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THE WEEK

Among the headlines of the week:
® The National People’s Congress is to convene next month.

® The Chinese Foreign Ministry on October 9 sent a reply note
to the Indian Embassy in China sternly denouncing New Declhi for set-
ting up one obstacle after another to block negotiations for a peaceful
settlement of the Sino-Indian boundary question.

Commenting on this, Renmin Ribao in an editorial of October 13
pointed out that the Indian Government had no sincere wish at present
for peaceful negotiation.

® Peking held a mass rally against U.S. imperialism and in support
of the American Negroes’ struggle against racial discrimination.

® The Chinese Government has decided to extend a long-term,
interest-free loan of 250 million French francs to the Algerian Gov-
ernment, without any conditions attached.

® A Havana dispatch said that the Political Publishing House in
Cuba had published 100,000 copies of Chairman Mao Tse-tung’s article
“On the Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the People.”
50,000 copies of this work were published last year.

® The Chinese press last week carried excerpts from:

— a commentary in the latest issue of A Classe Operaria, journal
of the Communist Party of Brazil, hailing Chairman Mao’s statement
in support of the American Negroes' struggle against racial discrimi-
nation.

— an article from the Vietnamese paper Nhandan commenting
on Tito’s trip to Latin America. It stressed that the Titoites were
doing their utmost to sabotage the revolutionary movements in Asia,
Africa and Latin America.

— an article in the latest issue of the Malayan Monitor praising
the Chinese Communist Party for defending the purity of Marxism-
Leninism.

® As the tripartite partial nuclear test ban treaty came into force
it drew more denunciation from world public opinion. The Chi-
nese press last week reported the latest criticism of the treaty by the
Korean paper Rodong Shinmoon, the Japanese paper Akahata and the

Cambodian journal Neak Cheat Niyum (Nationalist).

N.P.C. to Meet

The fourth session of the Second
National People's Congress and the
fourth session of the Third National
Committee of the Chinese People’s
Political Consultative Conference will
meet simultaneously in mid-Novem-
ber. This was decided at the joint
meeting of the Standing Committee
of the N.P.C. and the Standing Com-
mittee of the National Committee of
the C.P.P.C.C. on October 10.

Sino-Algerian Friendship

The recent visit of the Algerian
Government Delegation, led by Minis-
ter of State Amar Ouzegane, has
further strengthened friendly rela-
tions between China and Algeria. On
October 11 it was announced that

China has agreed to extend a long-
term, interest-free loan to Algeria
amounting to 250 million French
francs (or 25,000 million old francs).

Invited by Vice-Premier and For-
eign Minister Chen Yi, the Algerian
delegation during its 10-day stay in
China received a warm welcome from
the Chinese Government and people.
The delegation attended the October 1
National Day celebrations in Peking
and later visited Hangchow and
Shanghai in cast China and Kunming
in the southwest. It left China for
Indonesia on October 9.

While in Kunming, a famous scenic
city in the multi-national southwest-
ern province of Yunnan, Minister of
State Amar Ouzegane paid a visit to
Yunnan University where he talked
to 3,000 students and faculty members

.
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on the Algerian people’s struggle for
national independence.

Amidst repcated applause, the
Algerian Minister told the gathering
that since 1830, when Algeria became
a French colony, his people had never
ceased to fight for national independ-
ence. He criticized those who had
wavered in the revolution or opposed
it, including leaders of the French and
Algerian Communist Parties. He re-
called that, in the early days of the
Algerian national-independence move-
ment, the leaders of the French Com-
munist Party arbitrarily issued orders
to the Algerians without considering
the country’s specific conditions.

As if not wishing to be outdone,
leaders of the Algerian Communist
Party regarded the people’s struggle
for independence as adventurous and
foolhardy, said Amar Ouzegane.
Alleging that the workers and peas-
ants were incapable of seizing political
power and running the government,
they raised such slogans as higher
wages, vacations. increased welfare
and family allowances, rather than
leading the national-independence
movement. Consequently, the banner
of the revolution passed into the hands
of those who were actually fighting
for Algeria’s independence.

The Algerian Minister of State also
told the gathering that. in the course
of his people’s liberation struggle,
certain intellectuals thought that the
United States could be persuaded to
make the French Government grant
Algeria self-government. They did
not want to rely on the masses of the
Algerian people and carry through
the revolution. There were others, he
revealed. who maintained that Alge-
rian independence could be gained
through parliamentary struggle by
Algerians in the French National
Assembly. The hard facts, he declared,
shattered the illusion that imperial-
ism would grant the people self-
government. The only way to obtain
independence was for Algeria to rely
on itself, to take up arms and struggle
by every possible means to destroy
colonialism, he emphasized.

Noting that his peeple started their
armed struggle with only 500 hunting
guns against 100.000 well-equipped
French troops, the Minister of State
recalled that the leaders of some poli-
tical parties had regarded the uprising
as adventurist and a “suicidal opera-
tion” which could not last more than
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three months. At that time the
Political Bureau of the French Com-
munist Party also issued a communi-
que condemning the operation on
these grounds. These pseudo-revolu-
tionary theoreticians, he said, had
forgotten that the Algerian people had
completely repudiated the reformist
ideology.

The Minister went on to describe
how thousands upon thousands of
young people joined the fighting
organizations and how the Algerian
National Liberation Army grew in
strength. The struggle was terrible,
he declared, and the Algerians lost
one and a half million of their peo-
ple. But the morale of the Algerian
fighters was so high that they pre-
ferred to die rather than live like
dogs under foreign domination.
Minister of State Amar Ouzegane told
how eager the Algerian officers and
men were to learn from the experi-
ence of other countries and their
methods of gaining victory and how
Chairman Mao Tse-tung’s revolution-
ary ideology on revolutionary war
spread throughout Algerian towns
and villages. As an expression of the
Algerian people’s friendship for the
Chinese people, Minister of State
Amar Ouzegane declared, President
Ben Bella decided to send a govern-
ment delegation to China to demon-
strate that they would always stand
together with their Chinese brothers.

Vice-Premier and Foreign Minister
Chen Yi who accompanied Minister of
State Amar Ouzegane and his delega-
tion during their tour of the country
also spoke. Expressing thanks to the
Algerian Minister, Chen Yi said that
his speech clearly showed that those
leaders who wavered in the revolu-
tion or opposed it ultimately would
be rejected by the masses. This, the
Vice-Premier said, was borne out by
both the Algerian and Chinese revolu-
tions. “Only those who take an
active part in the revolution,” he
stressed, “and firmly struggle against
the enemy can achieve final victory
for the revolution, gain the support
of the people and contribute to the
revolutionary cause of the people
throughout the world.”

Chairman Liu Receives Vietnamese
Journalists
Liu Shao-chi, Vice-Chairman of the

Central Committee of the Chinese
Communist Party and Chairman of

the People’s Republic of China, on
October 12 received and had a very
cordial talk with Vietnamese journal-
ists visiting Peking, They comprised
the delegation of the Vietnamese pa-
per Nhandan headed by Hoang Tung,
Alternate Member of the Central Com-
mittee of the Viet Nam Workers’
Party and chief editor of Nhandan;
the delegation of the Viet Nam News
Agency headed by its director Hoang
Tuan; and Ngo Duc Mau. deputy
secretary-general of the Viet Nam
Journalists’ Association and editor-in-
chief of the pictorial Viet Nam.

Indonesian Minister in Peking

Soemarno, Indonesian Minister of
Central Bank Affairs and Governor
of the Bank of Indonesia, arrived in
Peking on October 10 with his wife.
The Indonesian Minister was invited
by Tsao Chu-ju. President of the Peo-
ple’s Bank of China, to visit China
and, on behalf of the Indonesian Gov-
ernment, to discuss the promotion of
Sino-Indonesian economic contacts.

Chairman Liu Shao-chi and Premier
Chou En-lai received and had cordial
talks with the Indonesian Minister on
separate occasions.

At a welcome banquet given by
President Tsao Chu-ju, both host and
guest toasted the growing friendship
between the Governments, people and
banks of China and Indonesia.

Tanganyikan Guest in Peking

“May the friendship between the
peoples of China and Tanganyika
forged in the common struggle against
imperialism and colonialism continue
to grow!” This was the toast of Chu
Teh, Chairman of the Standing Com-
mittee of the National People’s Con-
gress, at the banquet he gave in hon-
our of his distinguished guest Adam
Sapi Mkwawa, speaker of the National
Assembly of Tanganyika.

Hailing the Tanganyikan people’s
successes in consolidating their coun-
try’s independence and developing
their national economy, Chairman Chu
Teh paid tribute to them for their con-
tributions to Afro-Asian solidarity in
the joint struggle against imperialism.
Chu Teh mentioned in particular the
Moshi conference the success of which,

Peking Review, No. 42



he said, was inseparably linked with
the support given to it by the Tan-
ganyikan Government and people.

Chairman Chu Teh also spoke of the
traditional friendship between China
and Tanganyika. “The peoples of our
two couniries,” he said, “were sub-
jected to. imperialist and colonialist
oppression in the past. Now they
shoulder the common lask of opposing
imperialism and colonialism, safe-
guarding national independence and
building their own countries. The
Chinese people will stand firmly by
the peoples of Tanganyika and other
countries in Africa, Asia and Latin
America and, uniting closely with
them and supporting each other, march
forward together.”

Speaker Adam Sapi Mkwawa, who
arrived in Peking on October 12 on
a friendly visit at the invitation
of Chairman Chu Teh, conveyed
the best regards of President Julius
Nyerere to the Chinese Govern-
ment and people and thanked them
for their support to the Tanganyikan
people’s fight against imperialism and
colonialism. “Colonial rule.” he said.
“left us nothing but poverty. We are
now making great efforts to eliminate
poverty, disease and ignorance and to
improve our people’s living standards.”
He expressed confidence that his visit
would strengthen further the friend-
ship between the peoples of the two
countries.

Tibet’s Fifth Bumper Harvest

Tibetan peasants, gathering their
fifth consecutive bumper harvest, are
having to make new sheepskin sacks
to hold this year’s grain. Old sacks
are too few to handle the new bumper
harvest. From all over Tibet — the
Chamdo area in the east, the lower
reaches of the Tsangpo River and in
the Ari area in the south — the word
is one of excellent harvests.

Following four good years in succes-
sion, this year's 3.2 million khal sown
to wheat and gingke barley have pro-
duced such a good yield that once
again officers and men of the People’s
Liberation Army have been lending a
hand to reap the harvest.

A number of factors contributed
to this year's splendid grain crop. In
addition to line weather, there are the

October 18, 1963

conscrvancy projects  which
were built and put into operation in
the past few years. Above all, how-
ever, in the light of recent harvests,
is the growing awareness on the part
of the Tibetan peasants of the benelits
from pooling their manpower and
resources in mutual-aid teams.

walter

In these nol-so-long-ago serf-ridden
highlands nine out of ten peasant
households are now mulual-aid team
members. These teams number more
than 20,000 today. They represent
the budding of agricultural co-opera-
tion in this part of China and are one
of the most tangible gains won by
the peasants since the reforms which
followed the demise of serfdom in
1959.

Industry Flourishes in Sinkiang

Sinkiang in China’s northwest in
the past was predominantly a pastoral
region which had to bring in prac-
tically all manufactured goods from
other parts of the country. A phenom-
e¢nal change has taken place in the
last few years with the establishment
ol modern industries in the region.

A recent dispatch from Urumchi
reveals that and steel works,
coalmines, oil refineries, textile and
paper mills, and machine-building,
chemical engineering, sugar-refining
and food-processing plants have been
built in Sinkiang. Between them
they turn out over 1,000 kinds of
industrial products never made there
before, ranging from machine tools,
electric generators. metallurgical and
mining equipment to textile goods,
enamelware and other articles in daily
use. The growth has been so rapid
that industry’s share by value in the
total production of the region has
jumped from 1.53 per cent in 1949 to
over 50 per cent today. The goods
the new enterprises make in two and
a half days now equal in value that
of all manufactured goods produced
in a year in Sinkiang in 1949 or 1950.

iron

Most significant is the development
of light industry. Sinkiang which had
not a single bobbin before liberation
is now supplying most of the cotton
goods needed in the region. The new
textile indusiry has thrived with
government help and today there are
four medern cotton mills. two woollen
mills, three silk filatures and a num-
ber of smaller mills.

Sinkiang is China’s second largest
stockbreeding arca. It produces lens
of thousands of tons of fresh milk and
wool, and great quantilies of hides
each year. Tanneries and faclories
for making shoes and leather products
have been set up, producing hundreds
ol thousands of hides annually as
well as shoes and boots [or the local
people. Six years ago, there was not
a single dairy products processing
plant. Now almost every pastoral
area has its own powdered milk fac-
tory. There is more than enough for
local needs and powdered milk is
shipped to other parts of the country.

All these changes have brought a
new look to the region. But the
transformation was not without dif-
ficulties. To begin with, there was
a shortage of materials, lack of man-
power and inadequate industrial
techniques in the early years alter
liberation. While the government did
everything possible to speed up the
region’s industrialization, many de-
mobilized officers and men of the Peo-
ple’s Liberation Army volunteered to
go there and help build the first group
of small factories and work in them.
Later, in response lo the call of
the Communist Party and People's
Government, group after group of
Han workers moved to Sinkiang from
all parts of the country. Together
with the local minority peoples, they
set up plants and workshops on
formerly barren land. In 1956, more
than 3,000 building workers [rom
Changchun and Harbin in northeast
China settled on the outskirts of
Urumchi. With the help of demo-
bilized P.L.A. men, they started to
rebuild and expand the city. They
opened up several new districts and
built hundreds of tall buildings to
house factories, offices, hospitals and
schools.

What is particularly noteworthy is
the help the Han workers have given
to the minority people in Sinkiang to
acquire technical know-how. To
date, they have trained over
40,000 skilled workers from among
the minority peoples. Thousands
of the latter today hold respon-
sible posts and are playing an active
role in socialist construction and
producing an increasing quantity of
commodities for the country and for
themselves.
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RENMIN RIBAO

India Has No Sincere Wish for Negotiations

Following is a translation of the “Renmin Ribao”
editorial published on October 13 under the title “The
Indian Government Has No Sincere Wish at Present for
Peaceful Negotiations.” Subheads are ours. — Ed.

IN a note to the Chinese Government dated September
6 the Indian Ministry of External Affairs reiterated
the “‘constructive steps” for dealing with the Sino-Indian
boundary question, as put forth in its note of April 3.
It harped on the shop-worn theme that China “should
accept, without reservations, the Colombo proposals.”

Recently Prime Minister Nehru himself has also
hypocritically said that his government was “keeping
the door open for a peaceful settlement of the differ-
ences.” He still clung, however, to the precondition that
China must accept the Colombo proposals in toto.

It is clear that the Indian Government is trying to
use its demand for “acceptance in toto of the Colombo
proposals” as a smokescreen to confuse world opinion,
so that it may go on refusing to enter into negotiations
and creatc new tension along the Sino-Indian border.
In its reply dated October 9, the Chinese Foreign Min-
istry forcefully refuted the distortions and vilifications
of the Chinese stand made by the Indian Government
in its notes mentioned above, and exposed its hypocrisy
about “acceptance in toto of the Colombo proposals” as
well as its despicable aims.

The Indian Government is trying to give world
public opinion the wrong impression that it accepts the
Colombo proposals “in toto,” while the Chinese Govern-
ment rejects the proposals completely, and that con-
sequently, China, not India, is to blame for refusing to
enter into negotiations. In doing so, the Indian Govern-
ment believes that it has played a smart trick. But facts
are facts and it is absolutely impossible to blind the
people of the world by means of lies.

China’s Deeds Exceed Requirements of Colombo
Proposals

The whole world can see that the Chinese Govern-
ment has consistently advocated the peaceful settlement
of the Sino-Indian border issue through negotiations.
When the Chinese frontier guards hit back in self-
defence, they did so because there was no alternative.
After the Indian military attacks were beaten back, the
Chinese Government promptly took major actions for
peace in ordering, on its own initiative, a ceasefire and
withdrawal, to help towards bringing the border conflict
to an end. re-opening Sino-Indian negotiations and bring-
ing about a peaceful settlement of the border issue.
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Adhering to this unswerving stand for peace, the
Chinese Government welcomed and supported the
Colombo conference of six Asian and African nations
in its efforts to facilitate the holding of direct negotia-
tions between China and India. The Chinese Govern-
ment accepts in principle the Colombo proposals as the
basis for direct negotiations with India in order to
stabilize the ceasefire, effect a disengagement and settle
the border issue peacefully.

The Chinese Government has responded positively
to the Colombo proposals not only in words, but in
deeds. The measures so far taken by the Chinese Gov-
ernment have met and have, in some respects, even
exceeded the requirements of the Colombo proposals.

Facts are the best evidence.

1. China effected a ceasetire on its own initiative.
It was this ceasefire that provided the Colombo confer-
ence with a basis for its good offices.

2. China withdrew its frontier guards 20 kilometres
on its side from the line of actual control of November 7,
1959, not only in the western sector but also in the eastern
and middle sectors. This exceeds the requirements of the
Colombo proposals.

3. In response to the Colombo conference efforts,
China decided on its own initiative not to set up civilian
posts in the disputed areas under the ceasefire arrange-
ments. Thus it has kept the following areas vacated
so that these disputes might be settled through negotia-
tions. These areas are those in the western sector where
invading Indian troops had established 43 aggressive
strong-points, Wuje in the middle sector, and Chedong
and Longju in the eastern sector.

4. The Chinese Government released on its own
initiative all the captured Indian officers and men.

5. China returned on its own initiative most of the
arms, equipment and other combat materiél captured from
the Indian troops.

China’s Only Reservation of Interpretation

What the Chinese Government has done greatly
exceeds the requirements of the Colombo proposals. It
only reserves its own interpretation of a portion of one
of the six articles of the proposals, namely Article II (c).
which says about the western sector of the Sino-Indian
border: “Pending a final solution of the border dispute,
the area vacated by the Chinese military withdrawal will
be a demilitarized zone to be administered by civilian
posts of both sides to be agreed upon, without prejudice
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to the rights of the previous presence of both India and
China in that area.”

This provision is vague, and it would be hard to
avoid different interpretations. In the western sector.
all the areas vacated by Chinese troops are Chinese ter-
ritory, including those places where the Indian troops
had broken the status quo on the border and established
43 aggressive strong-points. It is unreasonable to assert
that India has the right to set up civilian posts there
simply because she had once invaded and occupied these
places. This would be contrary to the principle acknowl-
edged by all the countries participating in the Colombo
conference that the status quo on the border must not
be changed by the use of force.

The Chinese Government has never concealed its
own views. It has explained them to all the Colombo
conference countries. Not a single one of these coun-
tries considers that by making this reservation, the Chi-
nese Government has rejected the Colombo proposals.
On the contrary, they all consider the Chinese Govern-
ment’s attitude towards the Colombo proposals positive
and co-operative.

Incontrovertible facts show that in order to seek a
peaceful settlement of the Sino-Indian boundary ques-
tion, the Chinese Government has realized most of the
Colombo proposals by its actions. But what has been
done by the Indian Government which has been talking
glibly about its “acceptance in toto of the Colombo
proposals”?

The Gap Between India’s Words and Actions

Let us have a look at the facts.

Following the Chinese frontier guards’ ceasefire and
withdrawal, the Indian troops again advanced and time
and again intruded inte Chinese territory by crossing the
line of actual control in the western, middle and eastern
sectors. As many as 30 cases of Indian encroachments
and provocations have occurred since the Chinese side
ceased fire on ils own initiative. In addition. Indian air-
craft have [requently intruded into China’s air space for
reconnoitring and provocative activities.

At the same time, the Indian Government has taken
a4 number of anti-China measures intended to exacerbate
its relations with China. It has brutally persecuted law-
abiding Chinese residents in India and compelled China
to withdraw its Consulates-General in India. It has
restricted the normal diplomatic activities of the Chinese
Embassy in India, and taken over unwarrantedly a
branch and an agency of the Bank of China in India.
The Indian Government and Prime Minister Nehru him-
self have unceasingly mouthed big lies about Chinese
“invasion” and “massing of troops,” for the purpose of
keeping up a war atmosphere at home.

The Colombo conference had the aim ol stabilizing
the ceasefire, bringing about a disengagement and
facilitating the holding of direct Sino-Indian negotia-
tions. What the Indian Government has been doing,
however, has been to keep the ceasefire unstable and

October 18, 1963

the armed forces in contact and to poison the atmos-
phere for direct negotiations. All this can only show
that the Indian Government has no sincere wish at all
for a peaceful settlement through negotiations of the
border issue with China.

The Indian Government now pretends that it has
accepted the Colombo proposals without reservation
and in toto and insists that China must do the same,
otherwise there can be no negotiations. This position
of the Indian Government is untenable and hypocritical.

There Can Be No Arbitral Award

Of course, the Indian Government has the right to
accept the Colombo proposals in toto, but it is entirely
unreasonable for the Indian Government to insist that
China must accept the Colombo proposals in toto before
any negotiations can be held. Of course, the Colombo
conference would like to see its proposals accepted com-
pletely by both China and India, but the conference
countries have never maintained that the two sides can
hold negotiations only when the conference proposals
are accepted in toto. On the contrary. more than one
Colombo conference participant has expressed the view
that even if the proposals were only partially accepted,
the two countries could still begin negotiations. By in-
sisting on China’s total acceptance of the proposals, the
Indian Government is trying to turn them into a kind
of arbitral award given by an international court
and purposely putting the Colombo conference partic-
ipants in the position of arbitrators. while in fact they
are mediators and wish to remain as mediators only.

Moreover, has the Indian Government really ac-
cepted the Colombo proposals in toto? The fact is
that it has not done so. The attitude of the Indian
Government towards them is by no means one of un-
reserved total acceptance. After the proposals were
adopted in Colombo on December 12, 1962. the Indian
Government did not make known its attitude towards
them for a considerable length of time. It said that
the proposals were not clear and needed clarification.
Later, it once expressed acceptance of the proposals in
principle. It was only when the Ceylonese Prime
Minister and others visited New Delhi on January 14,
1963, and the sc-called clarifications of the Colombo
proposals were produced that the Indian Government
expressed complete acceptance of them. In Nehru's own
words, “when India received the proposals of the Colom-
bo powers we gave them most careful consideration, but
we did not react immediately because some of the
clauses were not clear”; and, “since the clarifications
brought the proposals close to India’s demand for the
restoration of the September 8 position India accepted
them in toto.” (Speech at a public meeting on the oc-
casion of the 15th anniversary of the death of Gandhi,
January 30, 1963.)

“Clarifications” — India’s Own Interpretation

The Indian Government's so-called acceptance of the
Colombo proposals in toto actually means accepting the
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Colombo proposals plus the so-called clarifications pro-
duced in New Delhi. Herein lies the whole secret of the
matter. The so-called clarifications produced in New Delhi
were drafted by the Indian Government and written in its
own words as a summary of the discussions in New Delhi.
There is authoritative proof of this. Therefore, the so-
called clarifications are in fact the Indian Government's
own interpretation of the Colombo proposals, in par-
ticular, of Article II (¢). The clarifications not only differ
in substance from those made by the Prime Minister of
Ceylon when she was in Peking. but also differ widely
from the original provisions of the Colombo proposals.
According to the Colombo proposals. the demilitarized
zone in the western sector is “to be administered by
civilian posts of both sides to be agreed upon.” This
provision, though unreasonable, still leaves room for
settlement between the two sides through negotia-
tions. But the Indian Government has changed this
provision through its own interpretation into one to the
effect that the demilitarized zone in the western sector
of the Sino-Indian border “will be administered by
civilian posts of both sides.” Furthermore, it regards
this arbitrary stipulation as “a substantive part of the
Colombo conference proposals. It is as to the location.
the number of posts and their composition that there has
to be an agreement between the two Governments of In-
dia and China.” Thus there is no longer any room for
negotiation between the two sides. By insisting that the
clarifications produced in New Delhi should be accepted
as a legal document along with the Colombo proposals,
the Indian Government is in fact trying to make the
Colombo conference countries partial to India. This can
only be regarded as an attempt by the Indian Govern-
ment to force its will on others.

No Precondition for Opening Negotiations

There are differences between China and India
regarding the Colombo proposals. But they are not in
the least as the Indian Government has represented them
to be. as if India had accepted the Colombo proposals in
toto whereas China had rejected them in toto. On the
contrary, both China and India have their own inter-
pretations of the proposals. China reserves its own in-
terpretation but does not insist on its acceptance by India
as a precondition for the opening of negotiations. But
India is passing off its own interpretation as a legal docu-
ment of the Colombo conference and insisting on its
acceptance by China as a precondition for the opening
of negotiations. We believe that so long as both sides
are sincere, the different interpretations regarding the
Colombo proposals can be straightened out in a way fair
and reasonable for both sides through negotiations. The
Indian Government’s insistence on China’s accepting its
own interpretation of the Colombo proposals shows that
in fact it has no wish to negotiate whatsoever and is
unwilling peaceflully to settle the Sino-Indian border ques-
tion through negotiations.

It is not true that the Indian Government has com-
pletely accepted the Colombo proposals. Its clamour-
ous demand that China must completely accept the
Colombo proposals is merely designed to cover up the
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fact that it rejects negotiations and continues to create
tension on the Sino-Indian border. All people who are
unbiased and respect the facts should be able to see
through this clumsy trick of the Indian Government.

It is well known that the tension on the Sino-Indian
border has long been relaxed thanks to China’s peaceful
measures in effecting ceasefire and withdrawal on its own
initiative. At any rate, thanks to the efforts of the Chinese
side, a separation belt has already appeared all along the
Sino-Indian border disengaging the armed forces of both
sides. This is an important guarantee for maintaining the
relaxation of the border situation. China will never carry
out military provocation on the border. Tension will
never be created by the Chinese side. Obviously, there
can be no tension along the Sino-Indian border so long
as the Indian side refrains from making further military
provocations.

Ulterior Motives

But the Indian Government apparently has no inten-
tion to re-open Sino-Indian negotiations, but will continue
its provocations and create new tension on the Sino-In-
dian border with a view to suppressing the people at
home, begging for aid from abroad and joining in the
intensified anti-China campaign of U.S. imperialism and
modern revisionism. Indian Defence Minister Chavan
admitted in the Indian Parliament on September 9 that
India was vigorously engaged in large-scale war prepara-
tions, that military supplies kept pouring into India from
the United States and the Soviet Union and that the “new
equipment” from abroad was “reaching the troops in the
forward areas.” These indications warrant vigilance
against the possibility of the Indian Government launch-
ing fresh and still more serious military provocations on
the Sino-Indian border.

The Government and people of China have not the
least wish to see tension revived on the Sino-Indian bor-
der. We demand that the Indian side stop its border
encroachments and provocations so that the border situa-
tion can remain relaxed. Should the Indian Government.
under the instigation of the U.S. imperialists and modern
revisionists, pin blind faith on the use of force and delib-
erately rekindle border conflicts, the Chinese Govern-
ment would first of all inform the Colombo conference
countries of this situation, requesting them to put a stop
to it. The situation of today is very different from what
it was a year ago. We are convinced that any aggressive
acts on the part of the Indian Government in rekindling
border conflicts will be sternly condemned by world
opinion.

The Chinese Government stands steadfastly for the
peaceful settlement of the Sino-Indian’ border question
through negotiation. We are ready to sit down and nego-
tiate with the Indian Government al any time. If the
Indian Government is not yet willing to negotiate at the
moment, we will wait patiently. It is our beliel that
the Sino-Indian border question will eventually be settled
peacefully no matter how long it may take. The people
of China and India will certainly live together in peace.
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Document

Chinese Foreign Ministry’s Note

This note was addressed to the Indian Embassy in China
on October 9. — Ed.

HE Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of

China presents its compliments to the Indian Embassy in
China and, with reference to the notes of the Indian Ministry
of External Affairs dated April 3 and September 6, 1963, has
the honour to state as follows:

Apart from repeating in the above-mentioned notes the
hackneyed slander about Chinese aggression against India,
which has long been exploded, the Indian Government preten-
tiously suggested five so-called constructive steps purporting to
deal with the boundary differences. In fact they are nothing
but a hotchpotch of the unreasonable propositions which India
has maintained for some time and which China has reluted,
and they are not constructive steps at all. The Indian Govern-
ment itself admitted in its note that these steps merely ‘reit-
erated” the propositions it had put forward. There would have
been no need to refute these propositions again. But the In-
dian Government has prized them and tediously dished them
up once again in its note of September 6, 1963, and even com-
plained about the fact that China has not replied to these
“constructive suggestions.” Well then, the Chinese Govern-
ment might as well as use some ink and paper and analyze
the substance of these so-called constructive suggestions made
by India and see what stuff they are really made of.

The five steps proposed by the Indian Government consist
of no more than the following three points: (1) The Chinese
Government must “accept, without reservations, the Colombo
proposals” before a meeting of officials can be held to discuss
and implement the details of the proposals; (2) Only when
“these proposals” have been “implemented on the ground” and
“in the improved atmosphere” so judged by the Indian Govern-
ment can the two sides “take up the question of their differ-
ences on the boundary question”; and (3) If no agreement is
reached between the two sides on the so-called boundary dif-
ferences, a reference shall be made regarding the boundary
differences to international arbitration of one kind or another.
Comment on these three points follows:

(1) Concerning the question of so-called unreserved accep-
tance and implementation of the Colombo proposals.

The Indian Government has repeatedly claimed that it has
accepted the Colombo proposals without reservations and asked
the Chinese Government to do the same as a precondition to
a meeting of the officials. This position of the Indian Gov-
ernment is hypocritical and it is an attempt to impose its own
interpretation of the Colombo proposals on China.

The task of the Colombo conference was to mediate and
not to arbitrate. Its proposals are only a recommendation for
the consideration of China and India and not a verdict or
arbitral award which China or India must accept in toto.
Although the Colombo conference nations expressed the hope
that the Colombo proposals would be accepted by both sides,
they have never said that direct negotiations can start only
when the Colombo proposals have been accepted in toto. On
the contrary, more than one of them have expressed the view
that even if the proposals were only partially accepted it would
yet mark a step forward towards bridging the differences be-
tween China and India, and that there is no need for China
and India to agree to all the Colombo proposals before going
to the conference table. The Indian Government's insistence
that China must accept the Colombo proposals without reser-
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vations is in fact an attempt to turn the Colombo proposals
into an arbitral award. This attitude of imposing one’s will
upon others is diametrically against the purpose and objective
of the Colombo conference.

It is deceitful to say that the Indian Government has ac-
cepted. the Colombo proposals without reservations. As is well
known, India’s so-called acceptance of the Colombo proposals
without reservations actually means accepting the Colombo pro-
posals plus the clarifications produced in New Delhi, which
are in fact the Indian Government's interpretation of the
Colombo proposals. There is authoritative proof that ‘the so-
called New Delhi clarifications were drafted by the Indian
Government and written in its own language as a summary of
the discussions in New Delhi, and that the key part of these
clarifications, which holds that administration of the demili-
tarized zone in the western sector by civilian posts of both
sides forms “a substantive part of the Colombo conference pro-
posals,” is no comment by the Ceylonese Prime Minister or her
colleagues but the Indian Government's own assertion. The
Indian Government has done so in order to tamper with the
Colombo proposals and make them conform to India’s unrea-
sonable demand for the restoration of its fruits of aggression
prior to September 8, 1962.

Even Prime Minister Nehru has admitted that certain pro-
visions of the Colombo proposals are not clear. It is therefore
inevitable that the proposals give rise to different interpreta-
tions. It is elementary knowledge that the different interpre-
tations held by China and India can only be left for discussion
and settlement in the negotiations. The Chinese Government
has consistently held that China and India should accept the
Colombo proposals in principle as a basis for direct negotiations.
China has put forward its own interpretation, but has not made
it a precondition to negotiations. China's attitude is reasonable
and open and above-board. By contrast, India has insisted on
disguising its own interpretation as clarifications of the Colom-
bo proposals, and attempted to force it on China under the
pretext of acceptance of the Colombo proposals without res-
crvations, This is not only utterly unreasonable, but also
quite dishonest.

(2) Concerning the so-called taking up of the question of
differences on the boundary question.

It cannot escape notice that the Indian Government draws
a sharp distinction between negotiations on the boundary ques-
tion itself and those on the ceasefire arrangements. The In-
dian Government stipulates that the two parties can “take
up the question of their differences on the boundary question”
only after the Chinese Government has accepted in toto and
implemented the Colombo proposals as interpreted by the In-
dian Government and when there is an improved atmosphere
so judged by it. In the past years, the Indian Government
has kept saying that there must be an appropriate atmosphere
before boundary negotiations can start, and it has deliberately
cast a shroud of mystery over this question., so much so that
nobody knows what is meani by an appropriate atmosphere.
On the other hand, it has ceaselessly poisoned Sino-Indian re-
lations and even stirred up troubles and manufactured rumours
so as to create artificial tensions. What is more, there is every
reason to believe that the Indian Government will not be pre-
pared to negotiate the boundary question in earnest and bring
about a settlement even if all its preconditions are fulfilled.
It has always been the attitude of the Indian Government that
it completely denies the existence of a boundary question be-
tween China and India. It arbitrarily holds that the alignment
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it claims is the fixed boundary between China and India; and
at most it admits the existence of some minor “differences.”
Hence it holds in effect that Indian-occupied Chinese territory
is not negotiable, that the question of Indian-craved Chinese
territory is not negotiable either, and that negotiations, if any,
must be confined to China’s withdrawal or India’s entrance.
Up to now, one can see no change in this attitude of the In-
dian Government. In these circumstances, it can be foreseen
that no results will be obtained even though boundary negotia-
tions are held. No wonder the Indian Government is already
planning to substitute international arbitration for direct ne-
gotiations before there is any sign of boundary negotiations.

(3) Concerning so-called international arbitration.

The Sino-Indian boundary dispute is an important issue
involving the sovereignty of both countries, and the territory
involved totals more than a hundred thousand square kilome-
tres. It goes without saying that this issue can be settled only
through direct negotiations between the two parties, and abso-
lutely not through any form of international arbitration.

The Indian Government has gone back on its own stand.
In the past, it also admitted that arbitration was not the prop-
er method to apply to the settlement of disputes over sover-
eignty as the Sino-Indian boundary question. But of late, the
Indian Government has described the issue as one involving
the interpretation of treaties, agreements and other factual data
and should be referred to international arbitration. At one time
the Indian Government said that arbitration was not applicable
to disputes over sovereignty, at another it said that it was appli-
cable. Such a way of argument is utterly mischievous. The
Indian Government was clearly aware that the Chinese Gov-
ernment could not agree to referring the Sino-Indian boundary
question to international arbitration and that the International
Court of Justice at the Hague is an organ of the United Na-
tions, among whose judges there is an element of the Chiang
Kai-shek clique, nonetheless it continues to propose to refer the
Sino-Indian boundary dispute to the International Court or
other organs of international arbitration. This is nothing but

a clumsy attempt to disguise its unreasonable stand of dodging
direct negotiations.

In a word, the purpose of the Indian Government in sug-
gesting these steps is, to put it bluntly, by no means to bring

Opposing U.S. Imperialism

about negotiations for a peaceful settlement of the boundary
question, but to make negotiations impossible by setting up
an array of obstacles.

The Indian Government does not have the leasl desire to
hold negotiations with China, but has every determination to
wage long-term cold war against China. It is known to all
that the Indian Government has been begging for large amounts
of military assistance from U.S. imperialism for arms expansion
and war preparations, and has recently even openly colluded
with the United States and Britain in preparing to conduct joint
air manoeuvres. The Indian Government has already moved
its armad patrols up to the Sino-Indian border along its entire
length. In the period from November 22, 1962, to the end of
August 1963, Indian troops have intruded nearly thirty times
into Chinese territory by crossing the line of actual control,
and Indian aircraft have made eighty sorties into China’s air-
space. These well-established facts can by no mcans be denied
by accusing China of making “baseless allegations™ and “‘prop-
aganda” as was done in the Indian note.

The Chinese Government has consistently striven to make
its southwestern boundaries boundaries of peace and friendship.
It has already reached agreements on, and so settled, its bound-
ary questions with a number of neighbouring countries on
the basis of friendship, equality, mutual respect, mutual under-
standing and mutual accommodation. Naturally, it wishes to
see the Sino-Indian boundary question also speedily settled
in a peaceful way. Should the Indian Government indeed have
the same wish, it should discard all its useless pretexts and
subterfuges and accept the Chinese Government’'s proposal for
both sides to accept the Colombo proposals in principle as a
basis for the immediate holding of direct negotiations so as to
stabilize the ceasefire, disengage their forces and settle the Sino-
Indian boundary question peacefully. The Chinese Govern-
ment’s proposal is the truly effective way to settle the boundary
question and a truly constructive step. The Indian Govern-
ment has no reason to reject it. This is a test of whether the
Indian Government is sincere about a peaceful settlement of
the Sino-Indian boundary question.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs avails itself of this oppor-
tunity to renew to the Indian Embassy the assurances of its
highest consideration.

China Reaffirms Support for
American Negroes’ Struggle

by OUR CORRESPONDENT

THE Chinese people have, in the last two months, twice

voiced support for the struggle of the American
Negroes against racial discrimination practised by U.S.
imperialism.

On August 12, Peking held its first mass rally to dem-
onstrate China’s firm backing for the struggle (see Pe-
king Review No. 33, August 16, 1963). On October 10, the
auditorium of the Great Hall of the People, which seats
more than 10,000, again was filled to capacity when Kuo
Mo-jo, Chairman of the China Peace Committee, Robert
F. Williams, an American Negro leader, and five other
foreign guests took the floor to denounce U.S. imperialist
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foreign policy of aggression and war and its domestic
policy- of intensifying its suppression of the working peo-
ple, the American Negroes in particular. Speakers at the
meeting, responding to Chairman Mao Tse-tung’s August
8 statement in support of the struggle of the American
Negroes against racial discrimination, also appealed to the
world’s oppressed nations and peoples to unite and wage
a resolute struggle against U.S. imperialism and its lackeys.

The October 10 rally was attended by many visitors
from Asia, Africa, Latin America and Oceania. Among
Chinese government leaders present were Ho Lung, Vice-
Premier, Huang Yen-pei, Peng Chen and Chen Shu-tung,

Peking Review, No. 42



Vice-Chairmen of the Standing Committee of the Chinese
National People’s Congress, and Burhan Shahidi, Vice-
Chairman of the National Committee of the Chinese Peo-
ple’s Political Consultative Conference. Others who at-
tended included leaders of 11 national people’s organiza-
tions which sponsored the rally,

Unity Is Strength. In his opening speech, Kuo Mo-jo
emphasized the historic significance of the current Ameri-
can Negroes' struggle and pledged that 650 million Chinese¢
would always back up their fighting Negro brothers and
other people in the United States.

In the common struggle against imperialism, mutual
support and close unity of the people of all countries
was the source of strength. an indispensable condition for
defeating the enemy, Kuo Mo-jo stated. World unity.
forged in the common struggle against imperialism and
colonialism, both old and new, could not be destroyed.
he said.

Kuo Mo-jo expressed admiration for the unflinching
revolutionary spirit of Robert F. Williams, calling him
a contemporary lion-hearted fighter and leader of the
American Negroes.

The 38-year-old Williams, who hails from the state
of North Carolina. was forced in 1961 to leave his native
country and take up residence in Cuba. Robert Williams.
advocating that Negroes must counter violence with
violence and take up arms in self-defence. has since 1957
actively resisted the authorities who have been working
hand in glove with racists. It was at his request that
Chairman Mauao Tse-tung made his famous August 8
statement,

No Peaceful Coexistence With Savages. Robert Williams
was warmly greeted at the October 10 rally. After ex-
pressing his gratitude to Chairman Mao Tse-tung and
the Chinese people for their unflagging support to the
liberation struggle of the American Negroes, he told the
audience how he felt while living in Cuba and visiting
China. “To be in China,” he said, “with an open mind
and eye, is to be infected with admiration for a dauntless
people with a warm love for humanity and world peace.”
China and Cuba were forbidden territories [or his fellow
countrymen, he continued. *‘Yes. as a black man, [ find
in these two countries that for the first time in my life
I enjoy the splendid feeling of belonging to the human
race. [ have experienced for the first time in all my life
the lifting of the horrible burden of racial tyranny and
the stress of being born black in a white-supremacy world.”

In his 8,000-word-long speech, Williams brought
forth a host of facts to give the lie to the so-called de-
mocracy and freedom in the United States and accused
U.S. imperialism of its brutalities in racial persecution.
“The Government of the U.S.,” he said, “is the world’s
greatest hypocrite. It is the world’s greatest enslaver
and dehumanizer of the human race. It is a disgrace and
a horrible shame to all mankind. It is a threat to the
peace and security of the world.”

Williams assured his audience that “the U.S. is out
to conquer the world and to establish a new world order
of ‘racist democracy,” exemplified by Birmingham justice.
Those who speak of peaceful coexistence with such
savage beasts cannot sincerely have the best interest of
all humanity at heart.”
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In winding up his speech. Williams declared that the
Government of the United States was an enemy to all
the world, and freedom there was a farce. But. “1 take
heart in the fact that our people, like the other oppressed
peoples of the world, are fighting back. We are bound
to win because we arve part of the world struggle of all
the oppressed peoples.” At the end of his speech, he
shouted “Freedom! Freedom! Freedom now or death!”

U.S. Imperialism, the Common Enemy. The next to
take the floor was Le Quang Chanh, a representative of
the south Vietnamese people. who declared that *‘the
National Liberation Front of South Viet Nam and the
people there fully support their American Negro brothers
in the just struggle against U.S. imperialist racial dis-
crimination.” [t was obvious, he added, that for the peo-
ple of the United States, including the American Ne-
groes, and the people of south Viet Nam, U.S. imperialism
was the common enemy.

Racism, Product of Modern Imperialism. Jurist Yoshi-
taro Hirano, Chairman of the Japanese National Peace
Committee, also spoke. He said: *“The revolutionary
actions of the Negro people will symbolize the victory
of all the oppressed people of the world in their revolu-
tion. It proves that the world revolution has entered a
new stage.”

“Racial discrimination is not simply racial discrim-
ination, but the reflection at home of the policies of
war and aggression pursued by imperialism abroad.”
Hirano added. He also pointed out that racism inside
the United States was a product of modern imperialism
and the struggle against it was closely connected with
the Japanese people’s anti-imperialist struggle. The Jap-
anese people regarded the suffering of the American
Negroes as their own, he declared.

Racial Discrimination and Class Struggle. The fourth
guest speaker was J. Kozonguizi, Chairman of the South-
west African National Union; he said that he spoke as
a representative of a people who had been the victim of
the most severe racial oppression.

Condemning U.S. racial discrimination against
American Negroes, he asked: “Why are they not free
after 300 years of ‘liberty’ and independence in the land
of those concerned with ‘freedom of the people’ in other
parts of the world — people who are in no way related to
them in class. colour or even creed?” There were people.
he said, who thought that we must not stress the racial
factor in the system of oppression of man by man. for.
according to them, that would be racism and chauvinism.
But, Kozonguizi added, it was not we who had brought
this matter into the class struggle. It was created by those
who hypocritically talked about mankind's fraternity.
When there were people setting up racial barriers. we
must smash them and fight for freedom.

Expressions of Western “Civilization.” Kozonguizi was [ol-
lowed by General G. Leite of Brazil who pointed out that
the liberation of the American Negroes could never be
attained under Kennedy.

“Kennedy is himself a dollar magnate, an instrument
of the trusts and the monopolies. Kennedy will always
serve his own class and never the cause of freedom for
the American Negroes.” General Leite said.
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The American imperialists, he declared, claimed to
be the defenders of the “free world” and Western civiliza-
tion. But “what concretely expresses their so-called civi-
lization is the cowardly massacre of American Negroes,
the shameless intervention in the life of the peoples of
Asia. Africa and Latin America and the systematic
plunder of their resources.”

The General declared: “The American Negroes must
win their human rights and freedom by their revolu-
tionary struggles, by their own hands. They have the
strongest support of all people and they will triumph!”

A Beast With Two Faces. The last to address the meeting
was New Zealand’s poet and peace champion Rewi Alley.
Some of his passages rang out. *“U.S. imperialism,” he
said, “is a beast with two faces. One growls and snarls
as it shows its teeth. while the other cringes and pours

Mobilizinl Greater Resources

People’s Communes

ECENT reports from various parts of the country tell

of the successes scored by China’s rural people's com-
munes in a great many fields: extending water conservancy
works and undertaking other capital construction projects
on the farms, combating natural calamities, boosting farm
output. transforming natural conditions unfavourable to
farm production and promoting the technical reform of
agriculture.

Suburban Peking’s Water Conservancy Works

Water conservancy works built by the people’s com-
munes of suburban Peking stood the test not only of the
worst drought Peking has seen in 40 years. but also of an
unusually heavy deluge of summer rain that threatened
the autumn crops. These works were largely responsible
for the winter wheat harvest being 2.000 tons heavier than
last year’s despite the drought and a slightly reduced
acrcage. Rainfall at the centre of the big storm in early
August accounted for more than two-thirds of a normal
year’s tota] precipitation. Before liberation, a million mu
could have been waterlogged with heavy damages to the
crops. This time, however. the surplus water was drained
off in most places within a couple of days or so and the
autumn crops are now growing well.

Since 1958 the people’s communes and the People’s
Government of Peking have built 40 large and small reser-
voirs on the rivers within the suburban area and this has
brought them basically under control. These works have
been supplemented by more than 40 new irrigation systems
each capable of watering at least 10,000 mu. Compared
with 1957. Peking’s irrigated area has quadrupled.

With their larger resources in manpower and funds.
the people’s communes can undertake projects which were
difficult for the former farm co-ops to handle. In Shunyi
County. a number of communes combined to build two ir-
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out a never-ending stream of mouthy. slimy cant. The
one mouth devours the bodies of its victims, and the
other their souls. Both lead down into the same belly,
distended with the plunder of the world.”

Some people now wanted to withdraw from the
worldwide struggle against this enemy. When they told
the injured of the world to practise their “peaceful co-
existence,” this was outright capitulation, the New Zealand
speaker pointed out.

Before the close of the meeting the crowded hall
rose to mourn in silence the late American Negro leader
Dr. Du Bois and all Negroes who had laid down their
lives in the struggle against racial discrimination.

A message of support to the American Negro peo-
ple was adopted amidst prolonged applause.

Register Big Gains

rigation systems, in which 200 kilometres of canals cut
across the fields of hundreds of villages. Thanks to these
and other irrigation projects, the county has increased its
irrigated area 20-fold and its per-mu yield of grain by 37
per cent compared with 1957.

The people’s communes of Peking have sunk a great
many deep wells and acquired electric pumps for irriga-
tion and drainage. In 1957 there were only 100 wells on
the cutskirts of Peking equipped with electric pumps: now
there are 3.800. The market gardens around the capital
are discarding the old windlasses and waterwheels in fa-
vour of mechanically powered wells.

Fresh Vegetables for Shanghai

The residents of Shanghai, the largest city of China,
get fresh vegetables at the rate of hall a kilogramme per
head every day of the year. Their suppliers are the 26
suburban people’s communes, which grow more than 400
varieties of vegetables and send 3,000 tons of them fresh
every day-into the city.

Through mechanization, more intensive farming,
multiple cropping and other measures introduced between
1958-62, these communes raised per-mu vegetable yields
by 61 per cent. They have expanded their greenhouse
area 30-fold in the past five years. This gives Shanghai
bigger quantities of such vegetables as tomatoes and
cucumbers even in midwinter.

Before liberation, most of the vegetables on the
Shanghai market had to be brought in from considerable
distances. Long haulage not only affected freshness, but
added to costs. This situation changed enormously after
liberation as suburban farms and co-ops increased their
output, but even as late as 1957 the city still depended
on outside counties for about 40 per cent of its vege-
tables. In 1959, only one year after the founding of
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the people’s communes, Shanghai was getting all its
vegetables from its suburban market gardens and has
done so ever since.

Shanghai’s excellent vegetable supply situation is to
a large extent due to the 26 people’s communes’ unified
planning of acreage. variety and yields of vegetables.
This was unimaginable in the old days of small-peasant
farms. The great variety of vegetables produced requires
complex planning, covering different times for sowing.
irrigation and havesting and field management on a
scale that was difficult even for the small farm co-ops
which preceded the communes. '

A huge amount of funds for investment and large-
scale production make it possible for the people’s com-
munes to use various types of farm machines which were
beyond the means of individual farmers or farm co-ops.
Shanghai’s 26 vegetable-growing communes have bought
electric motors and internal combustion engines to a
total of 15,000 h.p. in the past five years. Over 90 per
cent of their market gardens are irrigated by mechanical
and electrical pumps.

Electric Pumping Stations in Pearl River Delta

Many small electric pumping stations now dot the
paddyfields of the fertile Pearl River delta in south
China’s Kwangtung Province. This underscores impor-
tant trends in the delta area: industry’s support to farm-
ing, the beginning of rural electrification and, above all.
the ability of the people’s communes to build engineering
projects of this kind with government aid.

In the first half of 1963, a long spell of drought in
the delta region seriously affected the early-rice crop.
However, since more than 90 per cent of the paddies re-
ceived adequate water from the electric pumping stations,
the harvest was fairly good. In Nanhai County where
nine out of every ten mu of paddyfields are served by
these stations, grain output has risen steadily despite in-
cessant natual calamities in the past few years.

The people’s communes get their electricity from a
big power grid specially built by the government. Con-

struction of the electric pumping stations network began
in 1959 and the entire project will be completed next
vear. All the technical personnel and equipment are
Chinese.

More than 4,000 kilometres of high-tension transmis-
sion lines have been set up and 2,560 electric pumping
stations (total capacity exceeding 180,000 kw.) are operat-
ing in the delta area. The entire network has been extend-
ed to 23 counties and cities, bringing 5.8 million mu of
farmland under irrigation or drainage. In case of need.
these stations can draw more than 3 million cubic metres
of water from the Pearl River and its tributaries to the
ricefields every hour.

Thanks to this vast network, in many villages electri-
city is being used in homes and in processing farm pro-
duce.

Kiangsi Transforms lts Red Soi

Red soil, which makes up 46 per cent of the total
land area in Kiangsi Province, normally ranks as poor
soil. Its humus content is extremely low; it becomes a
sticky, clayey mass under the rain, and goes rock-hard
in dry weather. As a result, the red-soil paddies which
make up 42 per cent of the rice acreage in Kiangsi
generally give rather low yields. Kiangsi farmers have
long had difficulty with their red-soil fields. Though the
farm co-ops had done some work to deal with this kind
of poor soil, substantial progress has been obtained only
under the people’s communes. They have regarded its
amelioration as a most important way of raising farm
yvields and are using a variety of methods to achieve this.

Tunghsiang County provides a good example of what
has been done. The first step adopted by its people's
communes was to plant green manure extensively on
red-soil fields and then plough this in to increase the
organic content of the soil. Since red soil is very vulner-
able to drought and to erosion from the run-off of rain-
water, they also built a large number of reservoirs and
ponds to provide controlled irrigation for more than 90
per cent of their red-soil cropland. Phosphate fertilizers

An electric pumping station in Nanhai County. Kwangtung Province
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Peasants in Heilungkiang Province welcome China-
made new Dongfanghong (East is Red) tractors

are also being applied to make up the red soil’'s lack of
phosphorus.

Through these methods. the people’s communes have
substantially raised the yield of their red-soil paddies.
Yields of early rice in such paddies of the province have
increased by 20 to 40 per cent compared with pre-com-
mune years. In Tunghsiang County the per-mu yield of
early rice in the red-soil paddies is now close to that of
the fertile farms.

More and better crops are being grown on the over
20 million mu of red-soil farmland in Kiangsi and more
of this soil is being made arable. The 600.000 mu of red-
soil wastelands that the communes have newly opened
up are producing maize, cotton, ground-nuts. sugar cane
and other crops. On the formerly barren red-soil moun-
tain slopes, commune members have planted more than
1 million mu to tea gardens and timber-producing trees
as well as oil-bearing plants and orchards.

Desert Control in Northern Shensi

Northern Shensi's Maowusu desert, twice as large
as Belgium, is being successfully controlled. The people’s
communes in the Yulin area have in the past five years
restored to use 520,000 mu of farmland and 1 million mu
of pasture that had been buried or covered by shifting
sand. They have also opened another 100.000 mu of new
cropland. These efforts have added huge amounts of
grain each year to local granaries and brought about a
steady increase in livestock, particularly sheep.

Trees and grass have been planted on large expanses
of former deserl. A newly planted 300-kilometre-long
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forest belt covering more than 1 million mu protects
520,000 mu of cultivated land from windstorms and
sandstorms.

The people’s communes have built nine reservoirs
and cut a large number of irrigation canals. These sup-
ply water for levelling sand dunes and turning them into
farmland. Vast tracts of shifting sand have been pinned
down in this way and 50 oases have been created in the
desert.

The local people long hoped to tame this desert. but
unorganized. individual cfforts could not prevail against
the might of the natural forces opposed to them. After
liberation. the farm co-ops organized efforts to plant
shelter belts around the farmlands and villages and they
dug a number of small irrigation channels. But this was
still far from enough. The cufting of the needed chan-
nels, and large-scale planting of trees called for morc
labour than the co-ops could mobilize. The people’s com-
munes have met this need. They afforest each year. for
instance, an area 2.5 times as great as did the farm CO-0PS.

Mechanizing Heilungkiang’s Farms

The people’s communces have accelerated the pProgress
of farm mechanization in Heilungkiang. an important
grain-producing province in the northeast. The tractors
working for them have increased by one-third this year,
which is more than treble the number of {ractors (in terms
of 15 h.p. units) used for this purpose in 1957. the vear
before the founding of the people’s communes. Now six
out of every ten communes in the province are using trac-
tors on part of their land.

Tractors have played a leading role in the opening
up of virgin land in Heilungkiang. This spring alone
communes reclaimed 1.3 million mu of wasteland with
the help of tractors. and got 1.1 million mu of this new
land sown to crops.

Heilungkiang Province is famed for its rich black
soil, but it does not have enough manpower and draught
animals for the area of cultivated land. At the same time
its vast flat plains are particularly suited for the use of
farm machines. The people’s communes have been able
to exploit these advantages by merging the former small
farm plots into large fields and thus paving the way for
modernized farming. The manpower saved by mechani-
zation is generally diverted to more intensive farming.

Every county in the province has its own tractor
stations. In addition to ploughing one-sixth of the
farmland of the people’s communes. the tractor stations
also help them with the sowing of wheat and soya beans
and part of the inter-row cultivation. A great part of the
food processing, oil pressing and fodder cutting is also
dcne by tractor-operated machines.

More Livestock in Inner Mongolic

For the fifth year running Inner Mongolia is rejoicing
over a big livestock increase. In the five years since
their creation. its 275 stockbreeding people’s communes
have had a gross increase of nearly 200 per cent in their
herds and flocks. Large numbers of animals were sold
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and others slaughtered for domestic use, but this still left
about 18 million additional head — a net gain of more
than 70 per cent in five years.

Inner Mongolia is China's largest livestock-breeding
region. With better planning and more resources, its
stockbreeding communes have put in much work to get
these results. They sank 20,000 wells on arid grassland
to provide drinking water for their animals, opened up or
improved 30,000 square kilometres of grassland and built
300,000 structures — pens, stables and sheds — to give their
herds warm shelter in bad weather, Now they have twice
as many wells and shelters as in 1958. To supplement
natural pasturage. they now grow fodder crops on more
than 1.5 million mu.

The weather on the pastures can be catastrophic. In the
pre-liberation year of 1938. a single heavy snowstorm wiped
out 80 per cent of the animals on one grassland in western
Inner Mongolia. But these new measures and the storage

Report From Sinkiang

URUMCHI

of silage have enabled the communes to increase their
herds despite winter blizzards, drought and other natural
calamities, which would have greatly ftried or even
swamped the smaller stockbreeding co-ops and would
have been totally disastrous for individual herdsmen.
The communes have grown despite severe drought and
heavy snowfalls which have buried large tracts. of pasture
on several occasions.

Much is being done to modernize stockbreeding.
On the Hulunbuir and Silingol grasslands horse- or
tractor-drawn reapers are in general use. Machines
are also being used to shear wool, milk cattle, process
dairy products and pump water. Artificial insemination is
being carried out on a steadily increasing scale. Cross
breeding has given the people’s communes 2 million young
animals of improved breeds. As a result of good veterinary
services, the percentage of animals dying of endemic
disease has dropped from 5 to 1 per cent in the past five
vears.

TODAY

by CHIN YUAN-MING

ECENTLY | took a through train to Urumchi. capital
of the Sinkiang Uighur Autonomous Region some
+.000 kilometres from Peking.

Having left Lanchow. the capital of Kansu Prov-
ince. we headed northwest over the deserts and crossed
into Sinkiang. Our train skirted the southern slopes
of the towering, snow-capped Tienshan Mountains. then
traversed the Turfan Depression lying well below
sea-level. wound its way through a dozen tunnels and
finally emerged on the north side of the Tien-
shan. The railway station is on the mountain slope to
the west of the town and
from that vantage point
the whole of Urumchi can
be-seen. Nestled in the
valley of the Urumchi
River on the edge of the
Dzungarian Basin. it is a
lush oasis amply watered
by the river. “Urumchi”
in  ancient Dzungarian
means ‘“beautiful pasture.”
But the pasture has now
disappeared under build-
ings, roads and gardens
spread out as far as the
eye can see. The eight-
storey  structure soaring
above all the others, the
Kunlun Hotel. T was told.
was built in the vears of
the great leap forward.
But  what  particularly
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The People’s Theatre in Urumchi
Water-colour by Chou Ling-chao

caught my attention was the ornate theatre in Uighur
style — the People’s Theatre — with its characteristic silver
dome and spire. It is the biggest theatre in Sinkiang.
Here 20 local dramatic and operatic troupes regularly give
concerts of songs and dances of the national minorities and
stage modern plays and operas in many styles — Peking
opera. Shensi opera. Honan opera, Hupeh opera. Shao-
hsing opera — quyi balladry and acrobatics.

Urumchi is a fine town with asphalt-paved boule-
vards, flower gardens, new multi-storey buildings, fac-
tories, hospitals, schools. . . . Everything looks new and

the place hums with ac-
tivity.

National Amity

But Urumchi is not new.
It dates back well over
1.700 years to the Eastern
Han period: only it gained
a new lease of life with
liberation. In 14 years, its
population has increased
fivefold from 80.000 to
400,000. The city wall
which separated its inhab-
itants of 13 nationalities
into two worlds — with
the Hans and Manchus
living inside the wall and
the Uighurs. Kazakhs and
other minorities crowded
in mud shacks outside of
it — was pulled down.
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Three new reinforced concrete bridges that span the
Urumchi River today link the old and new towns
together. The entire city area has grown ten times since
liberation. New housing with an aggregate floor space
three and half times the whole of old Urumchi has been
built. Broad asphalt roads and underground drains have
replaced the filthy moat and open sewers.

The most striking impression the new Urumchi made
on me is the way people of all nationalities live together
in amity. Everywhere in the streets one can see people in
the costumes of various nationalities strolling arm in arm
or talking amicably together. All signboards bear inscrip-
tions in both Han and Uighur languages. The local
press and radio station use four languages — Uighur, Han.
Kazakh and Mongolian —and the post and telegraph
offices handle telegrams in languages of practically all the
nationalities found in the region. . . .

Urumchi was once called Tihua before liberation.
Tihua means “tutoring [the minorities]” —a typical ex-
ample of Han great-nation chauvinism. After liberation
the old name was restored. This incident speaks volumes
of the change that has taken place in the relations be-
tween the nationalities since liberation.

Into a Producing Centre

No less profound is the change of Urumchi from a
consuming into a producing centre with a modern indus-
try.

There are rich mineral resources in the vicinity of
Urumchi, but up to the time of liberation it had no moc-
ern industry to speak of. In more than two centuries
only six factories were built in Urumchi. These produced
pottery, soap, matches and a few other things with much
of the work done by hand. Most industrial consumer
goods had to be brought in from other parts of the coun-
try. The lone power plant in town had a generating capa-
city of only 300 kilowatts. In addition to powering the
few machines there were, it barely kept the 1,000-odd
electric lights of the town dimly lit.

Today, Urumchi has a diversified modern industry
embracing hundreds of enterprises including steel, power,
coal, machine building, cement. lumber, textiles, enamel-
ware, leather tanning and food processing. During the
three years of the great leap forward (1958-60), gross in-
dustrial output value shot up at an average annual rate
of 53 per cent—more than double the First Five-Year
Plan (1952-57) rate. The structural change in industry is
also significant: the proportion of the output of means of
production to total output rose from 33 per cent in 1957
tc 59 per cent in 1962. Some of the new items recently
added to Urumchi’s list of major industrial products are
electric motors, metal-cutting machine tools and machine-
made paper.

The number of industrial workers has increased
rapidly with a striking increase in the number
of workers from the national minorities. In virtually
every factory one can see former peasants and herdsmen
of minority origin skilfully manning modern machines
alongside their Han comrades. Some of them have be-
come factory directors. secretaries of Communist Party
committees, engineers, technicians or shop foremen.
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One of the factories that 1 visited was the October
Tractor Plant. This used to be an automobile repair plant.

It switched to making tractor parts during the great
leap forward. In one of the shops— producing piston
rings —1 met workers from five nationalities — Uighurs,
Hans, Kazakhs, Huis and Uzbeks. One of the team
leaders, a Uighur, told me that their piston rings prove to
be of such high quality that orders have come in not only
from local customers in Sinkiang, but from other north-
western provinces as well; his team — half of the mem-
bers being either Uighur or Kazakh — did so well that it
was cited as an outstanding group for several years run-
ning and its output last year was more than double that
of 1961. Since it went into operation, the October plant
has trained up many skilled workers and experienced
administrators. Some have gone to staff newly established
factories in other parts of Sinkiang.

Richer Cultural Life

The people of Urumchi are enjoying a steadily im-
proving cultural as well as material life. The number of
students at school has risen more than sixfold since libera-
tion. Few youngsters from families of the working peo-
ple. and still fewer from the national minorities, could
afford to get an education before liberation. Only 17 out
of the 300 students at the Sinkiang Academy. the only in-
stitution of higher learning, were of minority origin, and.
at that, the academy was only nominally a university.
actually it was only up to secondary school standard. To-
day, in addition to Sinkiang University, Urumchi has
colleges of agronomy, medicine and mining and metal-
lurgy, a normal school and secondary vocational schools
specializing in industry and transport. finance and trade.
medicine. and the fine arts.

Two-thirds of the 1,800 students at Sinkiang University
are from the national minorities and most of them come
of peasant or herdsmen stock. Nearly half of the faculty
members are also of minority origin. Quite a number of
them have studied at well-known institutions of higher
learning in other big cities of China. Some hold such
responsible jobs as department heads. Since liberation
3,700 students of minority origin have graduated from the
university which is 80 per cent of all graduates.

Urumchi has also made big headway in health work
and medical care. It has 127 hospitals and clinics teday
as against the few poorly equipped hospitals and private
clinics before liberation: it has 20 times as many hospital
beds and a medical staff 50 times as large as before. The
Sinkiang Medical College, occupying an area of 600,000
square metres at the foot of Carp Mountain, has a hospital
attached to it with 70 beds and an O.P.D. which treats over
1,000 out-patients a day. With its well-trained personnel
and modern equipment, it can perform complicated opera-
tions and handle other difficult cases. Last year the first
batch of 70 doctors of minority origin graduated from the
medical college. F

Urumchi’s ties with the other parts of the country are
daily becoming closer. It is forging ahead rapidly in every
field. Its people of many nationalities are making ever
more effective use of the resources of their area in building
socialism.
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International Communist Movement

PEACE OR VIOLENCE?

Following is a translation of the full text of an
article published in the 9th issue of “Hoc Tap” (Study),
theoretical organ of the Viet Nam Workers’ Party. Bold-
face emphases are the same as those appearing in “Renmin
Ribao™ which carried the article. — Ed.

HE [undamental question of any revolution is the

question of state power. How 1o get state power
into the hands of the working class and how to build
the state power of the proletariat are the questions of
primary concern to every true revolutionary fighter of
the working class. That is why the method of seizing
state power is one of the most important questions Com-
munists must study and solve. This question has often
been the subject of hot debate among them. The flunkeys
of the bourgeoisie who have wormed their way into the
ranks of the working class have always advanced
erroneous and reactionary arguments on this question
in an attempt to sidetrack the revolution. For they are
well aware that once the working class and its political
party accept their arguments and the method of seizing
state power recommended by them. the objective of seiz-
ing state power can never be attained and therefore the
revolution can never succeed.

The modern revisionists represented by the Tito
group and their followers — Right opportunists in the
international communist movement and the working-class
movement — are spreading a smokescreen about the ques-
tion of the method of seizing state power and are doing
all they can to distort the Marxist-Leninist principle on
this matter. Modern revisionists and Right opportunists
are doing their utmost to peddle pacifism and mis-
represent the Marxist-Leninist theory on the role of
violence in history.

Violence — Midwife of New Social System

From the time society was divided into classes the
ruling classes set up their state machinery to oppress and
exploit the classes they ruled. The state is the instru-
ment of violence used by the ruling classes to crush all
resistance put up by the classes ruled by them. The
rulers use troops. policemen, spies, law courts and pris-
ons against the ruled. The exploiting classes in power,
on the one hand, are always employing violence to keep
down the exploited classes. On the other hand. they use
their “thinkers” to spread pacifism and the theory of
“non-violence” in an effort to cause the exploited to be
resigned to their destiny without resorting to violence
to resist the exploiting classes in power.

Those who constantly resort to violence for the sup-
pression of the working people are, however, clamouring
against the use of violence. What they oppose and attack
is the violence with which the oppressed and the ex-
ploited use to resist them, while the violence which they
frequently use to suppress the working people is
publicized as a favour bestowed upon the working people.
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Those who have swallowed the poison of bourgeois
pacifism and humanitarianism oppose all kinds of
violence., They make no distinction in the class character
of the various kinds of violence. To them the violence
used by the bourgeoisie to suppress the proletariat and
the violence used by the proletariat to resist the bour-
geoisie for its own emancipation are one and the same.
Lenin once said: “To talk about ‘violence' in general,
without examining the conditions which distinguish reac-
tionary from revolutionary violence, means being a petty
bourgeois who renounces revolution, or else it means
simply deceiving oneself and others by sophistry.”
(Lenin, Selected Works, Lawrence and Wishart, London.
1937, Vol. 7, p.175.) To the pacifists, every kind of violence
is evil. They can do nothing but moan and lament over
the death caused by violence. They know nothing about
the law of social development. They only see the ugly
side of violence and do not understand that despite its
ugliness it plays a revolutionary role in history. Marx
once said that violence *“is the midwife of every old so-
ciety pregnant with a new one.” (Engels. Anti-Diihring,
F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1959, p.254.)

Today, modern revisionists and Right opportunists in
the communist movement and the working-class move-
ment keep wagging their tongues about “peace,” and
“humanitarianism”; they dare not mention the word
“violence.” For them violence is taboo. They fear the
word “violence” just as a leech fears lime. The fact is
that they have negated Marxist-Leninist theory on the
role of violence in history. More than 80 years ago, criticiz-
ing the reactionary philosophy of Dihring, Engels wrote:
“To Herr Dihring force is the absolute evil; the first act of
force is to him the original sin; his whole exposition is a
jeremiad on the contamination of all subsequent history
consummated by this original sin; a jeremiad on the shame-
ful perversion of all natural and social laws by this dia-
bolical power, force. That force, however, plays also an-
other role in history, a revolutionary role: that, in the
words of Marx, it is the midwife of every old society
pregnant with a new one, that it is the instrument with
the aid of which social movement forces its way through
and shatters the dead, fossilized political forms — of this
there is not a word in Herr Diihring.” (Engels, Anti-
Diihring, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1959, pp. 253-54.)

Communists are not Tolstoyists or the disciples of
Gandhi preaching ‘“‘non-violence.” Nor do they spread
the idea of *“violence for violence sake.” They are not
“bellicose” and “bloodthirsty” as the reactionaries
always slander them. They simply set forth a fact, that
is, violence is a social phenomenon., a result of the ex-
ploitation of man by man, and a means used by the
ruling, exploiting classes to maintain and extend their
domination. Communists hold that the working class
and other working people — victims of exploitation and
domination — must resort to revolutionary violence to
crush counter-revolutionary violence, so that they can
win their own emancipation and society can advance ac-
cording to the law of historical development. More
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than one hundred years ago Marx and Engels clearly
stated in the Communist Manifesto: *‘The violent over-
throw of the bourgevisic lays the foundation for the
sway of the proletariat.” (Marx and Engels, Selected
Works, F.L.P.H.. Moscow. 1958. Vol. L p.45.) They also
said: “The Communists disdain to conceal their views
and aims. They openly declare that their ends can be
attained only by the forcible overthrow of all existing
social conditions.” (Marx and Engels, Selected Works,
F.L.P.H.. Moscow. 1958. Vol. I, p.65.) Communists set
forth the historical role played by violence not because
they are “cretins” of violence. but because it is a law
governing the social development of mankind. No rev-
olution can be successfully carried out and no develop-
ment of human society is possible without grasping this
law.

The revolutionary cause of the proletariat does not
mean ordinary reshullle of government personnel or a
mere cabinet change while the old political and economic
order remains intact. The proletarian revolution must
not preserve the state machinery (the existing police,
gendarmes, armed forces and burcaucratic structure),
mainly used to oppress the people, but must crush it and
replace it with an entirely new one. This is one of the
conditions marking the difference between the prole-
tarian revolution and the bourgeois revolution. The bour-
geois revoluiion does not smash the existing feudal state
machinery but takes it over, preserves and perfects it.
On the contrary, the proletarian revolution smashes the
existing state machinery of the capitalist system. The
proletarian revolution is a process of bitter struggle in
which the bourgeoisie is overthrown. the bourgeois order
is destroyed. the properties of the capitalists and landlords
are confiscated and the public ownership of the various
chief means of production is realized. The working class
does not simply lay hold of the existing state machinery,
or transfer the militarist-bureaucratic state machinery
from the hands of the bourgeoisie to its own. It must
smash the bourgeois state machinery and establish a new
state machinery of its own, that is, the proletarian dicta-
torship. Smashing the existing state machinery is “the
preliminary condition for every real people’s revolution.”
(Marx and Engels, “Marx to L. Kugelman,” Selected
Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow. 1955, Vol. II, p.463.) In a let-
ter to L. Kugelman in 1871, Marx considered such an
action was essential for all the countries in continental
Europe. In the years between 1870 and 1880, in those
countries which lay outside the European continent, such
as Britain and the United States, it was possible for the
working class in those countries to seize state power by
peaceful means, because at that time capitalism had not
yet grown into monopoly capitalism and militarism and
bureaucracy in Britain and the United States had not yet
been developed. This was the state of affairs before the
emergence of imperialism. But at the beginning of the 20th
century when capitalism prevailed in all countries and
developed to its highest stage, that is, imperialism, and
when militarism and bureaucracy began to appear in Brit-
ain and the United States, the possibility of seizing state
power by peaceful means no longer existed in these two
countries. In 1917 Lenin wrote in The State and Revolu-
tion that what Marx said about this thesis being limited
to the continent could no longer be applied and that
whether it was in Britain or the United States the smash-
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ing of the existing state machinery had become the pri-
mary condition for any genuine revolution of the people.
In 1918, in his Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade
Kautsky, Lenin regarded this question as a universal law.
“The proletarian revolution,” he said, “is impossible
without the forcible destruction of the bourgeois state
machine and the substitution for it of a new one. . . .”
(Lenin, Selected Works, Lawrence and Wishart. London.
1937, Vol. 7, p.124) When Lenin criticized Kautsky’s
so-called thesis that “the transition could take place peace-
fully, i.e., in a democratic way,” he clearly pointed out
that this was an attempt to hide from the readers the fact
that revolutionary violence is the fundamental sign of
the concept of proletarian dictatorship. and that it was a -
fraud aimed at substituting peaceful revolution for viclent
revolution. He said: “Kautsky had to resort to all these
evasions, sophisms and fraudulent falsifications in order
lo dissociate himself from violent revolution, and to con-
ceal his renunciation of it, his desertion to the side of
liberal labour politics, i.e., to the side of the bourgeoisie.
That is the whole point.” (Lenin, Selected Works.
Lawrence and Wishart, London, 1937, Vol. 7, p.125.)

To renounce revolution by violence so as to reduce
the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the
proletariat to empty words — this is the main feature
characteristic of the reformists ranging from Kautsky to
the modern revisionists. The reformists call for a gradual
reform of the capitalist system and the bourgeois state
without overthrowing this system and smashing its state
apparatus. To the reformists. reform is everything while
the revolutionary struggle for seizing state power is
meaningless. Subscription to reformism means the re-
nunciation of revolution. Revolution is a change: it de-
stroys what is most important and essential in the old
order; it does not mean reconstruction of the old order
cautiously, slowly and gradually, and involving the least
possible damage to the old order in the process.

As the reformists see il. there is no difference be-
tween the nature of bourgeois democracy and proletarian
democracy, and there is no swift advance from the
capitalist system to the socialist system, and capitalism
can evolve gradually into socialism in accordance with
the theory of evolution. The Tito group has also
preached the fallacy of the “peaceful growth of capitalism
into socialism.” Reformists dare not disturb capitalism
in the faintest degree; they simply seek the aid of picce-
meal reforms and wash their hands of every type of illegal
work in an attempt to frustrate the revolutionary prep-
arations made by the masses for the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie.

Modern revisionism, like the revisionism of the early
20th century, is reformism in essence. Revisionists, in
the past, as at present, have made great efforts to sing
the praises of the bourgeois parliamentary system. They
have made a big fanfare about the entry into socialism
through “parliamentary road.” As a matter of fact dem-
ocratic rights under the bourgeois parliamentary system
are, as Marx put it, nothing more than the rights to decide
once every three or six years who of the ruling classes
should “represent” the people in parliament and oppress
them. Lenin said: “Take any parliamentary country.
from America to Switzerland, from France to England.
Norway and so forth — in these countries the real business
of ‘state’ is performed behind the scenes and is carried
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on by the departments, chancelleries and General Staffs.
Parliament itself is given up to talk for the special pur-
pose of fooling the ‘common people.”” (Lenin, Selected
Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1951, Vol. II. Part 1, pp. 246-47.)
Lenin described bourgeois democracy as narrow, emas-
culated, false and deceptive democracy, the paradise of
the rich, but a trap and a deceptive fraud for the exploited
and the poor. In order to publicize the “parliamentary
road,” the modern revisionists are peddling this bourgeois
“deceptive fraud” which already has been completely
exposed by Lenin,

The bourgeoisie in power has never voluntarily relin-
quished state power to the working class. In Theses on
the Fundamental Tasks of the Second Congress of the
Communist International, Lenin pointed out that under
the conditions of militarism and imperialism, “the very
thought of peacefully subordinating the capitalists to the
will of the majority oi the exploited, of the peaceful, re-
formist transition te socialism is not only extreme philistine
stupidity, but also downright deception of the workers,
the embellishment of capitalist wage slavery, concealment
of the truth.” *“Only the violent overthrow of the bour-
geoisie, the confiscation of its property, the destruction of
the whole of the bourgeois state apparatus from top to
bottom — parliamentary, judicial, military, bureaucratic,
administrative, municipal, etc., right up to the very whole-
sale deportation or internment of the most dangerous and
stubborn exploiters—putting them under strict surveillance
in order to combat inevitable attempts to resist and to
restore capitalist slavery — only such measures can ensure
the real subordination of the whole class of exploiters.”
(Lenin, Selected Works, Lawrence and Wishart, London,
1946, Vol. 10, p.164.)

The basic principle for all Communist Parties is to
recognize the dictatorship of the proletariat and struggle
for its realization. The process of the proletarian revolu-
tionary movement is, in the final analysis, one of making
preparations for the dictatorship of the proletariat (before
the seizure of state power) and putting such dictatorship
into effect (after seizing state power). The proletariat
must adopt all forms of struggle, legal and illegal, inside
and outside parliament, ranging from strikes, demonstra-
tions, political general strikes up to armed uprisings, the
highest form of struggle, so as to overthrow the bourgeois
rule and establish the dictatorship of the proletariat. The
more the revolutionary movement surges forward, the
more frenzied will be the repressions by the ruling bour-
geosie and the more sharp and bitter will be the class
struggle. “Revolution progresses by giving rise to a strong
and united counter-revolution, i.e., it compels the enemy
to resort to more and more extreme measures of defence
and in this way devises ever more powerful means of
attack.” (Lenin, Collected Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1962,
Vol, IT, p.172)

In the relentless class struggle against the exploit-
ing classes in power, the working class and other work-
ing people cannot but use arms. Marx said that “the
weapon of criticism cannot, of course, take the place of
criticism with weapons” and that material forces must
be overthrown by material forces. Lenin pointed out
that in the working-class struggle against the bour-
geoisie, it was possible “at any time to substitute the
criticism with weapons for the weapon of ecriticism.”
Lenin, therefore, pointed out the necessity of building up

October 18, 1963

arms for the proletariat and disarming the bourgeoisie,
for otherwise it would be impossible for socialism to win.
In The “Disarmament” Slogan, Lenin wrote: “Our slogan
must be: the arming of the proletariat for the purpose
of vanquishing, expropriating and disarming the bour-
geoisie.” “An oppressed class which does not strive to
learn to use arms, to acquire arms, deserves to be treated
like slaves.” (Lenin, Collected Works, International
Publishers, New York, Vol. XIX, p.354.) Because in
every class society the ruling classes possess arms, and it
is a fact that the bourgeoisie in power uses them to sup-
press the working class. Consequently, the working class
has no alternative but to take up arms to overthrow its
rulers and achieve its own liberation. Lenin also said:
“Only after the proletariat has disarmed the bourgeoisie
will it be able, without betraying its world-historical mis-
sion, to throw all armaments on the scrap-heap; the pro-
letariat will undoubtedly do this, but only when this con-
dition has been fulfilled. certainly not before.” (Lenin,
Collected Works, International Publishers, New York. Vol.
XIX, p.366.)

Lenin clearly pointed out that the proletariat “could
really study military science for itself and not for its slave
owners” because “the interests of the proletariat undoubt-
edly demands such a study.” When speaking about the
role of the proletarian women in the revolutionary strug-
gle of their own class, Lenin held that the women should
not just curse the war and demand arms reduction; they
should make more positive contributions. He wrote: “The
women of an oppressed class that is really revolutionary
will never agree to play such a shameful role. They will
say to their sons: ‘You will soon be big. You will be
given a gun. Take it and learn to use it. The proletarians
need this knowledge not to shoot your brothers, the work-
ers of other countries, as they are doing in the present
war, and as you are being advised to do by the traitors to
socialism, but to fight the bourgeoisie of your own coun-
try, to put an end to exploitation, poverty and war, not by
means of good intentions, but by a victory over the bour-
gecisie and by disarming them.”” (Lenin, Collected Works,
International Publishers. New York, Vol. XIX, pp.367-68.)

When criticizing “the advocates of disarmament,”
Lenin asked: *“Do the advocates of disarmament stand
for a perfectly new species of unarmed revolution?”
(Lenin, Collected Works, International Publishers, New
York, Vol. XIX, p.358.) Lenin also criticized Plekhanov's
view that ‘“they should not have taken to arms.” In
Lessons of the Moscow Uprising he said: “Nothing could
be more short-sighted than Plekhanov's view, seized upon
by all the opportunists, that the strike was untimely and
should not have been started, and that ‘they should not
have taken to arms.” On the contrary, we should have
taken to arms more resolutely, energetically and aggres-
sively; we should have explained to the masses that it
was impossible to confine things to a peaceful strike and
that a fearless and relentless armed fight was necessary.”
(Lenin, Collected Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1962, Vol. II,
p.173.) Lenin taught us the need to spread the idea of
armed uprising to the broad masses, and he described armed
uprising as a great mass struggle. He regarded recognition
of armed uprising as a question of principle for the revolu-
tionaries. “It is not enough to take sides on the question
of political slogans; it is also necessary to take sides on
the question of an armed uprising. Those who are op-
posed to it, those who do not prepare for it, must be
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ruthlessly dismissed from the ranks of the supporters of
the revolution, sent packing to its enemies, to the traitors
or cowards; for the day is approaching when the force of
events and the conditions of the struggle will compel us
to distinguish between enemies and friends according to
this principle.” (ibid., p.176.)

Of course, Communists are very cautious about armed
uprising. They regard it as an art and have never treated
it lightly. It is a peculiar form of political struggle with
its own specific laws. Communists start an armed upris-
ing only when the opportunity is ripe and when subjective
and objective conditions are completely ready, and once
it has started they intend to carry it through to the finish.

The Possibility of Revolution Developing Peacefully

The revolutionary class must take up arms against the
ruling classes precisely because the latter use arms to pro-
tect their properties and privileges. Armed struggle and
armed uprising are not the ultimate aim of the proletariat,
nor are they an aim in themselves; they are the means of
achieving emancipation and establishing the dictatorship
of the proletariat. Communists do not propose that arms
be used at all times and under all circumstances. If there
was a road which would involve less casualties and blood-
shed, but which could lead to socialism, they would un-
hesitatingly take that road. When drafting the Com-
munist Manifesto Engels raised the question whether it
was possible to abolish the system of private ownership
by peaceful means. He wrote: “I{ would be desirable
if this could happen, and the Communists would certainly
be the last to oppose it. . . . But they also see that the
development of the proletariat in nearly all civilized coun-
tries has been violently suppressed, and that in this way
the opponents of communism have been working toward
a revolution with all their strength. If the oppressed
proletariat is finally driven to revolution, then we Com-
munists will defend the interests of the proletarians with
deeds as we now defend them with words.” (Engels,
“Principles of Communism,” Monthly Review Pamphlet
Series, New York, 1952, pp.13-14.)

Whether the working class adopts the form of armed
struggle or the form of peaceful political struggle does not
depend on the subjective desire of the working class but
on the extent of resistance by the exploiting classes which
first resort to arms to maintain their rule. Since the rul-
ing classes will not surrender state power of their own ac-
cord, the working class must use arms to overthrow them.
Nevertheless, classic Marxist-Leninist writers do not rule
out the possibility of the working class in certain countries
seizing state power by peaceful means. The working class
must decide on the appropriate form of struggle for the
seizure of state power in accordance with the different sys-
tems, customs and traditions of a particular country. In
1872 Marx said at a mass rally held in Amsterdam that
Communists had never affirmed that the working class in
all countries must use the same methods to seize power.
He held that at that time it was possible for the working
class of the United States and Britain to seize power by
peaceful means.

In Russia, from February to July of 1917, there
appeared the possibility of seizing state power by peace-
ful means. This was because the tsarist autocracy had
been overthrown by violence in the February revolution,
there appeared the situation in which two regimes existed
side by side, and the rebellion of Kornilov had been
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crushed by the working-class armed forces. At that time,
Lenin said: “There could now be no question of resis-
tance being offered to the Soviets if they themselves did
not vacillate. No class would dare to raise a rebellion
against the Soviets, and the landlords and -capitalists,
chastened by the experience of the Kornilov affair, would
peacefully surrender power upon the ultimatum of the
Soviets.” (Lenin, Selected Works, F.LP.H., Moscow,
1951, Vol. II, Part 1, p.184) This was possible because
power was still unstable and arms were in the hands of
the people. ‘““The essence of the situation was that the
arms were in the hands of the people, and that no coer-
cion was exercised over the people from without. That
is what opened up and ensured a peaceful path for the
development of the revolution.” (Lenin, Selected Works,
Lawrence and Wishart, London, 1936, Vol. 6, pp.167-68.)
Lenin believed that only when the Soviet possessed all
state power could the peaceful development of the revolu-
tion be ensured. He also said that if such an opportunity
was lost, then there would occur “the inevitability of a
bitter civil war between the bourgeoisie and the prole-
tariat.” Such a civil war would be extremely ‘“arduous
and bloody.” Lenin emphasized: “The proletariat will
stop at no sacrifice in order to save the revolution.” Lenin
believed that the road of revolution developing peace-
fully was a road most beneficial to the people, a road
involving the least sufferings, and that Communists
should make the greatest efforts to strive for it. But
when the peaceful road could not be realized he unhesi-
tatingly called on the masses to take the non-peaceful
road. In mid-July 1917 Lenin said in his On Slogans:
“The peaceful course of development has been rendered
impossible. A non-peaceful and most painful course has
begun.” (Lenin, Selected Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1951.
Vol. 11, Part 1, p.89.)

Thus, while mentioning the possibility of revolution
developing peacefully Lenin never forgot to mention the
possibility of a cruel and bloody civil war breaking out.
On October 8, 1917, confronted with the new situation,
he affirmed that “the passing of power to the Soviets now
means in practice armed insurrection.” (Lenin, Selected
Works, F.L.P.H., Moscow, 1951, Vol. II, Part 1, p.186.) The
incident that happened at that time, he said, “places the
armed uprising on the order of the day.” (ibid., p.189.)

In 1919, after German imperialism was defeated and
the Austria-Hungary Empire collapsed, there was in
Hungary the possibility of seizing state power by peace-
ful means. At that time, the bourgeoisie, confronted by
the grave crisis, could do nothing about it. Karolyi,
head of the bourgeois government, resigned: the Left-
wing socialists went to see Bela Kun, leader of the Hun-
garian Communist Party, in the prison and invited him
to try at forming a new government. In the Information
Concerning Conversations by Radio With Bela Kun
Lenin said: “The bourgeoisie itself gave up power to the
Hungarian Communists. The bourgeoisie showed the
whole world that when a grave crisis arises, when the
nation is in danger, the bourgeoisie is not able to rule.”
In the article “Greetings to the Hungarian Workers” which
he wrote on May 27, 1919, when mentioning the Soviet
government then established in Hungary, Lenin said that
Hungary’s transition to the Soviet system, that is, pro-
letarian dictatorship, was much easier and much more
peaceful than in Russia. Lenin wrote: “The form of
transition to the dictatorship of the proletariat in Hun-
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