraternal Parties adhering
to Marxism-Leninism and upholding the Statement of
1960 likewise say it is not wrong and must not be reversed.

In doing so, in the opinion of the leaders of the
C.P.S.U.. we are clinging to a “stereotyped formula” and
to the “jungle laws” of the capitalist world and are
“‘excommunicating’ Yugoslavia from socialism.” Further-
more, whoever does not regard Yugoslavia as a socialist
country is said to be going contrary to facts and making
the mistake of subjectivism. whereas in shutting their
eyes to the facts and asserting that Yugoslavia is a so-
cialist country they are “proceeding from objective laws.
from the teaching of Marxism-Leninism” and have drawn
a conclusion based on “a profound analysis of reality.”

What are the realities in Yugoslavia? What sort of
conclusion ought one to draw if one proceeds from objec-
tive laws, from thlie teachings of Marxism-Leninism, and
makes a profound analysis of the realities in Yugoslavia?

Let us now look into this question.

The Development of Private Capital in Yugoslav Cities

One of Khrushchov's arguments to affirm that Yugo-
slavia is a socialist country is that private capital. private
enterprise and capitalists do not exist in Yugoslavia.

Is that true? No, it is not.

The fact is private capital and private enterprise exist
on a very big scale in® Yugoslavia and are developing
apace.

Judging by the record in all socialist countries, it is

‘not strange to find different sectors, including a private

capitalist sector, existing in the national economy of a
socialist country for a considerable period after the pro-
letariat has taken political power. What matters is the
kind of policy adopted by the government towards private
capitalism — the policy of utilizing, restricting, transform-
ing and eliminating it, or the policy of laissez-faire and
fostering and encouraging it. This is an important
criterion for determining whether a country is develop-
ing towards socialism or towards capitalism.

On this question the Tito clique is going in the
opposite direction from socialism. The social changes
Yugoslavia introduced in the early postwar period were
in the first place not thoroughgoing. The policy the Tito
clique has adopted since its open betrayal is not one of
transforming and eliminating private capital and private
enterprise but of fostering and expanding them.

Regulations issued by the Tito clique in 1953 stipulate
that “citizens’ groups” have the right to “found enter-
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prises” and “hire labour.” In the same year, it issued a
decree stipulating that private individuals have the right
to purchase fixed assets from state economic establish-
ments.

In 1956 the Tito clique encouraged local administra-
tions to foster private capital by its taxation and other
policies.

In 1961 the Tito clique decreed that private individ-
uals have the right to purchase foreign exchange.

In 1963 the Tito clique embodied the policy of develop-
ing private capitalism in its constitution. According to
provisions of the constitution, private individuals in
Yugoslavia may found enterprises and hire labour.

With the Tito clique’s help and encouragement, private
enterprise and private capital have mushroomed in the
cities in Yugoslavia.

According to the official Statistical Pocket-Book of
Yugoslavia, 1963, published in Belgrade, there are over
115,000 privately owned craft establishments in Yugo-
slavia. But in fact the owners of many of these private
enterprises are not “craftsmen” but typical private
capitalists.

The Tito clique admits that although the law allows
private owners to employ a maximum of five workers
each, there are some who employ ten or twenty times as
many and even some who employ “five to six hundred
workers.”!  And the annual turnover of some private en-
terprises is over 100 million dinars.2

Politika disclosed on December 7, 1961, that in many
cases these private entrepreneurs are actually “big entre-
preneurs.” It says: “It is difficult to ascertain how wide
the net of these private entrepreneurs spreads and how
many workers they have. According to the law, they are
entitled to keep five workers who are supposed to help
them in their work. But to those who know the ins and
outs of the matter, these five persons are actually con-
tractors who in turn have their own ‘sub-contractors.’”
“As a rule, these contractors no longer engage in labour
but only give orders. make plan$ and conclude contracts,
travelling by car from one enterprise to another.”

From the profits made by these entrepreneurs, one

can see that they are 100 per cent capitalists. Svet’

reported on December 8, 1961, that “the net income of
some private handicraftsmen reaches one million dinars
per month.” and the Belgrade Vecernje novosti said on
December 20, 1961, that in Belgrade *‘last vear 116 owners
of private enterprises each received an income of more
than 10 million dinars.” Some entreprencurs “received
an income of about 70 million dinars” in one year, which
is nearly U.S.$100,000 according to the official rate of
exchange.

In Yugoslav cities not only are there private in-
dustrial enterprises, private service establishments, private
commerce, private housing estates and private transport
business, there are also usurers, who are known as “private
bankers.” These usurers operate openly and even advertise
their business in the newspapers; one such advertisement
runs as follows: “A loan of 300,000 dinars for three
months offered. 400,000 dinars to be returned. Security
necessary.”
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All these are indisputable facts.

We would like to ask those who are bent on reversing
the verdict on the Tito clique: Unless it is your intention
to deceive, how can you assert that Yugoslavia has no
private capital, no private enterprise and no capitalists?

Yugoslav Countryside Swamped by Capitalism

Let us now consider the situation in the Yugoslav
countryside.

Does it no longer have capitalists, as Khrushchov
asserts?

No, the facts are quite the reverse.

The fact that Yugoslavia has been swamped by capi-
talism is even more striking in the countryside.

Marxism-Leninism teaches us that individual econo-
my, petty-producer economy generates capitalism daily and
hourly, and that only collectivization can lead agricul-
ture on to the path of socialism.

Stalin pointed out:

Lenin says that so long as individual peasant economy,
which engenders capitalists and capitalism, predominates
in the country, the danger of a restoration of capitalism
will exist. Clearly, so long as this danger exists there can
be no serious talk of the victory of socialist construction
in our country. (Stalin, Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow,
Vol. XI, p.8)

On this question the Tito clique pursues a line run-
ning counter to socialism.

In the initial postwar period a land reform took place
in Yugoslavia and a number of peasants’ working co-
operatives were organized. But in the main the rich-
peasant economy was left untouched.

In 1951 the Tito clique openly declared its abandon-
ment of the road of agricultural collectivization and
began to disband the peasants’ working co-operatives.
This was a serious step taken by the Tito clique in be-
traying the socialist cause. Such co-operatives decreased
from over 6,900 in 1950 to a little more than 1.200 at the
end of 1953, and to 147 in 1960. The Yugoslav country-
side is submerged in a sea of individual economy.

The Tito clique declares that collectivization has not
proved of value in Yugoslavia. It makes the vicious slan-
der that “collectivization is the same as expropriation”
and is a path which “preserves serfdom and poverty in the
countryside for the longest possible time.” It advocates
the ridiculous idea that the development of agriculture
should be “based on the free competition of economic
forces.”8

While dissolving many of the peasants’ working co-
operatives, the Tito clique has promulgated one law and
decree after another since 1953 to encourage the develop-
ment of capitalism in the rural areas, granting freedom
to buy, sell and rent land and to hire farm hands, abolish-
ing the planned purchase of agricultural produce and re-
placing it with free trading in this sphere.

Under this policy, the forces of capitalism spread
rapidly in the rural arcas and the process of polarization
quickened. This has been an important aspect of the Tito
clique's work of restoring capitalism.
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Polarization in the countryside is firstly revealed in
the changes occurring in land ownership. Slavko Komar,
formerly Yugoslav Secretary for Agriculture and Forestry,
admitted that in 1959 poor peasant households with less

than five hectares of land each. which constitute 70 per cent
of all peasant households. owned only 43 per cent of all
privately owned land. whereas rich peasant households
with more than eight hectares of land each, which form
only 13 per cent of all peasant households, owned 33 per
cent of all privately owned land. Komar also admitted that
about 10 per cent of the peasant households bought or
sold land every vear.” Most of the sellers were poverty-
stricken families.

The concentration of land is actually much more
serious than is apparent from the above data. As revealed
in the July 19, 1963. issue of Borba, the organ of the Tito
clique. in one district alone there were “thousands of
peasant households with far more than the legal maxi-
mum of ten hectares of land.” In Bijeljiina Commune, “it
was found that 500 peasant households owned estates of
ten to thirty hectares.” These are not isolated cases.

Polarization in the rural areas also manifests itself in
the great inequalities in the ownership of draught animals
and farm implements. Of the 308.000 peasant households
in the province of Vojvodina, which is a leading grain-
producing area, 55 per cent have no draught animals.
Peasant households with less than two hectares of land
each, which constitute 40.7 per cent of all peasant house-
holds, have only 4.4 per cent of all the ploughs in this
region, or an average of one plough to 20 households. On
the other hand, the rich peasants own more than 1,300
tractors and a great deal of other farm machinery as well
as large numbers of ploughs and animal-drawn carts.®

Polarization likewise manifests itself in the growth of
such forms of capitalist exploitation as the hiring of
labour.

The February 7, 1958, issue of Komunist revealed
that 52 per cent of the peasant households in Serbia own-
ing more than eight hectares of land hired labourers in
1956.

In 1962 Slavko Komar said that the heads of some
peasant households had in recent vears “become powerful.
Their income is derived not from their own labour but
from unlawful trade, from the processing of both their
own products and those of others, from illicit distilling
of spirits, from the possession of more than the prescribed
maximum of ten hectares of farmland. which is obtained
by purchasing, or more often by leasing land, fictitious
partition of land among family members, seizure or con-
cealment of public land, from the acquisition of trac-
tors through speculation and from the exploitation of poor
neighbours by cultivating their land for them.”?

Borba stated on August 30, 1962, that “the so-called
kind-hearted producer . . . is a leaseholder of land, a hirer
of labour and an experienced merchant. . . . Such people
are not producers, but entrepreneurs. Some never touch
a hoe all the year round. They hire labour and only su-
pervise the work in the field and they engage in trading.”

Usurers, too, are very active in the Yugoslav country-
side. Intercst rates often run to more than 100 per cent
per annum. In addition, there are people who, taking

September 27, 1963

advantage of the plight of the unemployed, monopolize
the labour market and practise exploitation in the process.

Deprived of land and other means of production, large
numbers of poverty-stricken peasants can live only by
selling their labour power. According to figures given
in Politika of August 20, 1962, about 70 per cent of the
1961 cash income of Yugoslav peasant houscholds with
less than two hectares of land came from selling their
labour power. These neasants are fleeced right and left
and lead a miserable life.

As facts show, the Yugoslav countryside is dominat-
ed by the exploiting class.

In arguing that Yugoslavia is a socialist country, the
open letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U.
states that the “socialist sector” in the rural areas of Yugo-
slavia has increased from 6 to 15 per cent.

Unfortunately, even this pitiable percentage is not
socialist.

By the socialist sector of 15 per cent the leaders of the
C.P.S.U. can only mean such organizations as the “agricul-
tural farms” and “general agricultural co-operatives” pro-
moted by the Tito clique. But in fact the “agricultural
farms” are capitalist farms and the “general agricultural
co-operatives” are capitalist economic organizations
engaging mainly in commerce. They do not affect the
private ownership of land; what is more, their main func-
tion is to foster the development of the rich-peasant
economy.

Problems of Agriculture in Yugoslavia, a work pub-
lished in Belgrade, states that “judging by how they are
organized today and how they function,” the co-opera-
tives “do not in the least signify socialist reconstruction
of agriculture and of the countryside. They are working not
so much for the creation of socialist strongholds as for
the development and promotion of capitalist elements.
There are cases in which these co-operatlives are kulak
associations.”

The Tito clique has given the general agriculiural co-
operatives the monopoly right to purchase agricultural
products from the peasanis. Taking advantage of this
special privilege and of uncontrolled fluctuations in prices
of farm produce, the se-called co-operatives speculate and
through such commercial activities exploit the peasants
in a big way. In 1958 Yugoslavia had a poor harvest. The
co-operatives and other commercial organs took the op-
portunity to raise the selling prices of farm produce. The
year 1959 brought a better harvest and the co-operatives
broke their contraci; with the peasants and reduced their
purchases, not even hesitating to let the crops rot in the
fields.

The general agricultural co-operatives and the “agri-
cultural farms” hire and exploit a large number of long-
term and temporary workers. According to data in The
Statistical Year-Book of the Federal People’s Republic of
Yugoslavia of 1962, long-term workers hired by the co-
operatives alone totalled more than 100,000 in 1961. A
large number of temporary workers were also employed.
As disclosed by Rad on December 1, 1962, hired labourers
“are very often subject to the crudest exploitation (the
working day may be as leng as 15 hours), and usually
their personal income is extremely low.”
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It is thus clear that these agricultural organizations
of the so-called socialist sector are nothing but capitalist
agricultural organizations.

Expropriation of poor peasants and promotion of capi-
talist farms form the Tito clique’s basic policy in the
sphere of agriculture. Back in 1955, Tito said that “we
do not abandon the idea that the day will come in Yu-
goslavia when small farms will be combined in one way
or another. . . . In America they have already done so.
We must find a solution to this problem.”

In order to take the capitalist path, in 1959 the Tito
clique promulgated the “Law on the Utilization of Cul-
tivated Land,” stipulating that the land of peasants work-
ing on their own, who cannot farm it according to require-
ments, is subject to the “compulsory management” of the
general  agricultural co-operatives and “agricultural
farms.” In effect, this means the expropriation of poor
peasanis and the forcible annexation of their land to
develop capitalist farms. This is the path of capitalist
agriculture, pure and simple.

In speaking of the transition from small peasant econ-
omy to an economy of large-scale farming, Stalin said.
“There you have two paths, the capitalist path and the
socialist path: the path forward — to socialism, and the
path backward —to capitalism.”

Is there a third path? Stalin said, “The so-called
third path is actually the second path, the path leading
back to capitalism.” “For what does it mean to return
to individual farming and to restore the kulaks? It means
restoring kulak bondage, restoring the exploitation of the
peasantry by the kulaks and giving the kulaks power.
But is it possible to restore the kulaks and at the same
time to preserve the Soviet power? No, it is not pos-
sible. The restoration of the kulaks is bound to lead
to the creation of a kulak power and to the liquidation
of the Soviet power — hence, it is bound to lead to the
formation of a bourgeois government. And the forma-
tion of a bourgeois government is bound to lead in its
turn to the restoration of the landlords and capitalists,
to the restoration of capitalism.” (Stalin, Works, F.L.LP.H.,
Moscow, Vol. XIII, p.248.)

The path taken by Yugoslavia in agriculture during
the past ten years and more is precisely the path of restor-
ing capitalism.

All these are indisputable facts.

We would like to ask those who are bent on revers-
ing the verdict on the Tito clique: Unless it is your in-
tention to deceive, how can you assert that there are no
capitalists in Yugoslavia?

The Degeneration of Socialist Economy Owned by the
Whole People Into Capitalist Economy

The restoration of capitalism in Yugoslavia manifests
itself not only in the fact that private capitalism is spread-
ing freely both in the cities and in the countryside. Still
more important, the “public” enterprises, which play a
decisive role in the Yugoslav economy, have degenerated.

The Tito clique’s economy of “workers’ self-govern-
ment” is state capitalism of a peculiar kind. It is not
state capitalism under conditions of the dictatorship of
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the proletariat but state capitalism under conditions in
which the Tito clique has turned the dictatorship of the
proletariat into the dictatorship of the bureaucrat-com-
prador bourgeoisie. The means of production of the
enterprises under “workers’ self-government” do not
belong to one or more private capitalists but to the new
type of bureaucrat-comprador bourgeoisie of Yugoslavia,
which includes the bureaucrats and managers and which
the Tito clique represents. Usurping the name of the state,
depending on U.S. imperialism and disguising itself under
the cloak of socialism, this bureaucrat-comprador bour-
geoisie has robbed the working people of the property
originally belonging to them. In reality, “workers’ self-
government” is a system of ruthless exploitation under
the domination of bureaucrat-comprador capital.

Since 1950, the Tito clique has issued a series of de-
crees instituting “workers’ self-government” in all state-
owned [actories, mines and other enterprises in com-
munications, transport, trade, agriculture, forestry and
public utilities. The essence of “workers’ self-govern-
ment” consists of handing over the enterprises to “work-
ing collectives,” with each enterprise operating independ-
ently. purchasing its own raw materials. deciding on the
variely. output and prices of its products and marketing
them. and determining its own wage scale and the divi-
sion of part of its profits. Yugoslav decrees further
stipulate that economic enterprises have the right to buy,
sell or lease fixed assets.

In the enterprises under “workers’ self-government,”
ownership is described by the Tito clique as “a higher
form of socialist ownership.” They assert that only with
“workers’ sell-government” can one “really build social-
ism,”

This is sheer deception.

Theoretically speaking, as anyone with a slight know-
ledge of Marxism knows, slogans like “workers’ self-
government” and “factories to the workers” have never
been Marxist slogans but slogans advanced by anarchist
syndicalists, bourgeois socialists and old-line opportunists
and revisionists,

The theory of “workers’ self-government” and “fac-
tories to the workers” runs counter to the fundamental
Marxist theory of socialism. It was completely refuted
by the classical Marxist writers long ago.

As Marx and Engels pointed out in the Communist
Manifesto, “The proletariat will use its political suprem-
acy to wrest, by degrees, all capital from the bour-
geoisie, to centralize all instruments of production in the
hands of the State. . . .”

Engels wrote in Anti-Duhring, “The proletariat seizes
political power and turns the means of production into
state property.”

Having seized political power, the proletariat must
concenirate the means of production in the hands of the
state of the dictatorship of the proletariat. This is a
fundamental principle of socialism.

In the early period of Soviet power following the
October Revolution when some people advocated handing

the factories over to .the producers so that they could
“organize production” directly, Lenin sternly criticized
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this view, saying that in reality it meant opposition to
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

He acutely pointed out,

- - . Any direct or indircet legalization of the posses-
sion of their own production by the workers of individual
factories or individual professions or of their right to
weaken or impede the decrees of the state power is the
greatest distortion of the basic principles of Soviet power
and the complete renunciation of socialism. (Lenin, On
the Democracy and Socialist Character of the Soviet
Power.)

It is thus clear that “workers’ self-government” has
nothing to do with socialism.

In fact, the “workers’ self-government” of the Tito
clique does not provide self-government on the part of
the workers: it is a hoax.

The enterprises under “workers’ self-government” are
actually in the clutches of the new bureaucrat-comprador
bourgeoisie represented by the Tito clique. It controls
the enterprises’ property and personnel and takes away
much the greater part of their income.

Through the banks the Tito clique controls the credit
of the entire country and the investment funds and liquid
capital of all enterprises and supervises their financial
affairs.

The Tito clique plunders the income of these enter-
prises by various means, such as the collection of taxes
and interest. According to the statistics of the “Report
on the Work in 1961 by the Federal Executive Council
of Yugoslavia,” it took away about three-quarters of the
enterprises’ net income in this way.

The Tito clique seizes the fruits of the people’s labour
which it appropriates chiefly for meeting the extravagant
expenses of this clique of bureaucrats, for maintaining its
reactionary rule, for strengthening the apparatus which
suppresses the working people. and for paying tribute to
the imperialists in the form of the servicing of foreign
debts.

Moreover, the Tito clique controls these enterprises
through their managers. The managers are nominally
chosen by competition by the enterprises but are in
fact appointed by the Tito clique. They are agents of
the bureaucrat-comprador bourgeoisie in these enter-
prises.

In the enterprises under “workers’ self-government,”
the relations between managers and workers are actually
relations between employers and employees, between the
exploiters and the exploited.

As matters stand, the managers can determine the
production plans and the direction of development of
these enterprises, dispose of the means of production, take
the decisions on the distribution of the enterprises’ in-
come, hire or fire workers and overrule the resolutions
of the workers’ councils or management boards.

Abundant information published in the Yugoslav
press proves that the workers' council is merely formal,

a kind of voting machine. and that all power in the enter-
prise is in the hands of the manager.

September 27, 1963

The fact that the manager of an enterprise controls
its means of production and the distribution of its income
enables him to appropriate the fruits of the workers’
labour by means of various privileges.

The Tito clique itself admits that in these enterprises
there is a wide gap between managers and workers not
only in wages but also in bonuses. In some enterprises,
the bonuses of the managers and higher staff are forty
times those of the workers. “In certain enterprises, the
total amount of the bonus which a group of leaders re-

ceived is equal to the wage fund of the entire collec-
tive.”10

Moreover, the managers of the enterprises use their
privileges to make a lot of money by various subterfuges.
Bribery, embezzlement and theft are still bigger sources
of income for the managers.

The broad masses of the workers live in poverty.
There is no guarantee of employment. Large numbers
of workers lose their jobs with the closing down of enter-
prises. According to official statistics, in February 1963
the number of the unemployed reached 339.000, or about
10 per cent of the number of the employed. In addition,
every year many workers go abroad seeking work.

Politika admitted on September 25, 1961, that “there
exists a great gap between some workers and office em-
ployees; the former look upon the latter as ‘bureaucrats’
who ‘swallow up’ their wages.”

These facts show that in the Yugoslav enterprises
under *“workers’ self-government,” a new social group
has come into being consisting of the few who appro-
priate the fruits of labour of the many. It is an im-
portant component of the new bureaucrat-comprador
bourgeoisie in Yugoslavia.

By promoting “workers’ self-government,” the Tito
clique has completely pushed the enterprises originally
owned by the whole people off the path of socialist
economy.

The main manifestations of this are the following:

First, the abandonment of unified economic planning
by the state.

Second, the use of profits as the primary incentive
in the operation of the enterprises. They may adopt a
variety of methods to increase their income and profits.
In other words, in the enterprises under “workers’ self-
government” the aim of production is not to meet the
needs of society but to seek profits, just as in any capi-
talist enterprise.

Third, following the policy of encouraging capitalist
free competition. Tito has said to the managers of the
enterprises, “Competition at home will be beneficial to
our ordinary people, the consumers.” The Tito clique
also openly declares that it allows “compeltition, the seek-
ing of profits, speculation and the like” because *‘they
play a positive role in promoting the initiative of the
producers, their collective, the communes, ete.”!!

Fourth, the use of credit and the banks as important
levers to promote capitalist free competition. In grant-
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ing loans, the Tito regime’s credit and banking system
invites tenders for investment. Whoever is capable of
repaying the loan in the shortest period and paying the
highest rate of interest will obtain the loan. In their
words, this is “to use competition as the usual method
of allocating investment credits.”?

Fifth, relations among the enterprises are not socialist
relations of mutual support and co-ordination under a
unified government plan but capitalist relations of com-
petition and rivalry in a free market.

All this has undermined the very foundation of so-
cialist planned economy.

Lenin said, “Socialism . . . is inconceivable without
planned state organization which subjects tens of millions
of people to the strictest observance of a single standard
in production and distribution.” (Lenin, Selected Works,
International Publishers, New York, Vol. VII, p.365.)

He also said, *. . . without all-sided state accounting
and control of production and distribution of goods, the
power of the toilers, the frecdom of the toilers, cannot be
maintained, and a return to the yoke of capitalism is
inevitable.” (ibid., p.327.)

Under the signboard of “workers’ self-government,”
all the economic departments and enterprises in Yugoslavia
are locked in fierce capitalist competition. Tt is quite
common for the enterprises under “workers’ self-govern-
ment” to engage in embezzlement, speculation and hoard-
ing, to inflate prices, bribe, hide technical secrets, grab
technical personnel and even to attack one another in the
press or over the radio in rivalry for markets and profits.

The fierce competition among Yugoslav enterprises
goes on not only in the home market but also in foreign
trade. The Yugoslav press says that it is not unusual for
20 or 30 agents of Yugoslav foreign trade establish-
ments to visit the same market abroad, compete among
themselves for business, and take away the others’ custom-
ers or suppliers. “From selfish motives,” these enter-
prises engaged in foreign trade seek to “make profits at
any cost” and “is not choosy about their means.”

The result of this fierce competition is chaos in the
Yugoslav market. Prices vary considerably not only in
different cities or regions but also in different shops in
the same place, and even for the same kind of goods from
the same producer. In order to maintain high prices, some
enterprises do not hesitate to destroy large quantities of
farm produce.

Another result of this fierce competition is the closing
down of large numbers of enterprises in Yugoslavia. Ac-
cording to information provided by the Official Bulletin of
the F.P.R.Y., 500 to 600 enterprises closed down annually
in recent years.

All this shows that the “public” economy of Yugoslavia
is governed not by the laws of socialist planned economy
but by those of capitalist competition and anarchy of pro-
duction. The Tito clique’s enterprises under “workers’ self-
government” are not socialist but capitalist in nature.

We would like to ask those who are bent on reversing
the verdict on the Tito clique: Unless it is your intention
to deceive, how can you describe the state capitalist econ-
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omy controlled by the bureaucrat-comprador bourgeoisie
as a socialist economy?

A Dependency of U.S. Imperialism

The process of the restoration of capitalism in Yugo-
slavia is interwoven with the process in which the Tito
clique has become subservient towards U.S. imperialism
and Yugoslavia has degenerated into a U.S. imperialist
dependency.

With its betrayal of Marxism-Leninism, the Tito clique
embarked on the shameful course’of selling out the sov-
ereignty of the state and living off the alms of U.S. impe-
rialism.

According to incomplete statistics, from the conclusion
of World War II to January 1963 the United States and
other imperialist powers extended to the Tito clique “aid”
totalling some U.S.$5,460 million, of which more than
60 per cent, or about $3,500 million, was U.S. “aid.” The
greatest part of this U.S. aid was granted after 1950.

U.S. aid has been the mainstay of Yugoslavia’s finances
and economy. Official statistics show that in 1961
the loans the Tito clique obtained from the United States
and U.S.—controlled international financial organizations
totalled U.S.$346 million, or 47.4 per cent of the federal
budgetary income of Yugoslavia in that year. With the
inclusion of aid from other Western countries, the money
received by the Tito clique from Western countries in 1951
totalled U.S.$493 million, or 67.6 per cent of the federal
budgetary income in that year.

In order to obtain U.S. aid, the Tito clique has con-
cluded a series of traitorous treaties with the United
States.

The notes exchanged between Yugoslavia and the
United States in 1951 concerning the “Agreement Relating
to Mutual Defence Assistance” stipulated that U.S. gov-
ernment officials have the *‘freedom . without re-
striction,” to observe and supervise the receipt and distribu-
tion in Yugoslavia of U.S. military aid material and has
“full access to communication and information facilities.”
The agreement also required Yugoslavia to provide the
United States with strategic raw materials.

The “Agreement Regarding Military Assistance”
signed between Yugoslavia and the United States in 1951
stipulated that Yugoslavia should “make the full contribu-
tion . . . to the development and maintcnance of the de-
fensive strength of the free world” and should be ready to
provide troops for the United Nations. Under this agree-
ment the military mission sent by the United States was
to directly supervise the training of Yugoslav troops.

The Yugoslav-U.S. “Economic Co-operation Agree-
ment” of 1952 stipulated that Yugoslavia must use U.S.
aid for “furthering fundamental individual human rights,
freedoms and democratic institutions,” that is, for further-
ing capitalism.

In 1954 Yugoslavia concluded a “Treaty of Alliance,
Political Co-operation and Mutual Assistance” with Greece
and Turkey, both members of NATO. The treaty provided
for military and diplomatic co-ordination among the three
countries, thus making Yugoslavia a virtual member of the
U.S.-controlled military bloc.
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Since 1954 Yugoslavia has concluded a series of agree-
ments with the United States, selling out its sovereignty.
More than 50 such agreements were signed in the period
between 1957 and 1962.

Because of the conclusion of these treaties and agree-
ments and because the Tito clique has made Yugoslavia
dependent on U.S. imperialism, the United States enjoys
the following rights in Yugoslavia:

(1) to control its military affairs:

(2) to control its foreign affairs;

(3) to interfere in its internal affairs:

(4) to manipulate and supervise its finance:
(5) to control its foreign trade:

(6) to plunder its strategic resources; and

(7) to collect military and economic intelligence.

The independence and sovereignty of Yugoslavia have
thus been auctioned off by the Tito clique.

In addition to selling out Yugoslavia’s sovereign rights
in a series of unequal treaties with the United States, the
Tito clique, in order to secure U.S. aid, has taken one step
after another in domestic and foreign policy to comply with
Western monopoly capital's demand to penetrate Yugo-
slavia,

Starting from 1950 the Tito clique abolished the
monopoly of foreign trade by the state.

The “Act on Foreign Trade Activities” promulgated
in 1953 permitted enterprises to conduct foreign trade in-
dependently and to have direct transactions with Western

monopoly capitalist enierprises.
'

In 1961 the Tito regime introduced reforms in the sys-
tems of foreign exchange and foreign trade. Their main
content was the further relaxation of restrictions on import
and export trade. Complete liberalization was effected in
the import of major semi-processed materials and ceriain
consumer goods, and restrictions on the import of other
commodities were relaxed in varying degrees. Restrictions
were removed on the supply of foreign exchange needed
for so—called unrestricted imports.

Everybody knows that state monopoly of foreign trade
is a basic principle of socialism.

Lenin said that the industrial proletariat “is abso-
lutely not in a position to recover our industry and to make
Russia an industrial country without the protection of
industry, which in no way refers to its protection by
customs policy, but solely and exclusively refers to its
protection by monopoly of foreign trade.” (Lenin, Col-
lected Works, 4th Russian ed., Vol. XXXIII, p.420.)

Stalin said that “the monopoly of foreign trade is one
of the unshakable foundations of the platform of the So-
viet Government” and that the abolition of the monopoly
of foreign trade wculd mean “abandoning the industriali-
zation of the country,” “flooding the U.S.S.R. with goods
from capitalist countries,” and “transforming our country
from an independent country into a semi-colonial one.”
(Stalin, Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, Vol. X, pp.115 and 116.)

To abolish the state monopoly of foreign trade, as the
Tito regime has done, is to throw the door wide open to
imperialist monopoly capital.

September 27, 1963

What are the economic consequences of the fact that
the Tito clique receives large amounts of U.S. aid and
keeps Yugoslavia’s door wide open to imperialism?

First, Yugoslavia has become a market for imperialist
dumping.

Huge quantities of industrial goods and farm produce
from the imperialist countries have flooded the Yugoslav
market. In pursuit of profits the Yugoslav comprador
capitalists, who make piles of money by serving foreign
monopoly capital. keep on importing commodities even
though they can be produced at home and even when
stocks are huge. Politika admitted on July 25, 1961, that
it “was everywhere evident” that Yugoslav industry “was
suffering blows from the continuous and very complicated
competition of foreign industry.”

Secondly, Yugoslavia has become an outlei for im-
perialist investment.

Many Yugoslav industrial enterprises have been built
with “aid” from the United States and other imperialist
countries. A great deal of foreign private monopoly capital
has penetrated into Yugoslavia. According to Augustin
Papic, the general manager of the Yugoslav Investment
Bank, in the period between 1952 and 1956 ‘‘the participa-
tion of foreign funds reached 32.5 per cent of the total
value of economic investments.” U.S. Secretary of tate
Dean Rusk said on February 5, 1962, that Yugoslavia’s
source of capital was “largely in the West.”

Thirdly, Yugoslavia has become a base from which
imperialism extracts raw materials.

In accordance with the “Agreement Regarding Military
Assistance,” the Tito clique has since 1951 continually sup-
plied the United States with large quantities of strategic
raw materials. According to the Statistical Year-Book
of the Federal Pecople’s Republic of Yugoslavia of 1961,
about half of Yugoslavia's exports of important netals,
such as magnesium, lead, zinc and antimony, have gone
to the United States since 1957.

Fourthly, the industrial enterprises of Yugoslavia have
become assembly shops for Western monopoly capitalist
companies.

Many major Yugoslav industries produce under
licence from Western countries and are dependent on im-
ports of semi-processed materials, parts, spare parts and
semi-manufactured products. The production of these in-
dustries is under the control of Western monopoly capital.

In fact, many of the industrial products sold as home
products in Yugoslavia are assembled from imported
readv-made parts and have Yugoslav trade marks attached.
Vesnik u sredu of April 25, 1962, said that “some of our
industrial enterprises are becoming a special type of com-
mercial organization, which does not produce but assem-
bles, only sticking its own trade mark on the products of
others.”

In these circumstances, Yugoslavia has become an in-
tegral part of the world market of Western monopoly
capital. In the financial and economic spheres it is tightly
bound to the capitalist world market and has degenerated
into a dependency of imperialism, and particularly of
U.S. imperialism.
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