PEKING
REVIEW *

Seven Letters Exchanged
b!k Between Central Committees
¥ Of C.P.C. and C.PS.U.

The Nation Celebrates May Day

/gA 6.3

Lessons From the Brazilian Coup

Renmin Ribao editorial on the recent reactionary
% coup d'etat in Brazil (p. 29).

Highest Unclimbed Peak Conquered

A WEEKLY MAGAZINE OF CHINESE NEWS AND VIEWS



New Album

GANEFO OPENS NEW ERA
IN WORLD SPORTS

— Chinese Sports Delegation in

Djakarta

An album of 210 pictures

including 9 in full colour

A wonderful picture record of the First Games
of the New Emerging Forces and the activities
and achievements of the Chinese Sports Dele-
galion and the sportsmen from the various
countries and regions who took part in them. It
also acquaints you with the work of the GANEFO
Congress and the entertainments and exhibitions
that occompanied the games, A special orticle
on the brilliant success of the first GANEFO and
the official communique of the GANEFO Council

round out the picture.

Cream silk cover with gilt

GANEFO insignia and lettering

Available in Chinese. English, French and Spanish

Published by: PEOPLE'S SPORTS PUBLISHING HOUSE, Peking
Distributed by: GUOZI SHUDIAN (China Publications Centre)

Order it from your local dealer or direct from the

Mail Order Department, GUOZI SHUDIAN,

P.O. Box 399, Peking, China




PEKING
REVIEW

A A AR

(BEIJING ZHOUBAO)

A WEEKLY MAGAZINE OF CHINESE

NEWS AND VIEWS

May 8, 1964

CONTENTS

THE WEEK

ARTICLES & DOCUMENTS

Seven Letters Exchanged
Between the  Central
Committees of the Com-
munist Party of China
and the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union

No Violation of Cuba’s
Sovereignty!

— Renmin Ribao Editorial

Lessons From the Reac-
tionary Military Coup in
Brazil
— Renmin Ribao Editorial

U.S. Schemings in Laos

Letter of the Viet Nam
Workers® Party to All
Fraternal Parties

M.H. Williams on Meeting
of Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties

Jacques Grippa Condemns
C.P.S.U. Leadership’s New
Splitting Activities

Highest Unclimbed Peak
Conquered

ROUND THE WORLD

Vol. VII. No. 19

-1

29
33

34

35

37
38

Published every Friday by PEKING REVIEW

Poi Wan Chuang, Peking (37), China

Coble Address: Peking 6170

Post Office Registration No. 2-922

Prinmted in the People’s Republic of Chino

May 8, 1964

THE WEEK

Among the major events of the week:

® Seven letters exchanged between the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of China and the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union were published.

® May Day —International Labour
throughout the nation.

® Renmin Ribao published the letter from the Central Com-
mittee of the Workers’ Party of Viet Nam to all fraternal Parties,
proposing that necessary preparations be made for a conference of
representatives of Communist and Workers’ Parties.

® Renmin Ribao in its May 5 editorial declared that U.S. impe-
rialism must not violate Cuba’s sovereignty.

On April 30 it published the editorial “Lessons From the Reac-
tionary Military Coup in Brazil.” In its May 1 editorial it condemned
new U.S. plots in Laos.

Day — was celebrated

® A Chinese mountaineering expedition conquered Mt. Shisha
Pangma (8,012 metres) in Tibet.

® A government delegation from Kenya is visiting China.

® The Albanian women’s delegation led by Vito Kapo received
a rousing welcome at a mass meeting held in the capital.

®  Over 800,000 people visited the Chinese Economic and Trade
Exhibition in Tokyo which closed last week after a successful 21-day
run.

® The Chinese press gave reports of:

—an article appearing in the Albanian paper Zeri i Popullit on
April 7, pointing out that the modern revisionists are joining up with
the Social-Democrats on the road of degeneration.

—a statement by M.H. Williams, President of the Communist
Party of New Zealand, saying that the cessation of polemics can now
only result from a mutually acceptable agreement and that the
Chinese Communist Party and other Parties have the right to com-
plete their replies to the attacks already made.

— three articles in issue No. 12 of Rote Fahne, a fortnightly
founded by the Austrian Marxist-Leninists, repudiating Khrushchov's
revisionism and pointing out that the reactionary coup in Brazil has
exposed the myth-makers of “peaceful competition” and that
“goulash” cannot replace socialist revolution.

May Day 1964

May Day, the day of solidarity of
the international working class, was
joyously celebrated throughout
China. Messages of greetings were
sent by the All-China Federation of
Trade Unions to the World Federa-
tion of Trade Unions and trade union
organizations of the socialist coun-
tries and of other lands the world
over, pledging solidarity and wish-

ing them fresh successes in the cause
of building socialism, and in the
struggle against imperialism and old
and new colonialism, against monop-
oly capital and for social progress.

The working people of the nation
celebrated their own festival with

gusto. They saw around them the
great results of their past efforts and
a prospering situation at home
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Toasting international working-class solidarity at the May

which they had helped bring abeut
with their hard work, their revolu-
tionary drive and creative initiative
in production. Renmin Ribao said
in its May Day editorial: “Since the
beginning of this year. the workers,
peasants and other working people
of our couniry have made new. out-
standing contributions in the so-
cialist revolution and socialist con-
struction.” The editorial praised the
efforts already made by members of
the rural people’s communes and
workers on the state farms to get a
gocd, all-round harvest this year.
Workers in industry and transport
also had made a good beginning
towards overall fulfilment and over-
fulfilment of this year’s economic
plan. Noting that the first quarter
of 1964 had seen a marked increase
in the total value of industrial out-
put compared to the corresponding
period of last year, the editorial said
that there was a general upswing in
the output of all major industrial
goods, coupled with a rise in quality
and variety and a further reduction
in costs and the consumption of raw
materials. “A new upsurge in agri-
cultural and industrial production is
taking shape and developing,” said
the editorial.

May Day Reception

The All-China Federation of Trade
Unions and eleven other mass or-
ganizations gave a reception on May
Day eve, in the Great Hall of the
People, to celebrate the international
working people’s festival. Guests
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from all over the world were pres-
ent. Among the Chinese leaders
who attended were Chou En-lai,
Vice-Chairman of the Central Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist
Parly and Premier; Chu Teh, Vice-
Chairman of the Ceniral Committee
of the C.P.C. and Chairman of the
Standing Committee of the National
People’s Congress; and Teng Hsiao-
ping, General Secretary of the
C.P.C’s Central Committee and
Vice-Premier. Before the reception
ended, Liu Shao-chi, Chairman of the
People’s Republic of China and Vice-
Chairman of the C.P.C.'s Central
Committee, and Tung Pi-wu, Vice-
Chairman of the People’s Republic
of China and Member of the Political
Bureau of the C.P.C.’s Central Com-
mittee, joined the celebration. They
were given a great ovation.

Among the distinguished guests
present were E.F. Hill, Chairman
of the Central Committee of the
Australian Communist Party (Marx-
ist-Leninist); Thadde Siryuyumunsi,
President of the National Assembly
of the Kingdom of Burundi; Haru-
shige Matsushima, Member of the
Presidium of the Japanese Communist
Party’s Central Committee; Jack
Manson, Member of the National
Committee of the Communist Party
of New Zealand; Vito Kapo, Member
of the Central Committee of the
Albanian Party of Labour and Pres-
ident of the General Council of the
Albanian Women’s Union; R. Maladi,
Indonesian Minister of Sperts and
President of the Council of the Games

Day reception

of the New Emerging Forces: and
Dr. Sudjono Pusponegoro, Indonesian
Minister of National Scientific
Research.

Welcoming the guests, President of
the All-China Federation of Trade
Unions Liu Ning-1 spoke of the ex-
cellent international and domestic
situation. On behalf of the Chinese
Communist Party. Government and
people, Premier Chou En-lai extend-
ed a warm welcome to friends from
the five continents. Said the Pre-
mier: “We are grateful to you for
bringing us the deep friendship of
the people of your countries. We
are grateful for the great support
vour people have given us. A new
upsurge has appeared in the struggle
of the world’s people against the U.S.
imperialist policies of aggression and
war. The united front against U.S.
imperialism is steadily expanding.
We should unite still more closely
and continue to fight for the victory
of our common cause.” The Premier
proposed a toast to the cause of
emancipation of the international
working class, the cause of the
liberation of the oppressed peoples
and oppressed nations, the friend-
ship and solidarity of the people of
all countries and world peace. The
band then played the Internationale,

while guests and hosts clinked
glasses and exchanged festival
greetings.

Celebrations in Peking

Three million people in the capital
turned out to celebrate International
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Labour Day with friends from various
countries. City parks and squares
that day presented colourful scenes.
They resounded to the singing of rev-
olutionary songs. The great crowds
were {ireated to performances by
workers’” groups and professional
troupes. Children enjoyed the ex-
ploding of rockels and the crackling
bursts of [lirecrackers. Despite a
morning drizzle the crowds began to
pour into the parks at an early hour.
Many came in groups carrying ban-
ners and slogans, shouting as they
marched: “All forces opposing U.S.
imperialism, unite!”™ “U.S. imperial-
ism, get out of Asia, Africa, Latin
America, Europe and Oceania!” “We
will liberate Taiwan! Yankees, get
out!”

At about nine o'clock, the sky
began to brighten and soon a warm
May day sun shone down on the city
decked for the holiday. Tien An Men
Square, the heart of the capital,
looked magnificent. Over its central
gate was a portrait of Chairman Mao
Tse-ifung. On either side of the
square were mounted large portraits
of Marx and Engels, Lenin and
Stalin, while over it floated huge red
balloons carrying streamers bearing

the words: “Hail Internaticnal La-
beur Day!” “Workers of all lands,
unite!”  “Long live the Chinese
Communist Party!” “Long live

Chairman Mao Tse-tung!”

The grounds of the Working Peo-
ple’s Palace of Culture was filled
with holiday-makers. Here steel. coal,
engineering, textile and other indus-
trial workers performed plays depict-
ing their lalest achievements in pro-
duction and their solidarity with the
workers and other people through-
out the world in the struggle
against imperialism. When Liu Shao-
chi, Tung Pi-wu., Chu Teh, Chou En-
lai and other leaders came and made
their way through the park among

the workers, thunderous applause
marked their progress. Nearby
Zhongshan, Jingshan and Beihai

Parks were scenes of equal gaiety.
A record number of amateur troupes
took part in the merry-making. and
tens of thousands of workers,
peasants, studenis and office em-
ployees danced and sang togoether
with their foreign guests to the
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accompaniment of accordions and
other musical instruments. Amidst
the ancient cypresses and lilacs in
Jingshan Park bobbed the heads of
tens of thousands of cheerful chil-
dren wearing red scarves and gar-
lands of flowers. A chorus made up
of several hundred children sang un-
der trees festooned with balloons and
streamers. Students of the secondary
school of the Central Conservatory
of Music performed throughout
the morning for adult visitors
and other young friends. Before a
bed of variegated flowers, Young
Pioneers of this school greeted Pre-
mier Chou and other leaders with a
rendering of: We Are the Successors
to the Building of Communism!

International Solidarity

Everywhere, in the parks and
square, guests and trade unionists
from foreign lands were cheered by
the holiday-makers. Some watched
the performances and other enter-
tainments with the Chinese
audiences, others joined in the sing-
ing of revolutionary songs or ex-
changed greetings as fellow fighters
in the great cause of the emancipa-
tion of the world’s toilers.

In the evening, a million Peking
citizens and foreign [riends took part
in the carnival in the floodlit Tien
An Men Square and Changan Bou-
levard which runs through it. Liu
Shao-chi, Tung Pi-wu, Chu Teh.
Chou En-lai and other Chinese lead-
ers spent a happy evening with
forcign guests on the rostrum atop
Tien An Men, watching the people
dancing and the colourful fireworks
display.

On May 2, visiting trade union
delegations and representatives [rom
more than 20 countries and regions
met in the Peking Hotel at a get-
together. They enjoyved a rich pro-
gramme of songs. dances and acro-
batics. Many foreign friends also gave
performances, singing the militant
revolutionary songs of their people.

Chairman Liu Receives Guests

On May 2, Chairman Liu Shao-chi
received the members of the Viet-
namese group situdying water con-
servancy led by Ha Ke Tan, Minister

of Water Conservancy, and members
of the Vietnamese cultural delega=
tion led by Pham Ngoc Thuan,
Chairman of the Commission for
Cultural Relations with Foreign
Countries.

On May 3, Chairman Liu received
R. Maladi, Indonesian Minister of
Sports, and S. Pusponegoro, Indo-
nesian Minister of National Scien-
tific Research.

Earlier, on April 30, Chairman Liu
had a friendly talk with Thadde
Siryuyumunsi, President of the Na-
tional Assembly of the Kingdom of
Burundi, and members of the delega-
tion he led. A university and a
cotton mill were ameng the many
places of interest in the capital
visited by the Burundi guests.

Banquet for Indonesian Friends

Vice-Premier Chen Yi and his wife
gave a banquet on May 2 in the
Great Hall of the People in honour
of the Indonesian guests now in Pe-
king. Premier Chou En-lai and
Vice-Premiers Ho Lung and Nich
Jung-chen also attended.

Among the more than 130 Indo-
nesian guests present were R. Maladi,
President of the Council of the
GANEFO and Minister of Sports,

and his wife; Dr. Sudjono Pus-
ponegoro, Minister of National
Scientific Research, and his wile;

Werdojo. Second Chairman of the
Indonesian Party, and his wile: Mrs.
Winoto, wife of the First Chairman
of the Indonesian Party. Djawolo,
Indonesian Ambassador to China,
and his wife were also present.

Toasting the health of all the
Indonesian friends and the [riend-
ship between the Chinese and Indo-
nesian peoples. Premicer Chou En-lai
said that this happy get-logether
symbolized the unity of the newly
emerging forces in the world and the
solidarity of the revolutionary peo-
ple all over the world fighting
against imperialism.

Vice-Premier Chen Yi. in his
speech, expressed thanks to Pres-
ident Sukarno and the Indoncsian
Government and people for their
warm welcome and hospitality to
the Chinecse delegation which at-
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tendzd the Preparatory Meeting for
the Second Asian-African Conferenca.
“The brilliant success of the Pre-
paratory Meeting,” he said, “is an
important new victory for the people
of Asia and Africa and another de-
feat for the imperialist and coloni-
alist forces.” The Vice-Premier
reaffirmed that the Chinese people
would continue to work with the
other participating countries to
ensure the success of the Second
Asian-African Conference to be
convened next March.

Minister Maladi spoke on behall
of all the Indonesian friends pres-
ent. “The great force of unity be-
tween our lwo countrics can never be
undermined by any [orce or any coun-
try,” he declared. Relerring to the
imperialists’ sabotage of the newly
emerging lorces, he stressed the need
for the Indonesian and Chinese peo-
ples to support each other and carry
forward their common struggle
against imperialism and colonialism.

Kenyan Guests Arrive

The government delegation of
Kenya led by A.O. Odinga, Minister
of Home Affairs, received a warm
welcome on its arrival in Peking on
May 3. The delegation has come for
a friendly visit al the invitalion of
the Chinese Government.

On the tarmac lo greet the guesis
were  Vice-Premier and Foreign
Minister Chen Yi and Vice-Premier
Ii Hsien-nien. More than 1.000 Pe-
king cilizens gathered at the airport.
waving the national flags of China
and Kenya in greeting and beating
welcoming drums and cymbals,

On April 5, Premier Chou En-lai
save a banguet in honour of the
Kenyan guests. That same day,
Vice-Premier Chen Yi held talks
with them.

Refuting New Delhi's Slanders

New Delhi is again at its old game
of rumour-mongering. This time it
is making slanderous charges against
China in connection with the assassi-

nation of the Prime Minister of
Bhutan. According to the Indian

Information Service. a spokesman of
the Indian Minisity of External
Affairs said on April 15 thal in any
complications in border areas India
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incvitably suspected a Chinese hand
and that the alleged assassin of Bhu-
fan's Prime Minister was known to
have some connection with the
Chinese.

Commenting on these remarks, a
spokesman of the Information De-
partment of the Chinese Foreign
Ministry denounced New Delhi for
sinking so low in its lies about China
and said that ils rumour-mongering
would only further expose itself. “In
hastily concocting this big lie,” said
the spokesman, “and venomously
slandering China, followed by even
more absurd fabrications in the In-
dian press, the Indian Government
obviously aims at imputing the crime
to China, sowing discord and under-
mining the friendly vrelations be-
tween China and Bhutan.” But. he
continued, China and Bhutan have
always lived together in harmony
and no one can disrupt the friendly
relations between them. “The Chi-
nese Government and people,” he
said, “‘express their profound sym-
pathy and condolences over the un-
timely death of His Excellency
Jigme Dorji, the Prime Minister of
the Royal Government of Bhutan,
who was assassinated owing to his
efforts to make Bhutan independent
and sovereign and free his country
from foreign control.”

Undermining Working-Class Unity

An unheard-of action damaging to
the solidarity of the international
working class was taken by the All-
Union Central Council of Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union when it
cancelled the invitations for an ex-
change of delegations for the May
Day celebrations.

On April 4, the All-China Federa-
tion of Trade Unions invited the All-
Union Central Council of Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union to send
a delegation for the May Day cele-
brations and a {riendly visit {o China.
It received an invitation from the
Soviet trade union organization on
April 7 to send a delegation to the
Soviet Unien. But on April 23, LS.
Scherbakov, counsellor of the Soviet
Embassy in China, told the depart-
ment of the Cenlral Committee of
the Chinese Communist Party con-
cerned to inform the All-China Feder-

ation of Trade Unions that the So-
viet side had rejected the Chinese
invitation and cancelled its own in-
vitation as well.

To safeguard the {riendship be-
iween the Chinese and Soviet work-
ers and peoples and to strengthen
unity between the trade unions, the
All-China Federation of Trade Unions
sent a cable on April 25 to the Soviet
trade union organization. The cable
said: “The wunexpected unilateral
cancelling of the May Day invitation
and severance of the {raditional
friendly May Day visits between the
trade unions of the two countries by
the Soviet trade union organizalion
are unprecedented in the history of
the relations of the trade unions of
China and the Soviet Union. This
runs counter to the common desire
of the workers and peoples of the
two countries and is harmful to the
unity of the international working
class.” It reiterated that its April 4
invitation was slill valid and that a
Soviet trade union delegation would
be welcome. There was, however,
no reply from the Soviet side.

Sino-Pakistan Air Link

The first jet passenger plane from
Pakistan touched down at Shanghai
International Airport at 4:34 p.m.

on April 29. Scheduled flights on
the China-Pakistan air route had
started.

This new air service has opened
up broad prospects for closer Sino-
Pakistan co-operation and Asian-
African solidarity. Its inauguration
has been hailed as “an event of
major importance,” and “a milestone
in the history of friendly relations
between the two countries.”

Shanghai airport was decked out
with the national flags of China and
Pakistan to celebraie the inaugural
flight. Huge streamers strung over
the airport building hailed the
friendship between the two coun-
tries. More than a thousand Shang-
hai citizens cheered the arrival of
the airliner with its passengers from
Pakistan. These included Air Com-
modore Nur Khan. Chief Ad-
ministrator of Civil Aviation and
Managing Director of Pakistan Inter-

(Continued on p. 36)
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Seven Letters Exchanged Between the

Central

Committees of the C.P.C.-

And the C.P.S.U.

The documents of the February Plenum of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U.
published by the leaders of the C.P.S.U. on April 3 this year and the “Pravda’
editorial of the same date divulged information from the letters exchanged between
the Central Committees of the C.P.C. and the C.P.S.U. since November 1963 and dis-
torted the facts, in an attempt to delude the members of the C.P.S.U., the Soviet
people, and people everywhere else unfamiliar with the true state of affairs. In its
letter of May 7, 1964, the Central Committee of the C.P.C. notified the Central Com-
mittee of the C.P.S.U. that, in order to clarify matters and give the true picture,
the Central Commiltee of the C.P.C. deemed it necessary to publish in full all the
leiters exchanged between the Chinese and Soviet Parties since Nozember 1963.

The letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.C. of May 7, 1964, to the Cen-
tral Committee of the C.P.S.U., its earlier letters of February 20, 27 and 29, 1964,
and those of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. of November 29, 1963, and
February 22 and March 7, 1964, to the Central Committee of the C.P.C. are repro-

duced as follows.

— Peking, May 8 (Hsinhua)

Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.C.
Of May 7, 1964, to the Central Committee
Of the C.P.S.U.

May 7. 1964

The Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union

Dear Comrades,

The Central Committee of the Communist Partly of
China has received the leiter of the Central Commitice
of the Communist Parly of the Soviet Union dated
March 7, 1964.

In your letter you ialk glibly about your desire for
“the speediest possible selilement of existing dif-
ferences” and “the cessation of the public polemics be-
fween Communist Parties” and about your willingness
to do your utmost “to help strengthen the unity of the
communist movement.” But the facis show the complete
falsity of your fine words. Both before and since ihe
delivery of your letter, you have never ceased your
attacks on the Chinese Communist Party and cther
iraternal Marxist-Leninist parties. At every single
meeting of the international democratic erganizations in
the past few months, you have energetically preached
and pushed your wrong line and conducted activities
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against China. Already in the middle of February this
year. that is, three weeks before your leiter of March 7
you made an anti-Chinese report and adopled an anti-
Chinese decision at the Plenum of your Central Com-
mitiee, at which 6.000 people were present, declaring
that you weuld “publicly explain™ the “mistakes” of the
C.P.C. and “come out openly and strongly” against it.

All this clearly reveals that in wriling the letter
of March 7 you were simply playing a two-faced game.
Under the guise of “deep concern for the settlement of
the differences and for the unity of the international
cemmunist movement,” you were diligently preparing
a new onslaught against the Chinese Communist Party
and other fraiernal Marxist-Leninist parties and hatch-
ing a big plot for openly splitting the socialist camp
and the international communist movement.

We have given you repealed explanations of our
consistent stand on public polemics. Since vou have
ignored our repeated advice, cbdurately provoked and
extended the public pelemics and made massive public
atlacks upon us and other fraternal Parties, we and the
other fraternal Parties are of course entitled to make
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public replies according to the principle of equalily
among fraternal Parties. It is our right to reply as
much as you attack us.

Our press has not yet finished replying to your Open
Letter of-July 14, 1963. We have not yet started —to
say nothing of completing — our reply to the more than
2,000 anti-Chinese articles and other items which you
published after your Open Letter and to the great num-
ber of resolutions, statements and articles in which
scores of fraternal Pariies have attacked us. How can
we be asked to give up our right of public reply when
vou have issued such a mass of resolutions, statements,
articles, books and pamphlets attacking the Chinese
Communist Parly without ever publicly revoking them?

On many public occasions, including international
meetings, you have violated the fundamental theories
of Marxism-Leninism and the revolutionary principles
of the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement by
spreading and pushing your general line of “peaceful
transition,” “peaceful competition” and “peaceful
coexistence.” and have set your minds on uniting with
U.S. imperialism, the common enemy of the people of
the whole world, to oppose the national-liberation
movement, proletarian revolution and the dictatorship
of the proletariat, and to undermine the unity of the
socialist camp and the international communist move-
ment. You have tried to impose your erroneous line
on fraternal Parties and on the international democratic
organizations. How can you expect us and all other
Marxist-Leninists to keep silent about these [oul deeds
of yours and about such important questions of prin-
ciple affecting the future of the world revolution and
the destiny of mankind? And how can you expect us
to refrain from exposing and publicly opposing your
revisionist and divisive errors and from publicly stating
our position and views?

You said earlier that in starting the public polemies
at the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U. you were “acting
in Lenin’s manner,” yet you say now in your letter
that to refrain from public polemics is “the behest of
V.I. Lenin.” Which of your two statements is coivect?
If you really want a cessation of the public polemics,
does that not mean your 22nd Congress was wrong?
And are you ready to admit your mistake?

The anti-Chinese report and decision of the
February Plenum of the Central Committec of the
C.P.S.U. published on April 3, 1964, and the ensuing
events make it all the more clear that your call for
a cessatlion of the public polemics was intended solely
to gag us so that you could have a [ree rein to push
ahead with your revisionist and divisive linc.

Regarding the question of talks between the Chi-
nese and Soviet Parties and a meeting of representa-
tives of all [raternal Parties, the proposal we made in
our letter of February 29, 1964, was as follows: The
talks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties should
be resumed in Oclober so as to make preparations for
a meeting ol representatives of all fraternal Parties;
in order to make further preparations for the meeting
of representatives of all fraternal Parties, the two-

8

Party talks should be followed by a meeting of repre-
sentatives of seventeen [ralernal Parties; the meeling
of representatives of all fraternal Parties should be
convened after the completion of preparations, so that
it will be a meeting ol unity on the basis of the revolu-
tionary principles of Marxism-Leninism.

In your letter of March 7, 1964, vou disagree with
this reasonable proposal of ours and charge us with
deliberate stalling. You want the talks between the
Chinese and Soviet Parties to be held in May, the
preparatory meeling of representatives of fraternal
Parties in June-July and the international meeling of
all fraternal Parties in autumn this year.

At first glance you are most eager and enthusiastic.
Bul it is not for the purpose of eliminating differences
and strengthening unity that you have put forward
this pressing timelable. On the contrary, more and
more facts testify that it is a step in your plot to ac-
celerate an open split in the international communist
movement.

On February 12 this year you sent a letter directed
against the Communist Party of China to fraternal
Parties and behind our backs. Your letter of February
22, 1964. to us divulged that in that anti-Chinese letler
vou had called for a “rebuff” to us and threatened to
“take collective measures.” At the Plenum of the
Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. on February 14-15
this year you decided to “come out openly and strongly
against the incorrect views and dangerous actions of
the leadership of the C.P.C.” This means that you
have pushed the cartridge into the chamber and are
ready to press the trigger. In such circumstances, is
it net utterly hypocritical of you to suggest that Sino-
Soviet talks be held in May this year for “the speediest
possible settlement of existing differences™?

We would like to ask the comrades of the C.P.S.U.:
Why were vou in such a great hurry? Was it not your
intention, upon our rejection of your proposal for hold-
ing the talks between the Chinese and Soviet Parties
in May 1964. to use it as a pretext for brazenly and
unilaterally calling an international meeting and effect-
ing an open split?

The consistent stand of the Chinese Communist
Party is to uphold unity and oppose a split. We have
worked unswervingly for the elimination of differences
and the restoration of unity. At the same lime, we
are [ully aware that our difference with you is a grave
one involving a whole series of fundamental principles
of Marxism-Leninism. It began with the 20th Congress
of the CP.S.U. and was aggravaled at the 22nd
Congress and later. It is obviously impossible for such
long-accumulated differences ol principle to be solved
overnight. Time and patience are needed.

When in our letter of February 29, 1964, we pro-
posed that the talks between the Chinese and Soviet
Parties should be resumed in October this year. our
chief consideration was {o have seven months for doing
a number of things by way of preparation. For in-
stance, we would have to receive a copy of the letter
of February 12, 1964, which you sent to fraternal Parties
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and acquaint ourselves with its contents; we would like
to see the magic weapons you threatened to use, such
as “stating our views openly,” “publishing documents
and material,” giving “the most resolute rebuff” and
applying “collective measures”; and we would have to
answer your atlacks and react to your new magic
weapons. All this would take time.

It is regrettable that to date you have still ground-
lessly refused to give us a copy of your letter of
February 12, 1964, to fraternal Parties in spite of our
repeated requests. It must be understood that this
is a letter attacking us, and since you have given it to
many f{raternal Parties, why do you particularly deny
it to us? We have the right to ask you to send us a
copy. Now we again request you to send us the letter.
If vou go on refusing, our request will stand for ten
thousand years.

As Tor your magic weapons, at least you have pro-
duced a few beginning with April 3 this year. It secems
that you have now warmed up and have a lot more to
say. But we slill do not know what other magic
weapons you have and what your “most resolule
rebulf” and “collective measures” really are.

In these circumstances, how can the talks between
the Chinese and Sovic{ Parties and the international
meeting of fraternal Parties be successful? What will
there be to say except for quarrels ending up in a
fruitless adjournment, or a final open split with each
side going its own way? Can it be that you are resolved
to have an open split?

Comrades! We are against a split. Before all your
vaunted magic weapons are produced, before each
side’s case and intentions are made clear, and before
full preparations are completed, the holding of talks
between the Chinese and Soviet Parties and of an in-
ternational meeting of fraternal Parties can only lead
to a split. and to this we cannot agree.

Judging by present circumstances, not only is it
impossible to hold the two-Party talks in May, but it
will also be too carly to hold them in October. We
consider it more appropriate to postpone them till some
time in the first hall of next year, say May. And if
cither the Chinese or the Soviet Party then considers
that the time is still not ripe, they can be further
postponed.

The timing of the preparatory meeting for the
meeting of representatives of all Communist and
Workers' Parties will depend on the results of the talks
between the Chinese and Soviet Parties. The com-
position of the preparatory meeting can be decided
through consultation among fraternal Parties, but we
still censider it appropriate for the preparatory meel-
ing to consist of the seventeen fraternal Parties pro-
posed in our letter of February 29, 1964, namely, the
Parties of Albania. Bulgaria, China, Cuba, Czechoslo-
vakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary,
Korea, Mongolia, Poland, Rumania, the Soviet Union
and Viet Nam, and the Parties of Indonesia, Japan,
Italy and France.
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In principle we are not against increasing the
number of participants in the preparatory meeting,
But we cannot agree with the proposal, put forward
in your letter, that it should be increased from seven-
teen to twenty-six fraternal Parties. For the situation
now is vastly different from that in 1960. There are
two Parties in some of the countries mentioned in your
list. In Australia, for instance, there is a Party rep-
resented by E.F. Hill and another by L.L. Sharkey.
The former is a Marxist-Leninist and the latter a
revisionist Party. A similar siluation obtains in Brazil.
Obviously you and we differ as to which of these
Parties should attend the meeting. In another case.
that of India, the Dange clique have degenecrated into
pawns of the Indian big bourgeoisie and big landlords
and inlo renegades from communism. How can the
Dange clique of renegades be allowed to participate in
a meeting ol fralernal Parties? In our opinion, if the
membership of the preparatory meeting is 1o be in-
creased, the first consideration should be given to those
fraternal Parties which uphold Marxism-Leninism and
which are waging heroic revolutionary struggles.

As for the meeting of representatives of all Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties, we hold that it must be
a meeling of unity on the basis of Marxism-Leninism
and that it should definitely not become a meecting
for a split. Therefore, ample preparations have to be
made and il should not be called in a hurry. This is
our consistent attitude and it is also the attitude of
many other fraternal Parties, including some which
have ideological differences with us. In the past you.
too, approved of this attitude. In your letter to us of
November 29, 1963, you agreed that conditions should
be created so that the meeting “will lead not to a split
in the world communist movement but to genuine unity
and solidarity of all the fraternal Parties and all the
forces of peace and socialism.” If you do not want an
immediate open split, you should not be in too much
of a hurry to call the international meeting in the
coming autumn. We advise you to think this over
calmly: it would be better to hold the international
meeting of [raternal Parties later rather than earlier,
or even not to hold it, in these circumstances.

There is now no international organization like
the Third International nor any body like the per-
manent bodies of the Third International which were
entitled to call international meetings. In these civ-
cumstances, it would be wrong and impermissible for
one or more Parties to make a unilateral decision 1o
call a meeting of representatives of all Communist and
Workers™ Parties in violation of the principles of con-
sullation and the attainment of unity among the
fraternal Parlies. To do so would be illegitimate and
enlirely wrong and would lead to grave consequences.
This is clear to you, to us and to all the other Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties. If, in arrogant disregard
of the advice of our Parly and of many other [raternal
Parties, the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. should
cling to its own cousrse, insist on hurriedly convening
such a meeting by calling together those Parties that
support its wrong, revisionist and divisive line, and
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treat it as a meeting of all the Communist and Workers’
Parties of the world, vou would then be strongly con-
demned by the working class, the revolutionary people
and all genuine Marxisi-Leninist parties throughout
the world. vou would cast to the four winds the banner
of unily which you profess to uphoid, and would have
to bear the responsibility for a split. Do you want to
do this? Do you want to put yourselves in such an
inexiricable predicament? We are saying this in all
sincerily and clearly pointing to where interests or
dangers lie, so do not say that you have not been fore-
warned.

We mainlain that a series of preparatory steps are
necessary in order to make the international meeting
of fraternal Parties a success, and that these should
include the holding of talks between the Chinese and
Soviet Parties and of bilateral or multilateral talks
among fraternal Parties. the convening of a preparatory
meeting by [raternal Parties and the reaching of
unanimous agreement at this meeting. Judging by pres-
ent circumstances, it may require perhaps four or [ive
years, or even longer, to complete these preparations.

Our views are based on deep concern for the unity
of the socialist camp and the international communist
movement. We hope that they will receive your serious
and earnest consideration.

Furthermore, we would like to ask you to recon-
sider the proposal we made in our letter of February
27 this year, namely, that our two Parties reach an
agreement, by which each side will, on an equal basis,
publish in its own press the documents, articles and
other material which both sides have published or will
publish in criticism of each other. Although you re-
jected this proposal in your letter of March 7, 1964,

vou failed to give any really tenable reason. You
have one-sidedly published many statements vilifying
the Chinese Communist Party, and yet you prevent
the members of the C.P.SU. and the Soviet pcople
from reading our replies and becoming acquainted
with our actual position and views: this is indeed a
deliberate attempt to inflame hostility between the
Chinese and Soviet peoples. If you have real faith in
the members of the C.P.S.U. and the Soviet people as
well as in yourselves, you will find no reason whatever
not to reach an agreement with us on this question.

The documents of the February Plenum of your
Central Commitlee and the Pravda editorial ol April 3,
1964, divulged information from the letters exchanged
between the Ceniral Committees of the Chinese and
Soviet Parties since November 1963 and distorted the
facts, in an attempt to delude the members of the
C.P.S.U,, the Soviet people, and people everywhere clsc
unfamiliar with the true state of affairs. In ovder to
clarify malters and give the true picture, the Central
Commitiee of the C.P.C. deems it necessary to publish
in full all the letiers exchanged between the Chinese
and Soviet Parties since November 1963. These com-
prise: the letters of the Central Commitiee of the C.P.S.U.
dated November 29, 1963, February 22 and March 7,
1964, and the letters of the Central Commitiee of the
C.P.C. daled February 20, 27 and 29 and May 7, 1964.
We hope that you will be able to do likewise and will
publish the full text of this exchange of letters between
our two Parties in your own press.

With fraternal grectings,

The Central Committce of the
Communist Parly of China

Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.C.
Of February 20, 1964, to the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U.

February 20, 1964

The Central Committee of the Comununist
Party of the Soviet Union

Dear Comrades,

We have learnt from a number of quarters that
the Central Commiltee of the C.P.S.U. recenily sent
to fraternal Parties a leiler which is dirccted against
the Communist Parly of China. This leller distoris
the facts of the current public polemiecs in the interna-
tional communist movement, manufactures lics slan-
dering the Chinese Communist Party and instigates a
so-called  “struggle against the greal-power and
‘trotskyite views and the faclicnal and discuplive
activities of the Chinese leaders.” This lelter has not,

0

however, been sent {0 the Chinese Communist Parly,
from which it has been kept a secret.

It must be noted in all seriousness that, while cry-
ing for a halt to public polemics under the pretence of
desiring unity, the leaders of the C.P.S.U. are engincer-
ing a new campaign against the Chinese Communist
Party and other Marxist-Leninist parties behind the
back of the Chinese Communist Parly and are unseru-
pulously engaging in sectarian, faclional and divisive
aclivities, Throughout the recent years the leaders of
the C.P.S.U. have been wearing one face in public and
another in private, and saying one thing and doing
another. Your vicious two-faced faclics are a gross
violation of the principles guiding relations among fra-
ternal Parties laid down in the 1960 Statement as well
as of proletarian inlcrnationalism.
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You have launched the present campaign against
the Chinese Communist Parly on the new pretext that
the C.P.C. has not yet replied to your letter of No-
vember 29, 1963. But we would like to ask: Why
were you free for a long time to act wiliully and refuse
to accept the advice of fraternal Parties against bringing
inter-Party differences into the open before the enemy
and their proposal for a halt to public polemics, whereas
the C.P.C. must regard the letter from the leaders of
the C.P.S.U. as God's will and give an immediate and
affirmative reply or else be charged with the major
crime of insubordination? Why are you privileged to
publish thousands of lengthy articles and other items
attacking us, whereas we may not make any reply to
set the facts straight and distinguish truth from
falschood? A journey has to be made step by step,
and problems have o be solved one by one. Your let-
ter will be answered in due course. Your self-impor-
tant and domineering attitude in maintaining that
you can attack whenever you please and that we must
stop as soon as you cry halt has fully exposed vour
invelerate habit of great-power chauvinism and posing
as the “father Party.”

The present grave act of the leaders of the C.P.S.U.
to create a split has once again brought to light the

intrigue you have been czrrying on in behall of a sham
unity and a rveal split.

The Communist Party of China has been consistent
in its stand of firmly defending the purily of Marxism-
Leninism, uphelding the revolutionary principles of
the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Slatement, and on
these foundations safeguarding the unity of the interna-
tional communist movement, (ke unily of the socialist
camp and the unily of the Chinese and Soviet Parties
and our two peoples. This siand of ours will never
change. We obey the truth and the truth only and
will never trade in principles.

The Central Commiltee of the Chinese Communist
Party delegated Comrade Peng Chen, Member of the
Political Bureau and the Secretariat, to convey our
views orally to Comrade Chervonenko, the Soviet
Ambassador to China. on the afternoon of February 18.

We would like in all seriousness to repeat our re-
quest that the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. send
us a copy of the letter directed against the C.P.C.,
which it has recently addressed to fraternal Partics.
We shall make our veply afler studying this letter.

With fraternal greetings.

The Central Commitiee of the
Communist Party of China

Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.C. of
February 27, 1964, to the Central Committee
Of the C.P.S.U.

February 27, 1964

The Central Commitiee of the Communis!
Party of the Soviet Union

Dear Comrades,

The Central Committee of the Communist Pavly
ol China has received your lelter of February 22, 1964.
The characteristic feature of this letter is the prodigality
of (he abuse — such as “unseemly,” “a clumsy attempt
to lay one's own fault at somebody else’s door,”
“rude” and “ridiculous™ — with which you try to evade
the questions of substance which we raised in our letler
of February 20, 1964. This is really a poor performance.

You accuse us of behaving like “the real culprit
cryving ‘stop thief.”” TIn fact, it is you who are playing
the trick of “the real culprit crying ‘stop thiel’” to
divert attention and steal away because you have been
caught red-handed in sectarian, factionul and divisive
activities and confronted with irrefutable evidence.
But however much you may quibble and sophislicate,
you cannot deny the following facts. First. you have
actually sent a lefter behind our bhacks to fraternal
Parties. a letter which is specifically direcied against
the Chinese Communist Parly. Second. you are actually
planning behind our backs to take “collective measures”

May 8. 1964

from which the Chinese Communist Party will be
excluded, and to go a step further in splitting the inter-
national communist movement.

In our letter of February 20, we point out that you
“are unscrupulously engaging in sectarian. faclional
and divisive activities,” that you adopt “vicious two-
faced tactics,” and that you have the “inveterate habit
of great-power chauvinism and posing as the ‘father
Party.”” Your most recent letter proves that these
criticisms complelely fit the facts and are entirely cor-
reet.

Have you not repzaledly professed a desire to im-
prove relations and uphold unity? If you really have
such a desire, you ought to admit that right is right
and wrong is wrong. One had belter be honest. This
is the only way to bring aboul a real scttlement of
problems. There is no olher allernative.

You begin your letter with the assertion that yvou
have the “right not to answer at all” the letter of the
Central Committiee of the C.P.C. to the Central Com-
mitiee of the C.P.S.U.. whereas we have repeatedly
made it clear that we will answer your letter of No-
vember 29, 1863, in due course. We have advised you
against impatience because we have not yel completed
our reply to your numerous attacks. Whereupon you
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have flown into a rage as if we had committed a mon-
strous crime. Please think the matter over calmly:
can this be described as ireating fraternal Parties as
equals?

Far from examining your own errors and publicly
acknowledging and correcting them in all seriousness
according to Lenin's teachings. you deny facts, call
white black and turn on us by slanderously accusing
us of factional activities. You even produced the
Belishova case of June 1960 as an important piece of
evidence against us. But you have lifted a rock only
to crush your own toes. Our exchange of views with
the responsible comrades of a fraternal Party on the
international communist movement was above-board,
entirely normal and beyond reproach. On the other
hand. your intrigues on the question of Belishova
cannot stand the light of day. You made Belishova
your tool for subverting the leadership of a fraternal
Party and couniry and for disrupting the unity of the
socialist camp and the international communist move-
ment. The Albanian comiades have exposed your
intrigues and handled the Belishova case in the proper
way.

It is the leaders of the C.P.S.U. themselves who
have been conducting “the most real behind-the-scenes
factional aclivity against a [raternal Party.” As carly
as January 1960, that is, five months before the Be-
lishova case, you delegated Comrade Mikoyan to meet
the leading comrades of Albania in an effort to engineer
aclivitiecs against the Chinese Communist Party.
Instances of such behind-the-scenes factional activity
on your part were cited by Comrade Kapo. head of
the Albanian delegation, in Comrade Khrushchov’s pres-
ence on June 24, 1960, at the Bucharest meeting of
representatives of the fraternal Parties of the socialist
countries.

Yet acting like “knighis for a day,” you state in
your letier that you will “publish documents” and
“state our views openly.” Moreover, vou declared on
September 21, 1963, that you would give us a “most
resolute rebuff.” Have you not played enough of such

tricks? Have you not divulged enough information?
Were these to be enumerated, we could cite a wealth of
facts beginning from the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U.
You are well aware of this and we do not need to
waste our ink. Now you are again making an emptly
threat, and, to be blunt, this can only frighten people
with weak nerves. In our opinion, all your bluster
simply reminds one of a paper tiger. It is like a pewter-
pointed spear. Please produce all the magic weapons
in your treasure box for our enlightenment— the
“most resolute rebuff,” “open statement of our views,”
“collective measures” against the C.P.C., documents
and materials, and what not.

If you do not fear the truth and the masses and
if, instead of treating them as rabble, you have faith
in the political consciousness and discernment of the
members of the C.P.S.U. and the Soviet people, we
propose that our two Parties reach an agreement, by
which each side will, on an equal basis, publish in its
own press the documents, arlicles and other material
both sides have published or will publish in criticism
ol each other.

You accuse us of commiiting a blunder by “de-
manding”* instead of “requesting” that you send us a
copy of your letter of February 12. In Chinese usage,
these lwo words do not imply as big a dillerence as you
describe. But since you take it so seriously and even
make it an excuse for refusing o give us the letter of
February 12, which is directed against the C.P.C., well
then, we are now complying with vour wish and re-
quest that you send us a copy of the letter which you
gave the other fraternal Parfies on February 12. It
is our earnest hope that you will do so.

With fraternal greetings,

The Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China

* Following the Chinese usage this word was (ranslated
into “request” and not “demand” in the English version of
the February 20 letter of the Central Committee ol the C.P.C.
to the Central Commitlee of the C.P.S.U. — Translator.

Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.C. of
February 29, 1964, to the Central Committee
Of the C.P.S.U.

February 29, 1964
The Centrai Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union
Dear Comrades,

This letter from the Central Commiltee ol the
Communist Party of China is in reply to the letter of
the Central Commiitee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, dated November 29, 1963.
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The Chinese Communist Party has always re-
garded the safeguarding and cementing of the unily of
the international communist movement as its sacred
duty.

The unity of the Communists ol all countries is
not that of a club, it is the revolutionary unity of peo-
ple guided by a common theory and fighting for a
common ideal. The unity of the international com-
munist movement can only be based on the revolu-
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tionary teachings of Marx and Lenin. Without this basis
there can be no proletarian internationalist unity.

The differences between us and the leaders of the
C.P.S.U. involve a number of major problems of prin-
ciple concerning Marxist-Leninist theory and the whole
international communist moveément. These problems
of principle must be solved if our differences are to
be eliminated and the unity of the Chinese and Soviet
Parties is {o be strengthened.

The views we have expressed in our reply of June
14, 1963, to the letter of the Central Committee of the
C.P.S.U., that is, our proposal concerning the general
line of the international communist movement, and in
our articles about the international communist move-
ment published both before and after that reply, are in
full accord with Marxism-Leninism and the revolu-
tionary principles of the 1957 Declaration and the 1960
Statement.

In this letter we would like {o stale our views on
a number of questions raised in your letfer.

1. The Question of the Sino-Soviet Boundary

The Government of the People’s Republic of China
has consistently held that the question of the boundary
belween China and the Soviet Union, which is a legacy
from the past, can be settled through negotiation be-
tween the two Governments. It has also held that,
pending such a settlement, the status quo on the border
should be maintained. This is what we have done over
the past ten years or more. Had the Soviet Govern-
ment taken the same attitude, both sides could have
lived in amity along the border and preserved tran-
quillity there.

With the stepping up of anti-Chinese activities by
the leadcrs of the C.P.S.U. in recent years, the Soviet
side has made frequent breaches of the status quo on
the border, occupied Chinese territory and provoked
border incidents. Still more serious, the Soviet side has
flagrantly carried out large-scale subversive activities
in Chinese frontier areas, trying to sow discord among
China’s nationalities by means of the press and wireless,
inciting China’s minority nationalities to break away
from their motherland, and inveigling and coercing
tens of thousands of Chinese citizens into going to the
Soviet Union. Not only do all these acts violate the
principles guiding relations between socialist countries,
they are absolutely impermissible even in the relations
between countries in general.

Among all our neighbours it is only the leaders
of the C.P.S.U. and the reactionary nationalists of In-
dia who have deliberately created border disputes with
China. The Chinese Government has satislactorily
seitled complicaled boundary questions, which were
legacies from the past, both with all its fraternal social-
ist neighbours except the Soviet Union, and with its
nationalist neighbours such as Burma, Nepal, Pakistan
and Afghanistan, with the exception of India.

The delegations of our (wo Governments started
boundary negotiations in Peking on February 25, 1964.
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Although the old treaties relating to the Sino-Russian
boundary are unequal {ireaties, the Chinese Govern-
ment is nevertheless willing to respect them and take
them as the basis for a reasonable settlement of the
Sino-Soviet boundary question. Guided by proletarian
internationalism and the principles governing relations
between socialist countries. the Chinese Government
will conduct friendly negoliations with the Soviet
Government in the spirit of consultation on an equal
footing and mutual understanding and mutual accom-
modation. If the Soviet side takes the same attitude as
the Chinese Government. the settlement of the Sino-
Soviet boundary question, we believe, ought not to be
difficult, and the Sino-Soviet boundary will truly be-
come one of lasting friendship.

2. The Question of Aid

We have always had a proper appreciation of the
friendly Soviet aid which began under Stalin’s leader-
ship. We have always considered that the Soviet peo-
ple’s [riendly aid has played a beneficial role in help-
ing China to lay the preliminary foundations [or her
socialist industrialization. For this the Chinese Com-
munist Party and the Chinese people have expressed
their gratitude on numerous occasions.

In recent years the leaders of the C.P.S.U. have
habitually played the benefactor and frequently boasted
of their “disinterested assistance.” When commemorat-
ing the 14th anniversary of the signing of the Sino-
Soviet Treaty of Friendship, Alliance and Mutual
Assistance in February this year, Pravda, Izvestia and
other Soviel propaganda media again beat the drum to
the same tune. We have not yvet made a systematic
reply in the press, but we must point out that, so far
from being gratis. Soviet aid to China was rendered
mainly in the form of trade and that it was certainly
not a onc-way affair. China has paid and is paying
the Soviet Union in goods, gold or convertible foreign
exchange for all Soviet-supplied complete sets of equip-

rent and other goods, including those made available
on credit plus interest. It is necessary to add that the
prices of many of the goods we imported from the
Soviet Union were much higher than those on the
world market.

While China has received aid [rom the Soviet
Union, the Soviet Union on its part has also reccived
corresponding aid from China. No one can say that
China’s aid to the Soviet Union has been insignificant
and not worthy of mention. Here are some examples:

Up to the end of 1962 China had furnished the
Soviet Union with 2,100 million new rubles’ worth of
grain, edible oils and other foodstuffs. Among the
most important items were 3,760.000 tons of soya
beans, 2,940,000 tons of rice, 1,090,000 tons of edible oils
and 900,000 tons of meat.

Over the same period, China furnished the Soviet
Union with more than 1,400 million new rubles’ worth -
of mineral products and metals. Among the most im-
portant items were: 100,000 tons of lithium concen-
trates. 34.000 tons of beryllium concentrates, 51,000 tons
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of borax, 270,000 tons of wolfram concentrates, 32.9
tons of piezoelectric quartz, 7.730 tons of mercury, 39
tons of tantalum-niobium concenirates. 37,000 tons of
molybdenum  concentrates and  180.000 tons of tin.
Many of these mineral products are raw materials
which are indispensable for the development of the
most advanced branches of science and for the manu-
facture of rockets and nuclear weapons.

As for the Soviet loans te China, it must be
pointed out that China used them mostly for the pur-
chase of war materiel from the Soviet Union, the great-
er part of which was used up in the war to resist U.S.
aggression and aid Korea. In the war against U.S. ag-
gression the Korean people carried by far the heaviest
burden and sustained by far the greatest losses. The
Chinese people, too, made great sacrifices and incurred
vast military expenses. The Chinese Communist Parly
has always considered that this was the Chinese pco-
ple’s bounden internationalist duty and that it is noth-
ing to boast of. For many vears we have been paying
the principal and interest on these Soviet loans. which
account for a considerable part of our wvearly exports
to the Soviet Union. Thus even the war materiel sup-
plied to China in the war to resist U.S. aggression and
aid Korea has not been given gratis.

3. The Question of the Soviet Experts

The Soviet experts working in China were invari-
ably made welcome, respected and trusted by the Chi-
nese Government and people. The overwhelming ma-
jority of them were hard working and helpful to
China’s socialist construction. We have always highly
appreciated their conscientious work, and still miss
them to this day.

You will remember that when the leaders of the
C.P.S.U. unilaterally decided to recall all the Soviet
experis in China, we solemnly affirmed our desire to
have them coniinue their work in China and expressed
the hope thal the leaders of the C.P.S.U. would recon-
sider and change their decision.

But in spite of our objections you turned your
backs on the principles guiding international relations
and unscrupulously withdrew the 1,390 Soviet experts
working in China, tore up 343 contracts and supple-
mentary contracts concerning experts, and scrapped 257
projects ol scientilic and technical cc-operation, all
within the short span of a month.

You were well aware that the Soviet experts were
posted in over 250 enterprises and eslablishments in
the economic field and the fields of national defence,
culture. education and scienlific research, and that they
were undertaking important tasks involving technical
design, the construction of projects, the installation of
equipment. frial production and scientific research. As
a result of your peremptory orders {o the Soviet ex-
perts to discontinue their work and return to the Soviet
Union, many of our country’s important designing and
scientilic research projects had to stop halfway, some
of the construction projecis in progress had to be sus-
pended., and some of the factories and mines which
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were conducling trial production could not go into pro-
duction according to schedule. Your perfidious action
disrupted China’s original national economic plan and
inflicted enormous losses upon China’s socialist con-
struction.

You were going complelely against communist
ethics when you took advantage of China’s serious
natural disaslers to adopt these grave measures.

Your action fully demonstrates that you violale
the principle of mutual assistance between socialist
countries and use the sending ol experts as an instru-
ment for exerting political pressure on [raternal coun-
tries, butling into their internal affairs and impeding
and sabotaging their socialist construction.

Now vou have again suggested sending experls {o
China. To be frank. the Chinese pzople cannot frust
vou. They have just healed the wounds caused by vour
withdrawal of experts. These events ave still fresh in
their memory. With the leaders ol the C.P.S.U. pursu-
ing an anti-Chinese policy. the Chinese people are
unwilling to be duped.

In our opinion, all the couniries in the socialist
camp should handle the question ol sending cxperts in
accordance with the principles of genuine equalily,
non-interference in each other’s internal alfairs, mutual
assistance and internationalism. It is absolutely im-
permissible for any country unilaterally to annul or
serap any agreement or contract concerning the sending
of experts. Any country which violates such an agree-
ment or coniract should, in accordance with inter-
national practice, compensate the other side for the
losses thus inflicted. Only thus can there be an inter-
change ol experis on a basis of equality and mutual
benefit between China and the Soviet Union and among
couniries in the socialist camp.

We would like o say in passing thal. basing
ourselves on the internationalist principle of mulual
assistance among couniries in the socialist camp, we
are very much concerned about the present economic
situation in the Soviet Union. If you should [eel the
need for the help of Chinese experts in certain fields,
we would be glad to send them.

4. The Question of Sino-Soviet Trade

Nobody is in a better position than you to know the
real cause for the curtailment of Sino-Soviet {rade
over the last few vears. This curtailment was precisely
the result of your extending the differences [rom the
field of ideology to thal of state relations.

Your sudden withdrawal of all the Soviet experls
working in China upset the schedules of construction
and the production arrangements of many of our
factories. mines and other enterprises and establish-
ments, and had a direct impact on our need for the
import of complete sets of equipment. Such being {he
case, did you expect us to keep on buying them just
for display?

Moreover, in pursuance ol your policy of further
imposing restrictions on and discriminating against
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China in the economic and commercial fields, since
1960 you have deliberatcly placed obstacles in the way
of economic and trade negotiations between our two
countries and held up or refused supplies of important
goods which China needs. You have insisted on provid-
ing large amounis of goods which we do not really
need or which we do not need at all, while holding back
or supplying very few of the goods which we need
badly. For several years you have used the trade be-
tween our two countries as an instrument [or bringing
political pressure 1o bear on China. How could this
avoid cuiting down the volume of Sino-Soviet irade?

From 1939 to 1961, our couniry suffered extra-
ordinary natural disasters for three years in succes-
sion and could not supply you with as large quantities
of agricultural produce and processed products as be-
fore. This was the result of factors beyond human
control. It is ulterly unreasonable for you to attack
China on this account and blame her for this reduction
in trade.

Indeed, but for China’s efforts the velime of
Sino-Soviet {rade would have decreased even more.
Take this year for example. China has already put
forward a list of 220 million new rubles’ worth of im-
ports from the Soviet Union and 420 million new
rubles’ worth of exports to the Soviet Union. But you
have bsen procrastinating unreasonably, continuing to
hold back goods we need while trying to force on us
goeds we do not need. You say in your letter, “In the
course of the next few years the US.S.R. could increase
its export to China of goods in which you are in-
terested. . . .7 But your deeds do not agree with your
words.

You constantly accuse us ol “going it alone” and
claim that you stand [or extensive economie ties and
division of labour ameng the socialist countries. But
what is vour actual record in this respect?

You infringe the independence and sovereigniy of
fraternal countries and oppose their efforts to develop
their economy on an independent basis in accordance
with their own nesds and potentialities.

You bully those fraternal countries whose econo-
mies are less advanced and oppose their policy of
industrialization and fry to force them to remain agri-
cultural countries and serve as your sources ol raw
malerials and as outlels for your goods.

You bully fraternal countries which are indus-
trially more developed and msist that they stop manu-
facturing their traditional products and become
accessory factories serving your industries.

Moreover, you have initroduced the jungle law of
the capitalist world into relations betwgen socialist
countries. You openly lollow the example of the Com-
men  Market which was organized by monopoly
- capitalist groups.

All these actions of yours are wrong.

In the economic. scientifie, technical and cultural
spheres, we stand for relations of co-operation of a new
type, based on genuine equalily and mutual benefit,

May 8, 1964

between China and the Soviet Union and among all
the socialist countries.

We hold that it is necessary to transform the pres-
ent Council of Mutual Economic Assistance of socialist
countries to accord with the principle of proletarian
internationalism and turn this organization, which is
now solely controlled by the leaders of the C.P.S.U.,
into one based on genuine equality and mutual benefit,
which the fraternal countries of the socialist camp may
join of their own free will. It is hoped that you will
favourably respond to our suggestion.

5. The Question of Stopping Public Polemics

The public polemics were provoked by vou. We
maintained that differences in the international com-
munist movement should be settled through inter-Party
discussions. But you insisted on bringing them into
the open. Beginning with the 22nd Congress of the
C.P.S.U,, you imposed public polemics on the entive
international communist movement in violation of the
principles guiding relations among [raternal Partics as
Iaid down in the 1260 Statement, and you asseried that
to do so was to “acl in Lenin’s manner.” What you did
was a bad thing. You crealed difficulties for fraternal
Parties and rendered a service to the imperialists and
reactionaries. Now, with the extensive unfolding of
the public debate, the truth is becoming clearer and
clearer and Marxism-Leninism is making more and
more progress. What was a bad thing is becoming a
good thing.

In the course of this great debate, the Communisis,
proletarians, working people, revolutionary intellectu-
als, and other people who have an interest in opposing
imperialism and reaction have become more discerning
and increasingly awakened politically, and their rev-
olutionary enthusiasm and theoretical level have been
greatly enhanced. The effect of the public debate is
the opposite of what you intended. It leads more and
more people away from the bad influence of the baton
and makes them think over problems independently.
Thus, as with the other debates in the history of the
international communist movement, the present debate
is undoubtedly the prelude to a new revolutionary up-
surge.

When you wanted {o start public polemics against
the fraternal Marxist-Leninist parties, you said that
such polemics represented “the only correct and genu-
incly Marxist-Leninist position of principle” and weve
“in the nterests of the whole world communist move-
ment.” Yet now that the public polemics have more
and more clearly exposed your revisionist [eatures and
placed you in an increasingly disadvantageous position,
you declare that they “are doing great harm to the
communist movement” and that it would be “most wise”
and “in the interests of the solidarity of the world com-
nunist movement” to stop them. What truth or prin-
ciple is to be found in you when you say one thing one
day and another the next? Which of your statements
do you expect others to believe? And which do you
expect others to obey?
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As to the proposal for stopping the public polemics.
you seem to have forgotten that it was put forward by
the Workers' Party of Viet Nam as early as January
1962. Similar proposals were put forward by the Com-
munist Parties of Indonesia and of New Zealand. They
all won our immediate approval. But you turned a deaf
ear to them and, far from stopping the public polemics,
vou kept exiending them. Why must others accept
vour proposal the instant it is made?

You also seem to have forgotten that in our letter
to you of March 9, 1963, we said, “On the suspension
of public polemics, it is necessary that our two Parties
and the fraternal Parties concerned should have some
discussion and reach an agreement that is fair and
acceptable to all.” You ignored our proposal. On July
20. 1963, when the talks between the Chinese and Soviet
Parties were drawing to a close. we proposed to write
into the communique: “. .. our two Parties and the
fraternal Parties concerned should make joint efforts to
seek a reasonable basis for achieving a fair agreement
on the cessation of public polemics, which is acceptable
to all.” Once again you turned down our proposal.

In your letter you state that “it would be correct
not to concentrate ailtention on the problems on which
there are differences between us but to let them wait
until the heat of passion has cooled. to let time do its
work.” Again, you seem to have forgotten that as far
back as October 10, 1960, we pointed out in our written
statement at the drafting committee of the 26 fraternal
Parties that “as to the questions on which unanimity
cannot be achieved for the time being, it would be bet-
ter to leave them open than to reach a forced solution™
and that “time will help us eliminate the differences.”
You then categorically rejected our proposal. In your
letter of November 5. 1960. to the Central Committee
of the Chinese Communist Party. which vou circulated
during the 1960 mecting of the fraternal Parties., vou
declared. “To wait for the ‘verdict of history’ would be
a grave error fraught with serious consequences for the
enlire communist movement. . . .” But now you sud-
denly make a turn of 180 degrees on this question and
say that we should let the differences wait. What are
You up to? To put it plainly, you are merely resorting
to this trick to deprive us of the right to reply, after
you yourselves have heaped so much abuse on the Chi-
nese Communist Parly and other Marxist-Leninist
parties.

While the talks between the Chinese and Soviet
Parties were in progress in Moscow, despite our re-
peated sincere advice you published your Open Letter
to Party organizations and all Communists in the Soviet
Union on July 14, 1963. in order to curry favour with
U.S. imperialism and to reach an agreement with it on
the monopoly of nuclear weapons. You then launched
an anti-Chinese campaign on an unprecedented scale.
According to incomplete statistics, between July 15 and
the end of October 1963 the Soviet press carried nearly
2,000 anti-Chinese articles and other items.

Meanwhile, under your influence the leaders of the
fraternal Parties of socialist countries — the Commu-
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nist Party of Czechoslovakia, the Bulgarian Communist
Party. the Socialist Unity Party of Germany. the Hun-
garian Socialist Workers™ Party and the Mongolian Peo-
ple’s Revolutionary Parly — have also published a great
number of articles and other items agamnst China.

You say in your letier that “the differences and
sharp polemics are doing great harm to the communist
movement.” If you really think so. don’t you find you
ought to reproach yourselves, to ask yourselves why
you again and again insisted on attacking and slandering
the Chinese Communist Party and other Marxist-
Leninist parties in a big way?

You also say in your letter that the difficulties of
other fraternal Parties should be taken into account.
We have always given full consideration to the diffi-
culties of other fraternal Parties. It was for this very
reason that we repeatedly advised the leaders of (he
C.P.S.U. against bringing the controversy into the open.
But following the leaders of the C.P.S.U.. the leaders of
the Communist and Workers' Parties of many capitalist
countries. for example. the Parties of France. Italy.
Belgium, Spain. the Netherlands, Switzerland. Denmark.
Finland, Sweden, Austria, West Germany. Greece, Por-
tugal. Britain, the United States of America, Canada,
Chile, Brazil, Argentina, Mexico, Peru, Colombia,
Paraguay, Uruguay, Australia, Ceylon, Syria, Lebanon.
Iraq, Turkey, Iran, Jordan and Algeria — as well as the
Dange clique, who are renegades [rom the Indian pro-
letariat — published many articles attacking the Chinese
Communist Party and other Marxist-Leninist parties,
and some adopted ‘resolutions, issued statements or open
letters to Party members, or even unscrupulously at-
lacked or expelled comrades adhering to the Marxisi-
Leninist stand. Did they ever take their own difficul-
ties into account when they were doing all this? Did
you ever take their difficulties into account when you
were supporting them in all this?

These fraternal Parties have attacked us in numer-
ous articles and other items, but we have all along ex-
ercised great restraint. We have replied to none of
them except to a part of the attacks of the leaders of
the Communist Parties of France, Italy and the U.S.A.
We have merely reserved our right of reply. How was
it possible for us to create difficulties for them when
we have never disturbed them? If they have difficul-
ties, these are of their own making.

Even after your letter of November 29, 1963, you
and your followers did not stop your anti-Chinese
propaganda. You attacked us by name in the Pravda
articles, “Why Mislead?’ and “The Soviet-Chinese
Treaty — Fourleen Years,” in the Izvestia article “An
Important Document,” in “The World in a Week” in the
magazine Za- Rubezhom, and in many other articles and
items. In addition, you have recently published books
against China, such as Talks on Political Subjects, Our
Leninist Party, A Treaty that Purifies the Atmosphere

.+ The Leninist Teaching of the Party and the
Contemporary Communist Movement and The General
Crisis of Capitalism and Foreign Policy, in which you
make comprehensive and concentrated attacks on the
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Chinese Communist Party. You have also distributed
pamphlets attacking China through your embassies
abroad and your delegates to international mass or-
ganizations. As for the articles and other items your
followers have published in the meantime, we shall not
dwell on them here.

Moreover, since November 29, 1963, you have raised
acute controversial questions and provoked debates at
the Warsaw meeting of the World Peace Council, the
Prague meeting of the Executive Bureau of the World
Federation of Trade Unions, the Berlin meeting of the
Bureau of the Women’s International Democratic Fed-
eration, the Budapest meeting of the Executive Com-
mittee of the International Union of Students, and at
a number of other international meetings. At these
meetings, while we, together with the delegates from
other countries, were actively promoting the struggle
of the people of the world for peace, supporting the
national-liberation movement and calling for a united
front against U.S. imperialism, you on your part ex-
tolled U.S. imperialism and created splits by insisting
on adopting resolutions in support of the tripartite
treaty by which you allied yourselves with the United
States against China.

All this provides ample proof that you say one
thing and do another and that your cry for an end to
public polemics is utterly false and demagogic.

While you have published so many articles and
other items against China. we have so far printed only
seven articles in reply to your Open Letter. We have
not yet completed our reply to the important questions
vou raised in the Open Letter, and have not even started
to reply to the questions you raised in vour other anti-
Chinese articles. In all our articles we have adduced
facts and used reasoned arguments. How can it be
said that they are “shaking the friendship and unity of
the peoples of the socialist community and weakening
the anti-imperialist front”? Do not these phrases neatly
fit your own voluminous and unreasonable material and
your countless lies and slanders?

You have used every conceivable term of abuse
in attacking the Chinese Communist Party and called
us a host of names such as “dogmatists,” “Leflt adven-
turists,” “pseudo-revolutionaries,” “newly baked Trot-
skyites,” “nationalists,” “racists,” “great-power chau-
vinists,” “sectarians,” “splitters,” and people “falling
into the company of the forces of imperialist reaction.”
“having an itch for war” and “playing the role of the
Right wing in the rank of the American ‘maniacs,” West
German revanchists and French extremists.” In short,
according to you the Chinese Communists are undoubt-
edly 100 per cent arch-reactionaries. If so, we would
like to ask: How can such fine fellows as you, who
call yourselves 100 per cent Marxist-Leninists, talk of
unity with those bad fellows whom you consider more
hateful than the enemy? How are you going to wind
up the whole affair? Do you propose to come forward
with a public statement admitting that all your attacks
on the Chinese Communist Party are lies and slanders
and removing all the labels you have stuck on it? Or
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will you insist that we accept your verdict, give up the
revolutionary banner of Marxism-Leninism and kowtow
to your revisionist line?

It is now perfectly clear that our differences with
you involve the questions of whether or not to adhere to
the fundamental theories of Marxism-Leninism and
whether or not to adhere to the revolutionary principles
of the Declaration and the Statement, as well as a
whole series of important questions of principle, such
as the following:

Are the U.S. imperialists the sworn enemies of the
people of the world, or are they sensible emissaries of

peace? Are they overlords who determine the destiny
of mankind?

What is the reliable way to prevent the imperialists
from unleashing a world war and to safeguard world
peace?

To defend world peace and serve the interests of
revolution. should we unite the workers, peasants, rev-
olutionary intellectuals, the anti-imperialist and anti-
feudal revolutionaries among the national bourgeoisie,
and all other forces of the world that can be united, and
form the broadest possible united front in a common
struggle against U.S. imperialism and its lackeys? Or
should we pin all our hopes on U.S.-Soviet collaboration?

When the Indian reactionaries attack socialist
China, should proletarian internationalism be observed
and the Indian reactionaries’ provocations be denounced,
or should they be helped with arms to light the brothers
of the Soviet people?

Are the Titoites renegades or comrades? Are they
a special detachment of U.S. imperialism or not? Is
Yugoslavia a socialist country or not?

Is the socialist camp needed or not? On what
principles is the unity of the socialist camp to be
strengthened?

Should we actively support all the oppressed
peoples and nations in their revolutionary and class
struggles for emancipation, or should we forbid and
oppose their revolutions?

Was Stalin a great Marxist-Leninist, or was he a
murderer, a bandit and a gambler?

Should a socialist country maintain the dictatorship
of the proletariat, or should it use the so-called state
of the whole people and the so-called party of the entire
people to pave the way for the restoration of capitalism?

These questions admit of no equivocation but must
be thoroughly straightened out. How can issues of
such magnitude be evaded? If they were, there would
be no distinction between Marxism-Leninism and revi-
sionism and dogmatism, between Marxism-Leninism
and Trotskyism, between the Communist and the
social democratic parties, or between communism and
capitalism.

You frequently threaten others with a “most reso-
lute rebuff.” In fact, people have had plenty of ex-
perience of your tactics, whether hard or soft, bitter
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or sweet. It was you who exeried military, economic
and political pressure on Albania, severed diplomatic
relations, tore up agreements and broke off trade rela-
tions with her. It was you, too, who scrapped contracts
with China, withdrew experts, discontinued aid and
carried out subversive activities against her. The Chi-
nese Communist Party and all other Parties adhering to
Marxism-Leninism will never be misled by honeyed
words or bow under pressure or barter away princi-
ples. If you are indeed ready to deliver a “most reso-
lute rebuff” worthy of the term, “state our views open-
ly,” “publish documents and material,” take “collective
measures” or what not, well then, please do whatever
you intend to do.

Despite (he fact that the differences have grown
to their present serious proportions, the Chinese Com-
munist Parly is willing to do its best for the restoration
and strengthening of unity. In your letter of Novem-
ber 29 yvou merely cry for a halt to the public polemics
without putting forward any concrete measures for solv-
ing the problem. We now propose to you the following
concrete measures for the solution of the problem, and
we hope you will consider them and give us an answer.

(I) For the cessation of the public polemics it is
necessary for the Chinese and Soviet Parties and other
fraternal Parties concerned to hold various bilateral
and multilateral talks in order to find through con-
sultation a fair and reasonable formula acceptable to
all and to conclude a common agreement.

(2) The Chinese Communist Party consistently
advocates and actively supports the convening of a
meeting of representatives of all Communist and
Workers’ Parties. Prior to the meetling adequate
preparations should be made, and difficulties and
obstacles should be overcome. Together with the other
fraternal Parties, we will do everything possible to
ensure that this meeting will be a meeting of unity on
the basis of the revolutionary principles of Marxism-
Leninism.

(3) The resumption of talks between the Chinese
and Soviet Parties is a necessary preparatory step for
making the meeting of the fraternal Parties a success.
We propose that the talks between the Chinese and
Soviet Parties be resumed in Peking, from October 10
to 25, 1964.

(4) In order to make further preparations for the
meeting of representatives of all fraternal Parties, we
propose that the Sino-Soviet talks he followed by a
meeting of representatives of sevenieen fralernal
Parties, namely, the Parties of Albania, Bulgaria, China,
Cuhba, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Re-
public, Hungary, Korea, Mongolia, Poland, Rumania,
the Soviet Union and Viet Nam, and the Parties of
Indonesia, Japan, Italy and France.

Unite under the banner of Marxism-
Leninism!
The Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China

Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. of
November 29, 1963, to the Central
Committee of the C.P.C.

November 29, 1963

The Central Committee of the Communist
Party of China

Comrade Mao Tse-tung

Pear Comrades,

The Communist press has recently published docu-
ments in which the Marxist-Leninist parties have
publicly expounded their posilions on fundamental
questions of the international communist movement
raised in the debate that has unfolded. These docu-
ments show that there ‘are serious differences in the
communist movement, differences in the understanding
and interpretation of the fundamental theses of the
Declaration and the Statement of the Moscow meetings.
We will not coneceal the fact that, like many other
Iraternal Parties, irvespective of the position they are
taking, we are seriously concerned over the fact that
the differences which have arisen arve constantly be-
coming deeper and the scope of the questions under
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debate is constantly widening. while the sharp public
polemics are assuming forms impermissible in relations
ameong Marxist-Leninists.

Particularly disquieting is the fact that the dif-
ferences on ideological questions are being transferred
to inter-stale relations and are manifesting themselves
in the field of concrete policies, thus shaking the
friendship and unity of the peoples of the socialist
commumily and weakening the anti-imperialist front.
The strength and attention of the fraternal Parties are
being deflected from the solution of urgent problems
of socialist construction and from the struggle against
imperialism.

This situation in the communist movement grieves
us greatly.  We have more than once declared, and now
reiterate, that the abnormal relations between the CPC
and the CPSU are dividing the communist forces and
beneliling only our enemies who on their part are
secking in every way (o play on the contradiciions and
making use ol the existing dilliculties [or their own
anli-communist aims.
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Of course Parties like the CPSU and the CPC,
standing at the head of the world’s two biggest stales,
can go on with their work even if the polemics continue.
We agree that for our two Parties even in such cir-
cumstances, as you said to the Soviet Ambassador
Comrade Chervonenko, the skies will not fall, and
grass and trees will continue to grow. women to bear
children and fish to swim in the waler.

But we cannot fail to sce that the differences and
sharp polemics are doing great harm to the communist
movement. We also have no right to fail to think of
those detachments of the communist movement which
are forced to carry on the struggle against imperialism
in extremely difficult and complex circumstances. Such
Parties rightly consider that they require friendship
with both the CPSU and the CPC. All Marxist-
Leninist parties draw strength from the unity and
solidarity of the communist movement for the over-
coming of difficulties.

The Communists of all countries want unily of
action. And they are right — without unily of action
our struggle against class enemics will be many times
harder.

In the present circumstances, the most important
and urgent task of the Marxist-Leninists is to prevent
an undesirable development of events, and to turn the
evenls from the zone of danger towards normalization,
towards the strengthening of co-operation and unity
among all the fraternal Parties and socialist countries.
Timelier than ever now are Lenin's injunctions that
each Party must be conscious of ils high responsibility
[or our common cause, and be ready to give first place
to the fundamental interests of the communist
movement,

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union, firmly
following the Leninist course of the world communist
movement as expressed in the Declaration and the
Statement of the Moscow meetings, has considered, and
still considers, itself duty bound to do all it can for
the strengthening of unity.

We understand. of course, that the elimination of
the difficulties that have arisen in the world communist
movement requires great exertion by all the Marxist-
Leninist parties. Ifi this lefter. we wish to give our
views on the contribution which our two Parties could
make towards the solution of this problem.

As belore, we hold to the position that despite
existing serious differences, therve is an objective basis
for the improvement ol relations between the CPSU and
the CPC and between our counlries — the basis being
the commen fundamental interesls of our two peo-
ples and our common lasks in the struggle for socialism
and communism. the support of the revolutlionary
workers’ movement and national liberation movement,
and the struggle for peace against the aggressive
schemes of the imperialists,

One cannot fail to see that, besides the questions
over which differences have arisen. there are also posi-
tions on which we are fully united or at least very
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clese in our views. We have, objectively, a common
position on such basic questions as the class struggle,
the struggle against imperialism for the victory of the
working class and all the working people, and the
dictatorship of the proletariat which is established, as
is seen from the experience of the Soviet Union and
other socialist countries, for the destruction of those
forces which, alter the victory of the proletarian rev-
olution, offer resistance to the consiruction of social-
ism. Although our interprelations on these questions
are not in all respects the same as yours, we are deeply
convinced that a calm and unprejudiced understanding
of our present discussion, and the elimination from it
of everything that is non-essential and fortuitous, will
reveal wide possibilities not only for the preservation
of our cc-operation along many lines but also for ils
growth and strengthening.

Now that the CPSU and the CPC, as well as other
fraternal Parties, have stated their views on the ques-
tions in dispute, it would be correct not to concentrate
altention on the problems on which there are dif-
ferences between us but to let them wait until the heat
ol passion has cooled, to let time do its work. We are
certain thal life will demonstrate the correciness of Lhe
Marxist-Leninist line. At the same time, we could
develop our co-operalion in those spheres where favour-
able possibilities exisl. Such co-operation is in the
interest not only of the Soviet Union and China but
also of all the peoples of the socialist community.

Concretely speaking, we propose ihat notwith-
standing the differences we should place at the centre
of our mutual relations the development of co-operation
for the sake of strengthening friendship between the
Soviel Union and China and among all the socialist
countries and fraternal Marxist-Leninist parties, and
of co-ordinating actions in the various international
organizations for our common aim of defending peace
and combaling imperialism.

Particularly great possibilities exist for the
strengthening of ties between the People’s Republic of
China and the USSR in the economic field and in the
fields of scientific-technical co-operation and culture.
In this letter, we would like to make a series of prac-
tical proposals, the realization of which could serve
the cause of strengthening {friendship between our
cournlries.

The CC CPSU anticipates that the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of China, on ils part,
will take concrete steps in this direction, particularly
since the Premier of the State Council of the PRC,
Comrade Chou En-lai. is repoeted in the press to have
declared in recent talks with foreign personalities and
journalists that China intends to develop contacts with
the Soviet Union and other socialist states, that China
is greatly interested in the development of trade and
other eccnomic contacts and that the PRC adheres to
the Five Principles of peaceful cocexistence. The Pre-
micr of the PRC said that China, on her part, will
resist the efforts of the imperialists to use the existing
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differences for the aim of undermining the unity of
the socialist community. Such a point of view coin-
cides with the declarations which the CC CPSU and
the Soviet government, on their part, have frequently

* made.

The interests of both sides permit one to conclude
that it would already be possible today to talk of con-
crete steps for setting things right in Soviet-Chinese
co-operation.

Specifically, it would be possible to start in the
immediate future to draw up jointly agreed preliminary
plans for the exchange of goods between the PRC and
the Soviet Union. In the course of the next few years
the USSR could increase its export to China of goods
in which you are interested, and the import of goods
from China into the USSR, which would be in the
interest both of our economy and of yours.

As is known, the Protocol of May 13, 1962 con-
cluded by the governments of our {wo countries
provides for the renewal next year of negotiations
concerning the delivery to the People’s Republic of
China of whole sets of equipment the manufacture of
which was postponed for two years at the request
of the Chinese side. If your side shows interest, it
would be possible in our view to come to an under-
standing on the broadening of technical aid to the PRC
in the building of industrial enterprises and specifically
to discuss the possibility of aid in the development of
the petroleum industry and the building of enterprises
in the mining and other industries on terms benelicial
to both our countries.

Once again we affirm our readiness to send Soviet
specialists to the People’s Republic of China should you
consider it necessary.

The Soviet Union is now drawing up her Five-Year
Plan for 1966-70. China too is drawing up her third
Five-Year Plan. For this reason, now is a good lime
to discuss the possibilities of developing {rade and
other ties between our countries and to provide for
corresponding measures in the plans for the national
economies of both countries. Of course, it is never too
late to start on the good work of strengthening co-
operation between the USSR and the PRC, but it
would be better to make a start now.

Both our countries would undoubtedly benefit from
the broadening of scientific-technical co-operation and
also from the development of cultural ties of many
kinds. We consider that these questions could be the
subject of mutual consultation and negotiation between
the appropriate organs of the Soviet Union and the
PRC. In making these proposals, we are naturally
willing to consider attentively all your views as to the
widening of the co-operation between the Soviet Union
and the Chinese People’s Republic in the economic,
scientific-technical, cultural and other fields. We
understand, of course, that such ties and co-operation
can develop provided you consider this beneficial to
China. We on our part are convinced that it would be
mutually beneficial to both China and the Soviet Union.
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It is well known that economic ties are the type
of co-operation in which all nations are particularly
interested. Economic ties have great significance even
in the relations between countries with different social
systems. They create favourable conditions for im-
plementing the principle of peaceful coexistence and
help the improvement of relations among states. Ex-
tensive economic ties are all the more necessary among
socialist countries, which are bound together by a com-
mon social system and common aims. Such ties are
an important factor in the construction of socialism
and communism and in utilizing the advantages of in-
ternational socialist division of labour, and they help in
strengthening the friendship among {raternal peoples,
achieving new successes in the economic competifion
with capitalism and uniting all anti-imperialist revolu-
tionary forces. The development of such co-operation
would be a gain for China and the Soviet Union, for
the socialist camp and the cause of world socialism.

We undersiand. of course, thal each nation builds
socialism and communism by relying mainly on ils own
forces because no one except the people of a given
country will build socialism there. But it is also evi-
dent that co-operation among socialist countries facili-
tates and accelerates the consiruction of socialism by
each nation. The restoration and sirengthening of the
economic co-operation between our countries will help
not only to accelerate the growth of the national
economies of the USSR and China and the economy
of the entire socialist system, but also to create favour-
able conditions for normalizing relations in other [ields.

Highly favourable pre-conditions exist for the
development of co-operation between the Soviet Union
and China. Our countries possess a variely of
natural riches and have accumulated considerable ex-
perience in economic and scientific-technical co-opera-
tion. How beneficial was the influence of Soviet-
Chinese economic co-operation on the course of socialist
construction in the People’s Republic of China and
also on the economic growth of the Soviet Union, is
well known. It is all the more to be regretted that
economic co-operation and trade between the Soviet
Union and the Chinese People’s Republic has not only
failed to grow in recent years but on the contrary has
constantly shrunk. =

Experience shows that the development of trading,
economic and other ties improves the atmosphere in
mutual relations and helps to straighten out other prob-
lems on which the relations belween our countries
depend. And such problems unfortunately do exist and
demand solution.

You will probably agree that the situation which
has arisen in recent years along different sections of
the Saviel-Chinese border cannot be regarded as normal.
The Soviet government has already proposed that
[riendly consultations take place to define accurately
the boundary in different sections, considering that
this will result in removal of the causes of the present
misunderstanding. Recently you, too, spoke in [avour
of solving this question on the basis of mutual consul-
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tation. In this connection, we are transmitting to you
a relevant document.

Statements have recently been made in China con-
cerning the aggressive policy of the Czarist govern-
ment and the unjust treaties imposed upon China,
Naturally, we will not defend the Russian Czars who
permitted arbitrariness in laying down the state
boundaries with neighbouring countries. We are con-
vinced that you, too, do not intend to defend the Chi-
nese emperors who by force of arms seized not a few
territories belonging to others. But while condemning
the reactionary actions of the top-strata exploiters who
held power in Russia and in China at that time, we
cannot disregard the fact that historically-formed
boundaries between states now exist. Any attempt to
ignore this can become the source of misunderstandings
and conflicts; at the same time, they will not lead to
the solution of the problem. It would be simply un-
reasonable to create territorial problems artificially at
the present time, when the working class is in power
and when our common aim is communism, under which
state borders will gradually lose their former signif-
icance. We have all the possibilities for fully eliminat-
ing border frictions of any kind, and thus showing the
peoples an example of truly friendly relations belween
fwo socialist siales.

We should also create conditions favourable to the
improvement of relations on the Party level and avoid
anything that might aggravate the difficulties that have
arisen in the communist movement. That the over-
coming of the differences in the communist movement
is a complex matter, demanding time and serious effort,
is something we are fully aware of. But what is im-
portant is to go step by step in this direction, to show
Leninist concern for the strengthening of the unity of
the world communist movement on a principled Marxist
basis, to bar any acts whatsoever that might under-
mine unity and to repulse factionalists and splitters.

We are of the opinion that even in the present
complex situation there is a possibility of preventing
the polemics that have spread from gelting out of
control, and of directing matters towards the strength-
ening of unity and solidarity between the CPC and the
CPSU and among all the fraternal Parties. The CC
CPSU has more than once advocated the cessation of
public polemics. We again repeated this proposal on
October 25 and November 7. 1963. The Soviet press
has ceased to publish materials of a polemical charac-
ter. In this letter we call once more on the Central
Committee of the Chinese Communist Party to do
everything necessary for the cessation of public polemics
and ol other activities that harm the unity of the in-
ternational communist movement and the unity of the
socialist countries. We do not propose a general ces-
sation of the exchange of views on questions of prin-
ciple concerning world developments, but desire only
that it should take place in the forms provided for by
the Statement of the fraternal Parties in 1960 — through
mutual consultation, negotiations and exchanges of
letters.

Meaey 8. 1964

In making these proposals, the CC CPSU bascs
itsell on the consideration that they will help sirengthen
confidence and create more favourable conditions for
the preparation of a world meeting of the Communist
and Workers’' Parties. Recently, the CPSU and the
CPC, like many other fraternal Parties, have more
than once advocated the convening of such a meeting.
We now reaffirm this position of ours. At the same
lime, we underline yet again that it is the duty of all
Parties to help in the creation of a situation which
will render such a meeting fruitful. so that it will lead
not to a split in the world communist movement but
to genuine unity and solidarity of all the fraternal
Parties and all the forces of peace and socialism.

These are some ol our views on concrete measures
that could be taken with the aim of overcoming the
dilficulties that have arisen.

Please understand us correctly —our leiter is dic-
lated exclusively by concern for the strengthening of
unity. We may differ in our understanding of this
or that ideological problem, or in our estimates of specif-
ic phenomena of social development — life will correct
those who are mistaken. But one must never even for
a minute, under any circumstances, forget about the
highest duty of Communisis —to build the unity of
the socialist community and of the entire front of the
struggle against capital. The peoples trust the Com-
munists. And we are called upon to justify their
frust. Let us. by our common efforts, clear the way
for the strengthening of co-operation, and take con-
crete measures to this end.

The CPSU and the Soviet people cherish [riendly
feelings for the Chincse people and the Communist
Party of China and wish to strengthen the brotherhood
built up in the struggle for socialism and communism.
The CC CPSU is [illed with determination to do all it
can to achieve a turn of evenis for the better, and to
strengthen the unity of the world communist move-
ment and the friendship between the Chinese and
Soviet peoples. 3

The CPSU guides itsell unswervingly by the line
of the world communist movement, and firmly de-
fends the principles of the Declaration and the State-
ment of the Moscow meetings of 1957 and 1960. Our
Leninist party is waging a historic struggle for the
building of communism in the USSR, for peace, demaoc-
racy, and the national independence of pcoples, for the
strengthening of the world socialist community and the
entire anti-imperialist revolutionary front, for the pro-
letarian revolution and the cause of international so-
cialism, and this accords with the interests of all the
peoples.

The CC CPSU calls on the CC CPC, on its part, 1o
undertake practical steps for the strengthening of the
unity of the fraternal Parties on the principles of
Mavxism-Leninism and proletarian internationalism in
the stiruggle for the great cause of socialism.

First Secretary of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
N. Khrushchov (signed)



Letter of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. of
February 22, 1964, to the Central
Committee of the C.P.C.

February 22, 1964

The Central Commitiee of the Communist
Party of China

Dear Comrades,

The Central Commitiee of the CPSU has received
vour letter of February 20, 1964.

The rude tone and the unworthy and insulling
methods in relation to the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union to which you resort in this letter give us
the moral right not to answer it at all. And if we have
nevertheless considered it expedient to reply to you,
we are doing so only in order to eliminate the possibility
of any speculation or attempt to mislead the un-
informed.

You express a simulated indignation at the fact
that the letter of the CC CPSU dated February 12 this
year, addresscd (o many fraternal Parties, was not sent
to the Ceniral Commiltee of the Communist Party of
China, and represent this almost as an attempt to con-
ceal the content of this letter from you and as “secta-
rian™ and “factional activity by the CPSU".

How do matters stand in reality? It was no ac-
cident that we did notl send you the letter of February
12 this year. In the past few months alone., the CC
CPSU has repeatedly approached the leadership of the
CPC both verbally and in writing with proposals that
measures be taken jointly for sirengthening the unity
of the socialist community and the international com-
munist movement. The Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China has not considered it
necessary even to reply to our proposals. You
ignored the proposals for normalizing the situation
in the communist movement which the CPSU delegation
advanced during the Moscow talks in July 1963. You
did not reply to the letter of the CC CPSU dated No-
vember 29, 1963, which contained a concrete pro-
gramme of action for eliminating the existing dilfer-
ences. In exactly the same way no answer was given to
the repeated verbal approaches ol leaders of the CPSU
to the leadership of the CPC made through Comrades
Teng Hsiac-ping. Peng Chen, Liu Hsiao and Pan Tze-li.

If you care to refer to the above-mentioned docu-
ments and material, it will be easy for you to convince
yourselves that they discuss the very same problems
about which the CC CPSU wrote briefly to the frater-
nal Parties in its letter of February 12 this year.

While not answering our leiters, you at the same
time unfolded a widespread campaign against the CPSU
and other Marxist-Leninist parlies and sharply intensi-
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fied the schismatic factional activily in the international
communist movement and the democratic organizations.
In an article on February 4 this year. the newspaper
Renmin Ribao openly called for a split in the communist
movement and demonstrated the unwillingness of the
CPC leadership to reply to the posilive proposals con-
tained in the lelter of the CC CPSU dated November
29, 1963.

In these circumsiances the CC CPSU, in the in-
terests of the unity of the communist movement and
desirous of staling its Marxisi-leninist viewpoints
which are being libellously assailed by t(he Chinese
press, considered it necessary to discuss ihe question al
the February Plenum of the Central Committee and
thereafter to state its views openly. The CC CPSU
decided to inform the fraternal Parties of this.

We had to tell them frankly that our proposals had
not evoked any posilive response from the leaders of
the CPC and that the latter. broadening the schismatic
activity, were continuing to intensify the attacks on the
common course of the world communist movement.
We declared that we shared the opinion of all the
fraternal Parties standing genuinely on the positions
of the Declaration and the Statement that it was neces-
sary to give a rebuff to the schismatics and take collec-
tive measures for strengthening the unity of the com-
munist movement on the principled basis of Marxism-
Leninism. We asserted once more the desirability of
calling a meeting of the Communist and Workers® Par-
ties, concerning which you yourselves made repeated
declarations at one time.

Our leiter condemned the intention of the leader-
ship of the CPC to create a factional bloc with a special
programme under its own hegemony.

This is what was discussed in the February 12
letter of the CC CPSU.

Our principled position on all the questions con-
tained in the February 12 letter was known to you
long before we approached the fraternal Parlics.
Before approaching them in this letter, we tried more
than once to discuss questions concerning the strength-
ening of the unity of the communist movement with
the Ceniral Committee of the Communist Party of
China, and it is no fault of ours that all these eflorts
produced no results. Insofar as you persistently failed
to reply lo our repeated letters and approaches and,
what is more, presented them as expressions of our
weakness, it was unnecessary and indeed uscless Lo send
you our letter of February 12,

After all this, one can only be surprised at your
allegations that the CPSU “is encinecering a new cam-
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