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THE WEEK

Chairman Mae Receives Guesis

the Indoncsian Party (Partai In-
donesia). and his wife; Mrs. Winoto,
wife of Winoto who is also a Chair-
man of the Indonesian Paity; and who visited China in 1953 and 1960,

Djﬂ\\‘('ll(). Indonesian Ambassador to acclaimed the 1'(\\1'(11[[“0”“1'.\: S])il‘i[ of
China.

Printed in the People’s Republic of China

June 3. 1964

Wineto, whe came on a visit at the against imperialism.”

Among the major events of the week:

@  The Chinese Government issued a statement on May 30, com-
menting on the Soviet Government's statement concerning the Pre-
paratory Mceting for the Second Asian-African Cenference.

® Renmin Ribao carried a commentary on the same day on
the same subject by its Observer.

® Hundreds of thousands of Peking cilizens turned out to
welcome Field Marshal Abdullah Al Sallal, President of the Arah
Republic of Yemen, when he arrived on June 1 for a friendship
visit.

@  Renmin Ribao in its May 29 editorial called for an imme-
diate convocation of an international conference on the Laotian
situation.

® Replying to a message from the British Government. the

Chinese Foreign Ministry declares that the Chinese Government
cannot agree with the British proposal to hold consultations in Vicn-
tiane concerning the Laotian situation.

® In its May 28 ecditorial Renmin Ribao declared that the
struggie against nco-colonialist “Malaysia” would surely triumph.

€@ The Chinese press published:

—an article appearing on May 25 in the Australian paper
Vanguard. It declares that the Communist Party of Australia
(Marxist-Leninist) opposes a hasty world conference of Communist
and Workers’ Parties.

—an article from the Albanian paper Zeri i Popullit on May 17
entitled: “Khrushchov Revisionist Group's Splitting Activities as
Sceen From Suslov’s Report.”

—a resolution adopted at a meeling sponsored by Rote Fahne,
forinightly of the Marxist-Leninists of the Austrian Communist
Party, denouncing the treacherous and divisive acts of the Khrush-
chov revisionist group.

—an article [rom Alahata, organ of the Japanese Communist
Party, on May 28 repudiating the revisionist fallacies of Yoshio
Shiga and other rencgades.

— two articles by General Vo Nguyen Giap, Vice-Premier and
Minister of Delence of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam, and
Nguyen Chi Thanh, Member of the Political Bureau of the Central
Comumittee of the Viet Nam Workers' Party, celebrating the 10th
anniversary of the Dien Bien Phu victory. The articles stress that
revolutionary violenee must be used against counler-revolutionary
violence in order to achieve national liberation and that man plays
the decisive role in a revelutionary war.

—— " Institute of Foreign Alfairs,
Chairman Mao Tse-tung on May

received Werdojo, Chairman of
parts of the country.

and his wife.

Werdojo and his wile and Mus.

invitation of fthe Chinese People's

Pcking on May 29 [or the southern

In an inferview with Hsinhua on
the eve of his departure Werdojo.

the Chinese pceople who, he said,
“are a powerful force in the struggle
e added that



he had seen for himself China’s
tremendous progress in  economic
construction during his tour of the
northeast.

On June 2, Chairman Mao received
Italian Senator Paolo Batlino Vit-
torelli and another Italian guest,
Dr. Saverio Santaniello.

French Ambhassador Presents
Credentials

Lucien Paye. the {irst French Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipo-
tentizny to the People’s Republic of
China, arrived in Peking on May 27.
He was welcomed at the railway sta-
tion by Yu Peci-wen, Director of the
Protocol Department of the Foreign
Ministry. On May 29, he called on
Vice-Premier and Foreign Minister
Chen Yi to discuss the presentation
of his credentials.

On May 31 Ambassador Lucien
Paye, accompanied by officials of the
French Embassy. presented his letter
of credence to Liu Shao-chi, Chair-
man of the People's Republic of
China, and madc a speech on the
occasion. Chairman Liu Shao-chi
made a speech in reply.

Hewlett Johinson Arrives on Visit

Dr. Hewlett Johnson, former Dean
of Canterbury, and his wife arrived
in Peking by special plane on May
28. They were given a warm wel-
come at the airport by Premier Chou
En-lai and his wile Teng Ying-chao,
on whose invitation they ave visiting
China.

As Dr. and Mrs. Johnson siepped
down from the plane, the Premier’s
wife presented Dr. Johnson with a
bouquet ol peonies and Mrs., John-
son, a bouquet of roses picked from
her own garden.

This is Dr. Johnson's fourth visit
to China since the founding of the
People’s Republic. He and his wile
arrived in Canton on May 13, where
they were met by Huan Hsiang,
Assistant Minister of Foreign Af-
fairs, and his wile who had gone
there specially to welcome them.

On May 29. Premier Chou and his
wife gave a lunchcon in honour of
their guests.  While dishes from
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the  Premier’'s native place were
served, the hosts  toasted  their
guesls’ health and wished them
long lile.

Afghanistan’s National Day
Ambassador Mohammad Chouaib
Miskinyar celebrated Aflghanistan’s

National Day with a reception in
Peking on the evening of May 27.
Chu Teh, Chairman ol the Standing
Committee of the National People’s
Congress, Vice-Premier Chen  Yi
and other high government officials
woere among the guesis present.

In his speech. Viee-Premier Chen
Yi congratulated the Afghan people
on the marked successes they had
achieved in their national economy
and social progress. He alse paid
tribute to Afghanistan’s policy of
peace and neutralily in internation-
al alfairs and ils role in strengthen-
ing Asian-African solidarily and
saleguarding world peace. “At the
recent Preparatory Meeting for the
Second  Asian-African Conference,”
the Vice-Premier said, “the delega-
tion of Afghanistan upheld the
Bandung principles and the stand of
Asian-African solidarity, thus con-
tributing to the success of the meet-
ing and winning widespread praise.
The Chinese Government will work
together with Afghanistan and all
other Asian-African countries for
the successful convocation of the Sec-
ond Asian-African Conlerence which
is allracting the atlention of the
whole world.”

The Vice-Premier also relerred to
the Sino-Afghan boundary treaty
signed last year and hailed it as an-
other great event in the friendly rela-
tions belween the two countries.
“We are sure that, with the success-
ful completion of the survey of the
boundary and the erection of mark-
ers, the boundary of peace and
friendship already existing between
our two couniries will be further
consolidated,” he said.

Ambassador Miskinyar, in his
speech, toasted the traditional
Iriendship and  good-neighbourly
relations between Alghanistan and
China. He declared that the policy
of the Afghan Government was to
work unswervingly for the main-

tenance and further development of
[riendly relations between the {wo
couniries.

On the eve of the Afghan National
Day. messages of greetings were sent
by Chairman Liu Shao-chi and Pre-
mier Chou IEn-lai to King Moham-
med Zahir Shah and Prime Minister
Mohammed Yosoufl respectively.

Condolences on Nekru’s Death

Premier Chou En-lai on May 27
sent a message to Dr. S. Radhak-
rishnan, President of India, on
receiving news ol Lhe death of Prime
Minister Jawaharlal Nchru. The
message reads:

“Grieved lo learn of the unfloriu-
nate death of His Excellency Mr.
Jawaharlal Nehru, Prime Minister
of India. T wish to express to Your
Exceilency and the Indian Govern-
ment deep condolences on behall of
the Chinese Government and in my
own name.

“There is a profound, {raditional
friendship between the people of
China and India. Although certain
differences still exist at the present
time between our itwo countries, this
unfortunate situation can only be
temporary. I am convinced that the
friendly relations between the Chi-
nese and Indian peoples will surely
be restored and developed on the
basis ol the Five Principles of Peace-
ful Coexistence.”

Premier Chou also sent a message
expressing profound sympathy to
Madam Indira Gandhi.

On May 28, Premier Chou En-lai
and  Vice-Premier and  Foreign
Minister Chen Yi went to the Indian
Embassy in Peking. They placed a
wreath before the portrait of the
late Indian Prime Minister, and ex-

pressed their deep condolences to
J.S. Mehta. Charge d’Affaires ad

interim of the Indian Embassy.

Accent on Science

Peking was recently the scene of
a conlerence called by the Chinese
Academy of Sciences for the swap-
ping ol experience among scientisls
and technologists.  Reports were

(Continued on p.28.)
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President Abdullah Al Sallal in Peking

EKING Airport was gay with
[lags and buntling on the aflter-
noon ol June 1 when Field Marshal
Abdullah Al Sallal. President of the
Arab Republic of Yemen, arrived by
special plane on a [riendship visit.
The gala atmosphere there and
throughout the city that day ex-
pressed the hearty welcome the Chi-
nese - people gave to their distin-
guished guest from the southwest
Arabian littoral.

The Yemeni President has come
al  the invitation of Chairman Liu
Shao-chi and Premier Chou En-lai.
Accompanying him are Brigadier
Mohamed Al Raaini and Abdu Rah-
man Al Erviani. Deputy Prime Minis-
ters; Drigadier Hadi Eisa, Vice-Minis-
ter of Delence; and other high-
ranking officials.

Greeting the Yemeni guests on the
tarmac were Liu Shao-chi and Tung
Pi-wu, Chairman and Vice-Chairman
respectively of the People’s Republic
of China: Chu Teh, Chairman of the
Standing Committee of the National
Pecople’s Congress; Chou En-lai, Pre-
mier of the State Council. and other
government  leaders. The  greal
crowd of welcomers at  the air-
port waved flags and bouquets and
shouted: “Long live Sino-Yemeni
[riendship!” “Long live the great
unity of the people of the world!”

President Abdullah Al Sallal drove
in an open car to the Stale Guest
House in the company of Chairman
Liu Shao-chi and Premier Chou En-
lai. Hundreds ol {housands of peo-
ple lined both sides of the roads to
greet him and his colleagues. As the
motorcade passed by, the crowds
beat gongs and drums, sang and
danced, and exploded firecrackers in
a iypical Chinese welcome.

On the evening of June 2, Chair-
man Liu Shao-chi gave a banquet in
the Great Hall of the People in
honour of President Sallal and mem-
bers of his delegation.

Chairman Liu paid tribule to the
people of Yemen for their unremit-
ling sfruggle to oppose imperialist
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President Abdullah Al Sallal with Chairman Liu Shao-chi and
Premier Chou En-lai at the airpori

aggression and oppression and to
win and safeguard their national in-
dependence. He praised the Yemeni
Government's adherence to its policy
of peace. neutrality and non-align-
ment. its devotion to the cause of
solidarity among the Arab and other
Asian-African countries and opposi-
tion to imperialism and old and new
colonialism.  “The great viclory of
the  Arab national-independence
movement,” said Chairman Liu. “is
an important international event of
the post-World War II period: it
marks a tremendous development in
the siruggle of the oppressed nations
throughout the world for indepen-
dence and liberation.” He reiterated
the Chinese Government’s support
for the desire ol the Arab people to
achieve solidarity and unity in the
manner ol their own choice, and for
their opposition to aggression and in-
terference from any quarter. De-
clared Chairman Liu: “We strongly
condemn the U.S. scheme of instigat-
ing Israel to provoke the Arab coun-
tries. We support the legitimate de-
mand of the Palestinian people 1o re-
cover their proper rights and return
to their homeland. We support the
people of Aden, South Yemen and

Oman in their just struggles against
colonialism.  We support the just
stand of the Arab couniries in
demanding the dismantling of all
foreign military bases.” Relerring
to Sino-Yemeni [riendship, he said
that President Sallal's current visit
would  further promote  mulual
understanding  and  relations  of
friendship and co-operation between
the two couniries.

President Sallal, in his speech,
thanked the Chinese Government and
people for consistently supporting
the Arab people’s cause and legiti-
mate demands and their [ight
against  impervialist  schemes  and
aggression.  “The support given by
the Chinese Government(.,” he said,
“has strengthened the Arab people’s
struggle to uphold their indepen-
dence and to oppose the imperialists’
scheme of undermining the solidarity
of the Arab people in an attempt to
stage a comieback. restore their
calonial rule. deprive the Arab peo-
ple of their [reedom and plunder
their wealth.”

President Abdullah Al Sallal has
visited many places of interest in the
capital. He will later visit other
cities before leaving [or home.

o



Statement of the Government of the
People’s Republic of China

On the Soviet Government's Statement Concerning
The Preparatory Meeting for the Second
Asian-African Conference

® The politica] centre of the Soviet Union as a single entity has always been in
Europe and, therefore, it has traditionally been acknowledged as a European
country. No matter how vast Soviet territory in Asia may be, this cannot turn
the Soviet Union into an Asian country. [t is only natural that the Asian and
African countries do not invite the Soviet Union to the Asian-African conference.
The matter was already settled ten years ago while the five Colombo nations were
preparing for the First Asian-African Conference. As a European country, it has
not been invited to the Afro-Asian group in the United Nations, nor has it asked
for joining it. .
® The Chinese Government has taken a principled and consistent stand on the
question of Soviet participation in the Asian-African conference. The Asian-
African conference is a conference of the heads of Asian and African countries.
Since the Soviet Union is a European country, it of course should not take part
in such a conference. This is a matter of principle, and we abide by the principle.
We have never wavered in our principled stand according to the state of our re-
lations with the Soviet Union,
More than 20 Asian-African countries gathered at the meeting and reached the
conclusion that since no agreement could be reached they would not exiend an
invitation to ihe Soviet Union. i the Soviet leaders have the least respect for
Asian-African countries, they should first of all respect this conclusion of the Asian-
African countries and should noi carp ond cavil and aitempt to overthrow this
conclusion through crude interferencs.
The Asian and Africon countries have much work to do to strengthen Asian-
African uaily and prepcre for maoking the Second Asian-African Conference o
success. We earnestly hope that the Soviet leaders will exercise some seif-restraint
and not imposc the Sino-Soviet dispute on Asian-African countries.

Tollowing is the text of the Chinese Government's participale in the Aslan-Alrican conference: to object
statement of May 30, 1964, which is a reply to the Soviel lo ils participatien means to “divide” the lorees fight-
Government's statement of April 25, 1564, — Ed. ing against imperialism. and the Soviet Union will

make a “rebull.” These words are wrong in their point
of depariure, absurd in logic. and ridiculous as conclu-

01\' April 25, 1964, the Soviet Government delivered S OnS:

-7 to China a statement on the Djakarta Prepavatory The Sovie T b Sivall Gt
Mecting for the Second Asian-African Confevence, 'he Soviet (_?U\’f.,\ﬂlﬂ(.n}a statement dwelt amply

. 2 o ) on the fact that Sovicet territory spreads over both Eu-
which was also sent to other Asian and Alvican coun- . .

. - . g i rope and Asia. Iere are some of the highlights: “Twu-
1iries and officially made public on May 4. In this siate- thirds of its (the Soviet Union’s) territory is situated on
the Asian continent,” the Soviet Union “is lhe biggest
Asian power.” “the Soviet Union accounts [or approxi-
mately 40 per cent of Asia’s territory,” “the Asian part
of the U.S.S.R. is almost fwice as big as the territory
ol the whole of China”™ and “such large Asian slates
as China. India. Indonesia, Pakistan. Burma and Japan
taken together could fit into the expanses ol the Asian
part of the U.S.S.R.” These statements sound frighten-
ing. But what is the sense of talking like that? Does
the fact that all the large Asian stales could fil inlo

ment the Soviet Government unserupulously blamed
the Djukarta meeling for failing to invile the Soviet
Union to the Second Asian-African Conference and
resorted to crude atltacks and abuses against the par-
ticipants. and particularly against Chincse leaders. The
Chinese Government does not intend to answer the
Soviet Government with similar language. Abuse can-
not substitute lor reasoning. Does the Soviet Govern-
ment's  statement  contain any  plausible reasons?
Regrettably. it is devoid of any, though it is [ar from

being short. All its arguments boil down to the [ollow- the Asian pari of the U.S.S.I2 give it more say than all
ing: The Soviet Union is an Asian power and must the Asian and Alrican countries put togelher?
6
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Size cannot frighten anybody, it cannot [righten
any Asian or African state, even the smallest. Nobody
denies the fact that Soviet territory spreads over Eu-
Tope and Asia and consisis of {wo paris lying respec-
tively in Europe and Asia. But in international relations
each stale is a single entily and can have only one polit-
tical cenire, and it cannot be said that the Soviet Union
has two political centres simply because its territory
exiends over Europe and Asia. All the more is it im-
possible to say that the political cenire of the Soviet
Union is rather in Asia because the Asian part of the
Soviet Union is bigger than the European part. True,
two-thirds of the Soviet territory lie in Asia, but equally
important is the fact that nearly three-fourths of the
Soviet population live in Europe. What is even more
decisive, the political centre of the Soviet Union as a
single enlity has always been in Europe and, therefore,
it has traditionally been acknowledged as a European
country. No matter how vast Soviet territory in Asia
may be. this cannot turn the Soviet Union into an
Asian country.

T is only natural that the Asian and Alrican countries
do not invite the Soviet Union to the Asian-Afri-
can conference. The matter was already seitled ten
years ago while the five Colombo nations were prepar-
ing for the First Asian-African Conference. At that
ime the Soviet Union as a whole was not invited Lo
the First Asian-African Conference held in Bandung,
nor were its union republics in Asia invited. At a press
conference held in Djakarta on December 30, 1954, the
Jate Prime Minister Nehru of India. one ol the sponsor-
ing nations of the Bandung Conference. said that “So-
viet Asia was not invited because politically it was part
of a European unit, namely. the Soviet Union.” He
was quite right. At that time the Soviet Government
did not raise objeclion to the decision of the sponsoring
nations ol the Bandung Conference. The Soviet Union
supporied the First Asian-African Conference but did
not ask for its own participation. This was undoubtedly
a correct attifude on the part of the Soviet Union. The
Sccond Asian-Alrican Conference is a continualion of
the First Asian-Alrican Conference. On what grounds
can the Soviet leaders insist on being invited to the
sceond conference while they considered it acceplable
for the Soviet Union not to be invited to the firsi?
What changes have taken place in the world that
should have caused the Soviet leaders to change their
atlitude? Can it be that the capital of the Soviet Union
has been moved from Moscow to Vladivostok, its polit-
ical centre has been shilted from Europe to Asia, and
it has been turned from a European into an Asian state?
Great changes have indeed {aken place in the world
during the past decade, but there have been no changes
of the kind mentioned above. The Soviet Union re-
mains a European country as it was ten years ago.
As a European counfry, it has not been invited to the
Alro-Asian group in the Uniled Nations, nor has it
asked for it. These are all well-known facts.

The Chinese Government has taken a principled
and consislent stand on the question of Scoviet particie
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paton in the Asian-African conference. The Asian-
African conference is a conference of the heads of Asian
and African couniries. Since the Soviet Union is a
European country, it of course should not take part in
such a conference. This is a matter of principle, and
we abide by the principle. We have never wavered in
our principled stand according to the state of our re-
lations with the Soviet Union. The relations between
China and the Soviet Union were very good in 1955,
but we did not on that account stand for its participa-
tion in the First Asian-African Conference. And our
objection to its participation in the Second Asian-
Alrican Conference is by no means because the relations
between China and the Soviet Union are at present
not so good. On the conirary, even in the present
cirecumstances when our relations are not so good, the
Chinese people will certainly stand by the Soviet people
and [light shoulder {o shoulder with them against the
enemy in the event the Soviet Union should be ai-
tacked by the imperialists, whether the attack is first
directed against its European part or its Asian part.
Morcover, the day will certainly come when good rela-
fions will be restored between China and the Soviet
Union on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and proleta-
rian internationalism. But even then we shall remain
against ils participation in the Asian-African confer-
ence.  Our stand is beyond reproach.

rl‘llE first qualification for a couniry fo participate in

a conference of the heads ol Asian-Alrican states is
to be cither an Asian or an Alrican state; without this
qualification participation is out of the question. This
is elementary logic. As the Sovict Union is a European
state, the answer to the question whether il should take
part in an Asian-Alrican summit conference is a fore-
gone conclusion, and any other arguments are super-
fluous. Yet the Soviet Government devoted much space
in its statement to slandering China as being guilty of
“racism,”  “dividing” the anli-imperialist [orces, es-
tablishing its own “hegemony,” etc. It is really as-
tonishing that in its statement the Soviet Government
should have degenerated to the extent of lalking such
drivel and nonsense.

We would like to ask the Soviet leaders: What
are your grounds for asserting that we are “pushing to
the fore the racial factor,” “resorting {o (hcories and
ideas of a racist tinge,” “accentuating racial difler-
ences” and “fanning up racial prejudices”? From whom
did vou hear that we were against Soviet participation
in the Asian-Alrican conference on the ground that
“most of its population is white”™? We would also like
to ask: What kind of racism are we advocating by
supporting the Second Asian-African Conference? Is
it yellow racism? Is it black racism? Or is it unity of
the yellow and black races against the white race? You
should know that the Asian-African countrics are not
a racial concept, and that there are also white peopies
in Asia and Africa, Among the participants of the
Djakarla meeting there were quite a [ew countries
whose population is mostly white. Your assertions fly
in the face of facts and can convince nobody.




The Asian-African countries differ from cuch other.
Some are socialist countries, others are not; some have
joined in military bloes, others have not. Nevertheless,
these differences do not obliterate the lundamental fact
that almost all the Asian-African couniries shave the
common experience of oppression and exploitation by
Western imperialism and have the common desire lo
oppose imperialism and old and new colonialism. win
and saleguard national independence and delend world
peace. This common point constitutes the political basis
of Asian-African solidarity. It was affirmed by the
First Asian-African Conference held in Bandung and
thus became the well-known Bandung spirit. And it is
the purpose of the Second Asian-African Conference
to further develop the Bandung spirit and enable the
Asian-African countries with their different features
to strengthen their solidarity and co-operate on the
basis of this common point, on the principle ol seeking
common ground and keeping differences.

The Soviet Union’s non-participation in the Asian-
African conlerence does not in the least hinder it, as
a socialist country, [rom giving genuine support to the
Asian-Alrican countiries” cause of unity against im-
perialism. It is the bounden internationalist duly of
all the socialist countries to give unconditional support
to the Asian-African peoples’ cause ol unity against
imperialism. and such support is nothing to boast of. In
ils statement the Soviel Government bragged about ils
remarkable contributions to the Asian-African peoples’
common siruggle and asserted that to object to Soviet
participation in the Asian-African conference is to
“divide” and “weaken” the anti-imperialist forces. This
is indeed sirange talk. There are many countries which
support the Asian-African peoples’ siruggles. Is it the
contention of the Sovict leaders that the anti-imperialist
forces will avoid being “divided” or “weakened” only
when all these countries take part in the Asian-African
conference? But it may be asked. if all of them do
take part, in what sense would the conlerence remain
Asian-Alrican? Moreover, what sortl of “anli-imperialist
forces™ do the Soviet leaders represent, who are cease-
lessly advocating co-operation with the chieflains of
imperialism? The boasts and bluffs made in the Soviet
Government's stalement can neither help the Soviet
Union enter the Asian-African conlcrence nor give any
glory to the Soviet leaders.

N accordance with the principles of equalily belween
all mations, big and small, of seeking common
ground while keeping differences and of reaching
unanimity through consultation. the Djakarta meeting
[ailed 1o reach agreement on the proposal to invite the
Soviet Union; there is nothing astonishing in it, and
still less any reason for flying into one’s tantrums. But
the Boviet leaders allege that the objeclion of China
and other Asian-African countries to Soviet participa-
tion means that China aims at imposing its will on
others and establishing its own “hegemony” over Asian-
African countries. China’s attitude on the question of
Soviel participation in the Asian-African conference
is open and above-board. It is known to all that at the
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Djakarta meeling the Chinese delegation showed res-
pect for all the other participants and persisted in the
spirit of conciliation and solidarity. The attempt to
indict China with trying to impose its will on others,
secking to establish its “hegemony.” ele., will not suc-
ceed.  And it is futile for the Soviet leaders to try to
sow discord in the velations betwceen China and the
other Asian-African countries. Your slanders, abuses
and attempts to sow discord. no matter how often re-
peated. will not in the least harm China. However,
people cannot help asking the Soviet leaders: In fran-
tically vilifying China and making out as if the Dja-
karta meeting had been manipulated by China single-
handed. do you still acknowledge the existence of the
olher Asian-African countries? In what position do
vou want to place the other twenty-one countries be-
sides China, which participated in the Djakarta meet-
ing? More than twenty Asian-African counlries gath-
cred al the meeling and reached the conclusion that
since no agreement could be reached they would not
extend an invitation to the Soviel Union. If the Soviet
leaders have the least respect for Asian-African coun-
tries, they should first of all respect this conclusion of
the Asian-African countries and should not carp and
cavil and atlempt to overthrow this conclusion through
crude interference. The Soviel leaders should calmly
think it over: What difference is there between your
altitude towards Asian-African countries and that of
the Western powers? Such being vour attitude, arve not
vour molives clear enough in persistently wanting to
squeeze into the Second Asian-African Conference?

N its statement. the Soviet Government said blullingly
that it would give “rebull” to those countries
which are against its participation in the Asian-Aflrican
conlerence. Well. let us see your “rebulf™! You prob-
ably rale yourselves most important. DBut, in our opin-
ion, you will ultimately make yourselves laughing-
stocks by taking such an altitude. Although the Asian
and Afrvican counlries are poor and have many dif-
ficulties, they have backbone. The times when the
Asian and Alfrican countries could be ordered about by
olhers are gone for ever. Those who suil their actions
to the times are wise. We suggest that the Sovict
leaders had belter not take such an aftitude.

There exist serious differences between China and
the Soviet Union. We are not alraid to debate with
the Soviet leaders. But we have tried our best wher-
ever possible to avoid embarrassing Asian-Alrican
countries by this debate. That is why we have wailed
more than a month belore replying to the Soviet Gov-
ernment’s statement. We are replying under com-
pulsion. If the Soviet leaders should endlessly repeat
their old tune of the past month withoul any creative
development, we would ask to be excused [rom making
any further reply. What good would be served by such
haggling? The Asian and African countries have much
work to do to sirengthen Asian-African unity and pre-
pare for making the Second Asian-African Conference
a success. We earnestly hope that the Soviet leaders
will exercise some self-restraint and not impose the
Sino-Soviet dispule on Asian-African countries.

Peking Review, No. 23




What Right Have Soviet Leaders to Issue
Orders to Asian and African Countries?

— Commenting on the Pravda Commentator’s Article “Who
Profits by the isolation of Asian and African Peoples?”

by OBSERVER

Following is a translation of an article by “Renmin
Ribao™ Observer on May 31. Subheads are ours. — Ed.

OT long ago, the Preparatory Meeting for the
Second Asian-African Conference was successfully
held in Djakarta. the capital of Indonesia. The meet-
ing raised high the banner of Asian-African solidarity
against imperialism and old and new colonialism,
further developed the Bandung spirit and laid a good
foundation for the convening of the conference. While
the Asian-African peoples were rejoicing over this fact.
the Soviet paper Pravda obtrusively came out on April
25 to vilify this meeting, asserting that it had caused
the “isolation of the Asian and Alrican peoples” and
“harmed the unity of {he forces [ighting against im-
perialism.” Pravda also crudely attacked Asian and
African countries, and in particular China.

No Reason at All to Ask for Participation

Why are the Soviet leaders so angry over the
Djakarta meeting? Pravda made no altempt to hide
that it is because the meeting did not agree to invite
the Soviet Union to the Second Asian-African Con-
ference.
US.S.R. Is Traditionally a European Country. The
anger of the Soviet leaders is quile uncalled [or be-
cause the Soviet Union has no reason at all to ask for
participation in the Asian-African conference. Pravda
argued that “the Soviet Union, two-thirds of whose
territory lies in Asia, is naturally not only a European
but also an Asian country.” and that therefore it is
qualified to participate in the Asian-African conference.
This assertion is unienable. True, Soviet territory
spreads over Europe and Asia. But each stale is a
single entily. and il cannot be said that the Soviet
Union is qualified as an Asian as well as a European
state simply because its territory extends over both
continents. Pravda vigorously played up the faet
that two-thirds of the territory of the Soviet Union is
in Asia. but it forgot that nearly three-fourths of the
Soviet population live in Europe. The political centre
of the Soviet Union as a single entity has always been
in Europe, and it is internationally acknowledged that
the Soviet Union, in history and in tradition, has always
been a Luropean country. It would evidently be out
of place for a European country to participate in a con-
ference of the heads of Asian and African countries.
In 1955 the Soviet Union was not invited to the First
Asian-African Conference in Bandung. nor did it apply
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for participation. In the United Nations, the Sovict
Union has likewise not been invited to join the Afra-
Asian group. nor has it ever applied for membership.
It can thus be seen that not only the Asian-African
countries, but the Soviet Union itsell, never regarded
the Soviet Union as one of the Asian-Alrican countrics.
Pravda cited the fact thal the Soviet Union had
taken part in certain Asian-African non-governmental
organizations to prove that it should attend the Second
Asian-African Conference. This is irrelevant. The
Asian-African conference is a conference ol the heads
of stale of Asian and African couniries. and there is
only one head to each state. But the case with non-
governmental organizations is entirvely different. How
can the conference of the heads of Asian and African
slates be put on a par with certain Asian-Aflrican non-
governmental organizations?
Nor Can Asian Union Republics Take Part. It must
be pointed out further that the Asian union republics
of the Soviet Union cannot take part in the Asian-
African conlerence either. A state can have only one,
and not more than one, unified central government.
The Asian union republics of the Soviet Union are
component paris ol the Soviet Union and not slates
independent of it. Naturally they cannot take part in
the summit conflerence of independent Asian-African
slates. Speaking about the composition of the First
Asian-African Conference at a press conference held in
Djakarta on December 30, 1954, the late Indian Prime
Minister Nehru pointed out, “Soviet Asia was not in-
vited because politically it was part of a Buropean unit,
namely, the Soviet Union.” He was quile right.
Pravda added that the Soviet Union “had invari=-
ably stood by the Afro-Asian nations™ and that thero-
fore it is qualilied to lake part in the Asian-Africin
conference.  According to such logic. many Europ
and Latin American countries could also ask for partic-
ipation on the same account, and in what sense would
the conference then remain Asian-Alrican? Move-
over, the Soviet leaders have in fact not “invariably
slood by the Afro-Asian nations” in recent years. The
boasts made by Pravda can neilher help the Soviel
Union enter the Asian-Alrvican conference, nor give any
glory to the Soviet leaders.

Proposal to Invite Soviet Union Rejected
Since no agreement was reached aller discussion
at the Djakarta meeting, the proposal to invite the
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Soviet Union was dropped. That was acting on com-
mon sense and was entirely justified. The Djakarta
meeting followed the principle of reaching unanimity
through consultation, with matters unanimously agreed
upon being acted on and those failing to gain a con-
sensus being not acted on. Any idea upon which no
unanimous agreement is reached after discussion is of
course dropped. This is the case with the proposal to
invite the Soviet Union. It is explicitly written in the
final communique of the Preparatory Meetling for the
Second Asian-African Conlerence:
It was proposed that an invitalion be extended
{o the U.S.S.R. Some declegations supported and others
opposed the proposal to extend an invitation to the
USS.R. A number of dciegations stated that they
needed to consult with their governments. After dis-
cussion no consensus could be reached. Some delega-
tions were of the view that the matter may be placed
before the heads of states and governments at the
Second African-Asian Conference for their considera-
tion. Some other delegalions were against submitling
{his matter to the hcads of stales and governments at
the Second African-Asian Conference for their consid-
cration. Therefore, no agreement was reached.

That is to say, the proposal to invite the Soviet Union
was rejected by the meeling and the discussion concern-
ing this question was concluded.

The Discussion Was Closed; “Pravda™ Cannot Tamper
With the Communique. But Pravda chose to ignore
the [acls and arbitrarily distorted the proceedings in
an altempt to overthrow the Djakarta meeting’s con-
clusion against inviting the Soviet Union. Pravda as-
seried that at the meeling the Chinese delegation
threatened that “it would leave Djakarta if India and
Ceylon continued to insist on their proposal,” and that
“since the Chinese delegation was against inviting the
Soviel Union, while a series of participanis spoke in
favour of this, it was decided to resume the discussion
of the question at the conference.” This is sheer fabrica-
fion. Did the Chinese delegation make any threat?
Even Sardar Swaran Singh, head of the Indian delega-
tion, said that he “was not aware of any such threat.”
Was it true that a series of participants spoke in favour
of inviting the Soviet Union while only the Chinese
delegation was against? As a malter of fact, China
was by no means alone in opposing the Indian proposal
to invile the Soviet Union, which was openly seconded
by only one counlry. As [or any decision by the
Djakaria meeling on this proposal, it is clearly stated
in the communique that the view that the proposal to
invite the Soviet Union might be submilled 1o the
second conference of the heads of Asian-Alrican coun-
tries for their consideration was opposed and that “no
agreement was reached” on the matter at the meeting.
That is to say. the proposal was already rejected by
the meeting. This is a plain fact for all to see. On
what grounds can Pravda say that the Djakarta meet-
ing “decided {o resume the discussion of the question”
at the conference of the heads of Asian-Alrican coun-
tries? What right has Pravda to tamper with the
communique which was unanimously agreed upon at
the Djakarta meeling? Wkhat right have the Soviet

10

leaders to issue orders to the Asian-African couniries,
demanding that they resume discussion of the question
of inviting the Soviet Union at the Asian-Alrican
conference?

Attacks Cause No Harm to China

It is the common desire of the governments and
peoples of Asian and African couniries lo convene the
Second Asian-African Conference. The success of the
Djakarta preparatory meeting is the result of the joint
efforts of the participants. Nevertheless, Pravda al-
leged that China “made special efforts” to call the
Second Asian-African Conference as a counter measure
to the Second Conference of Non-Aligned Countries
while many Asian and Alrican countries “were
restrained in their atlitude” towards convening the
Second Asian-African Conference, and that in so doing
China was trying to “knock together its own bloc”
among Asian and Alrican countries, realize its “claims
to hegemony,” set up “a centre from which directives
would be issued,” and so on and so forth. We have
never concealed the fact that the Chinese Government
and people have always aclively supported the con-
vening of the Second Asian-Alrican Conference and
have made unremitting ellorts to that end. Our at-
titude is open and above-board. It is obvious to 2ll
that at the Djakarta meeling the Chinese delegation
showed respect for all the other participanls and per-
sisted in a spirit of conciliation and solidarity. By
[abricating a host of charges, such as “knocking together
a bloc,” seeking “hegemony” and “issuing directives,”
the Soviet leaders are simply measuring the stature of
great men by the yardstick of small men. But these
charges do not fit China, nor will such slanders and
attacks cause the slightest harm to China. People
cannot help asking: In frantically vilifying China as
manipulating the other Asian and African counfries, in
what position do the Sovict leaders mean to place Indo-
nesia — the initiator of the Second Asian-African Con-
ference —and the 21 Asian-African couniries which
participated in the Djakarta meeting besides China, and
the scores of other Asian-African countries which
earnestly wish to see the holding of the Second Asian-
African Conlerence?
“Pravda” Tells an Out-and-Out Lie. China has also
taken a clear stand towards the Second Conference of
Non-Aligned Countries. We supported the First Con-
ference of Non-Aligned Countries. It is our hope that
the Second Non-Aligned Conlerence will also be a suc-
cess. We have never held that the Second Asian-African
Conflerence and the Second Non-Aligned Conference
are mutually exclusive. During his recent visit abroad,
the Chinese Premier fully explained our standpoint to
the leaders of many Asian and African countries. If
both conlerences can contribute to the cause of opposing
imperialism and old and new colonialism, supporting
the national-independence movement and delending
world peace, what is bad about that? Such a hope was
expressed by the Chinese Premier and the U.A.R. Pres-
ident in their talks and by the Prime Ministers of
China and Ceylon in their joint communique. Prevda
was felling an out-and-out lie when it alleged that
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China had supported the Second Asian-African Con-
ference as a counter measure to the Scecond Non-Aligned
Conference.

Scviet Leaders’ Real Intentions Exposed

In fact, it is the Soviet leaders themselves who are
trying hard to lead aslray the Second Non-Aligned and
the Second Asian-African Conferences. Pravda arbi-
trarily laid down the lire [or the Second Non-Aligned
Conlerence by sayving:

The Soviet Union backed the idea of calling the
Second Conference of the Non-Aligned Countries on
the grounds that this conference can be conductive lo
the further consolidation of all forces really interested
in neace, of evervone working for peacelul coexistence,
for general and complete disarmament, for the relaxa-
tion of international tension.

Thus the real intentions of the Soviet leaders were
inadvertently revealed. For according to this assertion.
the item *‘colonialism. nec-colonialism and imperialism”
clearly listed on the agenda adopted by the preparatory
meeling for the Second Non-Aligned Conference was
struck out.  Furthermore, the Soviet leaders now try
to impose this line on the Second Asian-African Con-
ference. The objectives set by the Djakarta meeling
for the Second Asian-African Conference are to strength-
en Asian-African solidarity, to oppose imperialism and
old and new colonialism, to win and safeguard national
independence and to defend world peace. But Prarda
ried to knock the boltem cut of the conflerence's
cbjcctives by alleging thai for the [ullilment of its
soal “peace is needed.” This was in [act to nullify
the content ol opposing imperialism and colonialism
and supporting national independence. It is quite
obvious that the line which the Soviet leaders try
to impose on the Second Asian-African Conference and
the Second Non-Aligned Conference is one of paying

lip service fo peace while refusing to oppose imperial-
Ism. Should Asian-African countries fail to respond to
the Soviet leaders’ baton but instead persevere in oppos-
ing imperialism and colonialism, they would be com-
mitling a monstrous crime, they would be guilty of
failing to “cherish peace” and following a “special line.”
Here lies the crux of the matter.

Advice to Soviet Leaders. In ils article Pravda talled
velubly about support for the Second Asian-African
Conference and paraded itself as a defender of Asinn-
Alrican solidarity. Bul towards the end of the arlicie
it revealed its malevolence, by indicaling that Soviet
support is condilional, ie., the Soviet Union must be
allowed to take part in the Second Asian-African Con-
Terence before it will give it support: otherwise it will
oppose it. According lo Pravda, refusal to allow the
Soviet Union to participate would mean that the Asian-
Alrican Conference was “pursuing other purposes™ and
seeking to “divide” the anti-imperialist forces. and
would be “resolutely rebuffed” by the Soviet Union.
This was a blatant threat and blackmail. We would
advise the Soviel leaders not to take such an attitude.
The Asian-African countries’ disapproval of Soviet par-
ticipation in the Asian-Afvican conference docs not in
the least mean their rejection of Soviet support for the
cause of Asian-African unity against imperialism. The
Soviet Union dees not have 1o take part in the Asian-
African conference if it really wants to support the
Asian-Alrican cause of unily against imperialism. The
Soviet Union supported the First Asian-African Con-
ference: it was extensively welecomed by the Asian-
Alrican countries, Should the Soviet Government adopt
the same correct attitude today. it would similarly be
welcomed by the Asian-African countrics.  Otherwise,
a truculent attitude of trying to inpose ones will
on others will eventually bring resulls contrary to those
expected. It is our hope thal the Soviel leaders will
give careful thoughi to the matler.

kS

An International Conference on Laos

Must Not Be Delayed

Following is a {ransletion of the “Renmin Ribao™
Riay 29 editorial under the title “Pirocrastination of the
Convocation of an Inlernational Conierence to Discnss
ihe Laotian Question Must Not Be Allowed.” Subheuds
are ours.— Ed.

U IMPERIALISM is ai present increasing ils mili-

*N® tary intervention in Laos. Aircraflt openly dis-
patched by the United Stales have intruded into the air
space of areas under the control of the Laotian patriot-
ic forces to reconnoitre and bomb. Wilh the U.S.
Seventh Fleet massing its ships of{ the Inde-China coast,
it is said that there are to be landings in south Viet
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Nam and Thailand and thal Laos is to be invaded from
these two voutes. The U.S. air force units in Thailand
have pushed forward to Udorn on the southern bank
of the Mekong River. Thailand and the puppet group
in south Viel Nam are massing their {roops near the
Laotian border. The Laotian situation has become ex-
tremely grave and peace in Indo-China and Southeast
Asia is hanging by a thread.

As is usual, the Johnson Administration has fabri-
cated the myth of a “communist menace.” The United
States is increasing its military inlerveniion in Laos
because the Pathet Lao Fighting Uniis. it says, has let
loose a “heavy assaull” on Kong Le's troops on the

11




Plain of Jars. It also adds that this assault “was ini-
tiated and is directed” by the Democratic Republic of
Viet Nam and “has been guided” and -assisted” by
China. Il even gives a picturesque report claiming that
troops of the Democratic Republic ol Viet Nam and of
China have already enfered Laos.

This is a big lie.

Truth About Fighting on the Plain of Jars

It is true (hat [ighting has been going on in the
Plain of Jars. The prologue to the first batlle opened
al Tha Thom. AP reported the event as follows: “A
neutralist parvatroop company stationed at Tha Thom
revolted against other Right-wing forces stationed in
the fown and was instrumental to the fall of the town
10 communist forces last Thursday.” It tried to involve
so-called communist forces in this incident; this is ils
stock-in-trade. Still, it cannot but admit that it was
the insurgents of the middle force who had taken Tha
Thom. This shows that the Johnson Administration’s
description does not tally with the facts. The fighting
on the Plain of Jars is a struggle between the two sec-
tions of Kong Les troops, that is, between those who
insist on necutrality and those who join hands with
ithe Rightists.

As to the alleged entry of D.R.V. and Chinese
{roops into Laos, this tale is so stupid and clumsy that
even the Western news agencies think it absurd and
ridiculous. This sirange propaganda is meant to “con-
stitute an alibi for American intervention,” as the AFP
put it quite bluntly.

The fire on the Plain of Jars was kindled by the
U.S. imperialists themselves. The U.S.-masterminded
reactionary coup d'etat of April 19 was intended to lig-
uidate the patriotic force in Laos and reduce that
country to an American colony. Bearing the brunt,
the middle force in Laos became the first target for
atlack by the United States and the Laotian Rightists.
Faced with the danger of extirpation, the middle force
had no alternative but t{o stand up in self-defence. As
said in the joint statement of the officers of the middle
force who staged the uprising, Licutenant-Colonel
Cheng, Captain Khao and Captain Som Vang. “there was
no way out for the genuine neutralist [orces but to
stand up against the reactionaries, to drive Phoumi
Nosavan’s troops and U.S. imperialism out of the Plain
of Jars” so as “to save the neuiralist forces and safe-
guard the Laotian National Union Government.”

One reaps what one has sown. The May 16
uprising on the Plain of Jars was the logical result of
the April 19 coup d'elat in Vientiane. U.S. imperial-
ism’s acls of aggression invariably drive people in
various countries to desperation and force them to fight
back resolutely and the result is that its policy of ag-
gression fails everywhere. Having lifted up a stone
merely to crush its own feet, U.S. imperialism now
raises a hue and cry and even shows its teeth to try
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to frighten others.
clownish.

This is indeed both nasty and

Who Represent the Genuine Middle Force?

The uprising of the troops of the middle force in
Laos is a just action. Tt frustrated the U.S. imperialist
scheme {o liquidate the middle force and subvert the
tripartite Government of Nalional Union: it played an
important part in saleguarding the country’s indepen-
dence, peace and neulrality.,  Their just and patriotic
action has won the warm support and backing of the
Laotian people and has been acclaimed by all countries
and peoples concerned for the peace and neutrality of
that country.

The middle force in Laos was born and grew in
the course of the patriotic anti-U.S. struggle. It is their
glorvious traditon o oppose U.S. aggression and intcr-
vention and to strive [or peace and nculrality in Laos,
and it is on this basis that they play a positive role in
the Laotian political situation. Whether a particular
person is a member of the middle force, whether he can
represent the middle force can only be judged by the
stand he lakes, not by his sell-advertisement. By hold-
ing high the banner ol opposing U.S. imperialist aggres-
sion, the banner of independence, peace and neutrality,
the troops of the middle force who staged the uprising
on the Plain of Jars have shown themselves to be the
genuine middle force in Laos today.

Prince Phouma has of late repeatedly indicated
that his “neutralist feelings cannot be questioned.” He
also calls himself the real head of the Vientiane gov-
ernment wielding the full power of the Defence Ministry
and the power of command over the troops and police
in Vientiane. All right. let us see what has actually
happened recenlly in Vientiane.

On May 15. the Vientiane Defence Ministry issued
a military communique falscly reporting that “iwo Chi-
nese battalions and a north Vietnamese battalion have
all along been in Muong Sing.”

On May 17, the troops of the Laotian Rightists be-
sieged the residence of the Polish delegation to the In-
ternational Commission on Laos. On the same day,
they also besieged the Embassy of the Democratic Re-
public of Viet Nam in Laos; this was [ollowed by the
unwarranted arrest of four D.R.V. diplomatic personnel
on May 21.

On May 18, Prince Phouma libelled the Neo Lao
Haksat by calling it an “aggressor” with “outside aid.”

On May 21, the U.S. Department of State announced
that U.S. jet planes had started their reconnaissance
flights over the Plain of Jars with the approval of
Prince Phouma. This was confirmed by Prince Phouma
on May 24.

On May 22, Prince Phouma asked the United States
for military aid “for defence of unily ol the country.”
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On May 25, Prince Phouma declared that he had
the right to reshuffle the Government of National
Union.

In the face of the events cited above, people are
liable to ask:

What ol the present words and deeds of Prince
Phouma and the aclions of the Vienliane government?
Does he do all these things under duress or of his
own will?

Il the former is the case. how can he call himsell
a real head discharging his functions and powers?

If the latler is the case. where are his “neulralist
feelings™?

Whatever the case may be, Prince Phouma al
present is simply a figure in the hands of the Uniled
Stales and the Laotian Rightists. a mere tool of theirs
to overthrow the Government of National Union and
wireck the Geneva agreements. Of late the United
States and the Laoiian Righiists have often purposecly
presented Prince Phouma us their spokesman; herein
lics the secrct of their trick.

The three forces in Luaos were formed in the his-
torical development of Laotian society. U.S. imperial-
ism and Laotian Rightists have wanted to take over
and liquidate the middle force but they have failed in
the past to do so and neither can they succeed now.
Even if some people of the middle force are willing to
become the retainers of the United States and the
Laotian Rightists, the existence and growth of the mid-
dle force cannot be affected. This is borne out by the
uprising of units of the middle force on the Plain of
Jars. Things are exacily as General Kham Ouane
Boupha has said: Prince Souvanna Phouma had upheld
neutrality in the past and enjoyed the support of the
people, like a flag [luttering in the breeze, but, once he
gave up the policy of ncutralily, the people would
change a new flag.

Similarly, nor can the Neo Lao Haksat be liqui-
dated. The U.S. imperialists have failed to do so even
theugh they have more than once incited the Laotian
reactionaries to unleash a civil war to wipe out this
patriotic force. The Neo Lao Haksat enjoys the whole-
hearted support ol the entire Laotian people for it is
the staunchest defender of Laotian national interests.
The more anxiously U.S. imperialism wants to liquidate
it. the more clearly the Laotians see it as the hope of
the nation. For this very reason, the more it is opposed
and attacked by U.S. imperialism and the Laolian reac-
tionavies. the more it grows in strength and stature.

With regurd to the Laotian Righl-wing, nobody
will believe that il ceases to exist simply because it an-
nounces its own “dissolution.”

Therefore, the Laotian question can be settled rea-
sonably only through consuliation among the three
sides. None ol them will succeed in imposing its own
will on the other {wo by force of arms. Nor can any
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foreign power change the political situation in Laos by
intervening in its internal affairs.

14-Nation Conference for the Settlement
Of the Laotian Question

The present siluation in Laos is extremely serious:
As a participant in the Geneva conference and a neigh-
bour of Laos, China will never stand by with folded
arms and waltch U.S. imperialism wilfully {earing up
the Geneva agreements in such a frenzied manner and
setling fire to Laos and Indo-China. The Chinese Gov-
ernment has propesed a 14-nation foreign ministers’
conference in Phnom Penh in June to discuss first of
all the Laotian question in order to curb U.S. agores-
sion and save the dangerous situation in Laos.

The proposal of the Chinese Government is fair and
reasonable. It proposes Phnom Penh as the site of the
conference because the Laotian question is an Asian
question. In choosing the site of an international con-
ference for discussing an Asian question. Asia should
be given priority. Maoreover, it was Prince Sihanouk
who [irst proposed such a conference. Hence we hold
it is appropriate to have the conference in Phnom Penh.
The Chinese Government proposes that the conference
be held at foreign ministers’ level because it should
be able to resolve problems and only a conference at
this level can effectively handle the grave problems
confronting Laos at present. The Laotian question is
not an isolated one. Tt is part of the U.S. plan of ag-
gression against all of Indo-China. But it is the most
urgent question. That is why the conference should
fivst of all discuss the Laotian question.

The U.S. Government is doing its utmost to obstruct
the proposed conference of the Geneva agreements par-
ticipants. Its method is to push to the forelront Prince
Phouma to speak on its behalf and to put forward all
kinds of unreasonable proposals to which it gives
prompt support. These proposals are then peddled
everywhere by Britain in its capacitly as one of the Co-
Chairmen of the Geneva Conference. This is the back-
ground to the proposals recently put forward repeated-
ly by Prince Phouma for consultations at ambassadorial
level in Vientiane and to the two preconditions for hold-
ing an international conference advanced by him.

The so-called Vientiane consultations by ambassa-
dors of the 14 Geneva conference participants can solve
no problems at all. It is common knowledge that the
U.S.-controlled Laotian Rightist armed forces rule su-
preme in present-day Vientiane. In this city under the
Laotian Rightist reign of terror, where even the personal
salety of the diplomatic corps is notl guaranteed, how
can one speak of carrying out diplomatic activity on an
international scale? The so-called consultations al
ambassadorial level are actually designed to drag out
matlers. How can they in any way prevent the Laotian
situation from becoming more explosive? Many coun-
tries have already expressed their unwillingness to take
part in these so-called consultations. But the United
States and its followers are still talking rot about hold-
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ing the consullations even if ambassadors of only a few
countries come [for the meeting. It must be made per-
fectly clear thal any consullation or meceting of only
some of the Geneva conference participants, in what-
ever place. will be a contravention of the 1962 Geneva
agreements and therefore illegal. The Chinese Gov-
ernment cannot agree to this. The Laotian question
has passed the stage when it can be settled by consulta-
tion. To solve the Laotian yuestion, a meeting of the
14 couniries must be held.

Two Preposterous Preconditions

Even more preposierous are the two preconditions
raised for convening a conference of the Geneva agree-
ments participants, namely, “an effective ceasefire” be
“achieved first” and “withdrawal from the territory
seized” since May 16 “in violation of the Geneva agree-
menis” by treops of the middle force which staged the
uprising. These precondilions ave ouirageous indeed! The
{lames of war on the Plain of Jars were lit by the United
States. If any preconditions may be advanced, they
should be an immediale end by the United States of iis
aggression and intervention in Laos and the prompt
and complete withdrawal of the military personnel and
armed forces of the United States and its flunkeys. The
uprising on the Plain of Jars was the inevitable out-
come ol the Vientiane coup. If any preconditions may
be advanced. they should be the immediate disband-
ment of the Vientiane coup group, the immediate with-
drawal ol the Right-wing troops from Vientiane and the
immediale neufralization of that cily. The arcas con-
trolled by (roops of the genuine middle force on the
Plain of Jars were originally those controlled by ihe
middle force. Should any precondition be raised, it
should be the complete withdrawal of the U.S.-backed
light-wing troops from the vast terrvitory that they have
nibbled away and swallowed up in the liberated areas
since July 1962. Moreover, the case of the assassina-

tion of Quinim Pholsena is still not closed. The rebel
ringleaders who staged the reactionary coup in Vien-
tiane have not yet been punished. . . . When all these
could very well be raised as preconditions, what
grounds have the U.S. imperialists to tallk without
blushing about preconditions?

The U.S. Government doesn’( want an infernational
conference at all. It wants (o tear up the Genceva
agreements complelely and drag the United Nations
into Laos and Indo-China. Adlai Stevenson's statement
at the U.N. Security Council has revealed this nefarmous
design of the United States. The Laotinn Right-
winger Inpeng Suryadhay, “vice-president™ ol the pup-
pet “national assembly,” was more blunt when he de-
clared at the “assembly™ on May 25 that the Gencva
agreements were “null and void.” that the Internatienal
Commission should be withdrawn, and that the United
Nations should dispatch an “international police f[oree”
of fen to {ifteen thousand men “to stay in Laos lor
ten to filteen years” o give “proleciion™ 1o Laos. Sing-
ing in chorus, U.S. imperialism and ifs stooges attempt
to substitute the United Nations (or the Ceneva agree-
ments and to turn Laos and Indo-China into a second
Congo (Leopoldville). This is absolulely impermissible.

If their memory is not too short, the U.S. imperial-
ists must remember that before the holding of the 1962
Geneva conference they also played all kinds of tricks,
ranging [rom the threat of force {o the raising of pre-
conditions (o obstruct the meeting. DBul they had to
come to the conflerence table at last. What is the use
of resorting to the same means which proved futile two
years ago? A solulion to the Laotian question can be
sought only by respecting the Geneva agreements. There
is no other way out. If the Johnson Adminisiration
has any sense of reality at all. it should profit by the
lesson of the failure two vears ago and stop playing
any more iriclks.

Chinese Foreign Ministry’s Reply
To Britain

¢ The only practical step o save the Lootian situation is to convene a con-
ference of foreign ministers of the participants of the Geneva agreements.

© The Chinese Government cannot agree with the British Government’s pro-
posal of holding consultations in Vientiane; it points out that this is ob-
vicusly to ahsolve the United States of iis respeonsibility for violating the

Geneva agreements.

S HE Chinese Foreign Minisiry told the Brilish Charge
d’Alfaires in Pcking on June 1 that the only prac-
tcal step to save the Laotian situation is lo convene a
conference of foreign ministers of the parlicipants of
the Geneva agreements, and that the Chinese Gov-
ernment cannotl agree with the British Government’s
proposal of holding consultations in Vientiane.
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The British Charge d’Affaires was requesled {o call
at the Foreign Ministry to hear a reply to the message
from the British Foreign Secrefary conveyed by him
on May 27.

The British Foreign Secretary held in his message
that “the immediate need is for action on the spot
1o stop the fighting in the Plain of Jars, to restore the
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military position to what it was before fighting began
on May 16.” He expressed the hope ol the British
Government that consultations be held in Vientiane
among the representatives of all the participating coun-
tries of the Geneva agreements on Laos.

The reply of the Chinese Forcign Minislry says
that the Chinese Government cannot agree with the
British Government's view. In his reply of May 26
to the British Foreign Secretary. the Chinese TForeign
Minister fully explained that the uprising of the ncu-
tralist troops in the Plain of Jars on May 16 was the
inevitable outcome of the military coup d’ctal staged
by the Rightist clique in Vientiane on April 19. If
one should talk of the immediale need in the Laotian
situation. it should be the immediate checking of U.S.
intervention and aggression in Laos. the dissolution of
the coup d'etat clique. the punishment of the chief
culprifs and so on, so as to restore the situation as be-
fore April 19, but not to what it was belore May 16.

The reply says: The purpose of consultations on
the above question suggested by Britain is obviously
to absolve the United Stales of its responsibility  for
violating the Geneva agreements and impose the will
of one group in Laos on another. This measure. in
cur view, will not help case the situation in Laos, bul
will only aggravate it.

Moreover, says the reply, as Vienliane is under
the terrorist rule of the Rightist troops and police,
with even the salety of the personnel of the Inler-
nalional Commission and the diplomatic officials of the
Geneva conlerence nations unguaranteed, how can any
international consultations be held there?

The Chinese Government holds that, with the Laos
tian situation developed to such an extent. the only
practical step to save it is to convene a conference of
foreign ministers of the participants of the Geneva
agreements. The Chinese Government has already sug-
gesled such a conference in Phnom Penh. i holds
that, in order iruly to reverse the present serious trend
in Laos, one should not be against convening such a
conlerence, let alone setting preconditions for it. It
is all the more improper for Britain. which is a Co-
Chairman of the Geneva Conference, to do so. the reply
savs,

The Chinese Government hopes that the British
Government will give serious consideration to and ac-
cept the Chinese Government's suggestion of May
26, use its influence to persuade those countries which
are still reluctant to hold such a conference to agree,
and at the same time take measures {o promote a meel-
ing of the three groups in Laos to appoint a delegation
of all the three polilical forces to allend the con-
Levence, so that the conlerence may malerialize al an
early date, the veply says.

Struggle Against Neo-Colonialist
“Malaysia” Will Be Won

Following is a translation of the May 28 “Renmin
Ribao™ editorial “The Just Struggle Aguainst Neo-Colo-
nialist *Malaysia’ Is Bound to Win.” Subheads are ours.
— Ed.

NDONESIAN President Sukarno on May 3 this year
gave the voluntecrs an order for action to oppose
“Malaysia” and help liberate North Kalimantan., He
also condemmned the United States for its intervention
in the Indonesian people’s struggle against “Malaysia.”
In his specch on May 20 10 a mass rally of more than
100.000 people in Djakarta, he again called upon the
Indonesian people {o march Torward and continue their
struggle to smash “Malaysia.” President Sukarno’s
mighly call for the anti-imperialisi struggle has not
only been enthusiastically supporied by the Indonesian
people. but will also win the acelaim and support of
vevolutionary people the world over.

President Sukarno’s mililant call to the Indonesian
people is very timely. It is a powerful support to the
North Kalimantan people’s struggle for national inde-
pendence. Most recently, in spite of bloody suppres-
sion by the British colonialists. their armed struggle to
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oppose “Malaysia™ and win national independence has
been spreading and intensilying. At the same {ime. the
Indonesian people’s struggle to support the North Kali-
mantan people in winning national independence and
to smash “Malaysia” has become a vigorous anli-
imperialist revolutionary movement. dealing a heavy
blow {o the imperialist plot of agsression in Southeast
Asia.

U.S. Imperialist Provocations

The imperialists who will never reconcile them-
selves to their defeat are making desperate efforls in
this area. Supnorted by the United Staies. the British
colonialisls, by deployving ever more troops and dragg-
ing in Australia and New Zealand. arve stepping up their
suppression of the North Kalimantan pezople’s inde-
pendence struggle.  Simultancously, working hand in
glove wilth each other. the U.S. and British imperiai-
ists have been trying lo intimidate and threaten In-
donesia, politically. economically and militavily, in a
vain atlempt to force her to change her position on
“Malaysia™ and slop her support for the just struggle
of the North Kalimanlan people. As the mainstay of




colonialism, U.S. imperialism is acting in a particularly
arrogant manner. Turning truth upside down. U.S.
Secretary of State Rusk, U.S. Assistant Scervetary of
State for Far Eastern Affairs William Bundy, and a
spokesman of the Staie Department attacked TIn-
donesia’s just actions to support the North Kalimantan
people in winning their independence and to oppose
{he neo-colonialist “Malaysia.” They alleged that In-
donesia’s actions were “aggression” and “external
threats 1o the security and integrity of Malaysia.”
The Johnson Administradion is engaging in blackmail
in more ways than one, threatening to suspend its “aid”
to Indonesia. Moreover, waving their big stick, U.S.
military chieltains cried that “the United States would
send troops to defend Malaysia in case of open war
with Indonesia,” and that U.S. forces in this part of
the world are “always prepared.” The U.S. Seventh
Fleet sailed into the Indian Ocean to demonstrale sup-
port for “Malaysia.” These gangster activities of U.S.
imperialism are aimed at forcing the Indonesian Gov-
ernment {o renounce its anti-imperialist line and its
just stand and compelling the Indonesian people to
back down and give up their struggle. This outright
hostility to Indonesia and wild provecation will. as
such. further avouse strong indignation among the In-
donesian people.

Indonesia’s Resounding Answer

In the eyes of the imperialist lords, gunboats and
moncy are always all-powerful. But, confronted with
an awakened nation, both big slick and carrot are
powerless. In face of the imperialists’ bullying and
pressures, President Sukarno said: “We ave not afraid
of the imperialists. We ave not afraid of their threats.
We will march forward. We will win, because we are
mavrching on a correct path.” Ie also declared: “The
Indonesian nation has the abilily to smash imperial-
ism.” These courageous words embody Indonesia’s just
stand in resolutely upholding its national dignity and
its heroism in despising imperialism strategically.

Has not the United States announced time and
again ils intention of breaking olf “aid”? But Presi-
dent Sukarno has shown utter contempt [or the U.S.
imperialists’ intimidation. “To hell with your aid!” he
declared. And he has repealedly told them to go ahead
and cancel their “aid” programme,

Has not the United States tried by various threats
to force Indonesia to [orsake its just stand of opposing
“Malaysia” and supporting the North Kalimantan peo-
ple’s struggle? But the result is that in response to
the call of President Sukarno the Indonesian people
have rushed to join the volunteers who now number
more than 25 million. Since April. the volunteers in
various parts of Indonesia have held rallies and staged
demonsirations on a tremendous scale. In a spirit of
enthusiasm never before equalled they have pledged
themselves to fight against imperialism. By such prac-
tical aclions of unitv in struggle, the Indonesian peo-
ple have given a resounding answer to the shameless
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U.S. imperialist bluff. This fact shows ihat a very
great strength will be generated once the broad masses
are mobilized.

Behind the smokescrcen of “peaceful settlement,”
the U.S. and British immerialisis and their hangers-on
are intensifying their plotting to sirange so-called ne-
gotiations in {he vain hope that, coupicd with their
heavy-handed measures, this will force Indonesia to
come to terms at the conference table. The conspiracy
was exposed not long ago, whon, at the suggestion of
the U.S. and British imperialists, “Malavsian” Prime
Minister Rahman put forward his preconditions for a
“summit meeting” with President Sukarno. These, he
arrogantly asserted, arve: “Indonesian recognition of
Malaysia as an independent and sovereign state; the
end of Indonesian ‘confrontation’ of Malaysia; wilh-
Adrawal of Indonesian trovps ftom along the Borneo bor-
ders of Malaysia; and Indonesian acceptance ol a neu-
tral nation to act as releree in sceing that (ruce terms
will faithfully be carried out.” In short, Indonesia
must give up her just stand and her anti-imperialist
line before negotiations can be held. These extremely
rude and unreasonable conditions are, of course, ullerly
unaceeptable to Indonesia. President Sukarno has in-
sisted that Indonesia will never beg for negofiations
witiy Rahman and that they can be held only when
no preconditions me atlached. In his speech at the
mass rally on May 20. he deciored: “We must smash
‘Malaysia’ whether there will bu negotiaiions or notf.
. . . Your attitude should not be decided by the fact
whether there will be negotiations or not. Do not care
about that. Please go forward, no rvetreat!” There is
no doubt that, if one persists in employing revolution-
ary dual tactics to oppose the imperialists’ countoer-
revolutionary dual tactics, all the schemes of imperial-
ism and colonialism will be defeated,

Firm Support of Chinese People

The struggle of the North Kalimanian people is
just. No force on earth can stamp out the burning
flames of their fight for national independence. Simil-
arly, Indonesia’s struggle to support the North Kali-
mantan people in winning their national independence
and to oppose “Malaysia,” is also a just one which can
never be put down by imperialism. The Chinese people
resolutely support Lhe just struggles of the North Kali-
mantan and Indonesian peoples. We are convinced
that in their respective struggles for independence and
{0 oppose the neo-colonialist “Malaysia,” the North
Kalimantan and Indonesian peoples will win their final
victories.

Today, from south Viet Nam to Laos and [rom
Indo-China to the rest of Southeast Asia, U.S. imperial-
ism is in an ever worsening position, with ifs policies
of aggression and war meeting with continual and
serious defeats in these places. If it dares to create
trouble on the question of “Malaysia.” it will only get
itself into still deeper waters. There can be no other
oufcome.
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Frame-Up in Brazil: Fresh Exposures

by COMMENTATOR

Follewing is an abridged translation of the com-
meniary published by the Hsinhua Ncws Agency on
May 29, exposing the freme-up of Chinese cilizens
masterminded in Brazil by U.S.-Chiang Kai-shel
agents. Subheads are ours. — Id.

‘HE seven Chinese trade officials and t{wo Chinese
newsmen (who were arrested in Brazil) have been
illegally detained for eight weeks. During this time the
Brazilian authorities have put before the world no
plausible evidence incriminating them. Ten days ago
they were placed under “preventive arrest® by a
Brazilian military tribunal.

When the Chinese were arrested on April 3. their
homes were ransacked for eight full hours. On May 8 —
that is five wecks after their arrest and the scarch of
their homes — the Brazilian authorifies. in an effort to
whitewash this judicial enfrage perpetrated in defiance
of international law. produced a faked “letter” as
“evidence” of Chinese “espionage.” [See “Forgery in
Brazil” on p.11, Peking Review, No. 22. May 29, 1964.]

Fictitious Diary

Colonel Gustavo Borges, security chief of Guana-
bara State, however, saw that the letter was a flop,
s0 he produced a “diary” during a television interview
on May 9. But no one knows to whom this diary
belongs. Several Brazilian newspapers asserted that it
belonged to a man named Wang Chin. But there is no
one called Wang Chin among the nine arresfed men.
According to press reports. entries in the diary ran
from January 10. 1963. when its writer set off for
Brazil, to April 4 this year.

Among the arrested. three bear the surname Wang.
They are Wang Yao-ting. Wang Wei-chen and Wang
Chih. But not one of them lelt for Brazi! on the date
stated.

Another point which must not be overlooked is
that all the nine Chinese were arrested on April 3. At
the time of their arrest, all their personal belongings
were seized by the Brazilian police. Then. how is it
possible for one of them to have kept a diary on him
aller his arrest? But the most faniastic part of this
lie is that this man is supposed to have made entries
in his diary even on the day of his arrest and on the
following day— April 4, in the Brazilian prison.

According to one report in the newspaper Jornal
do Brasil of May 10, the diary includes an enfry on
March 3 this year, which reads: “Wana. Chang Pao-
sheng, Sung Kwei-pao lunched with President Goulart.”
Now, President Goulart did give a luncheon in honour
of Wang Yao-ting, depuly representalive of the office
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of the China Council for the Promotion of International
Trade in Brazil, and some others on March 4, not on
March 3. It was reported by the Brazilian newspaper,
Diario Caricca, on March 8.

And not only this; those who cooked up this diary
were stupid enough to make its alleged writer use his
own surname in the entry, which one never docs.

Upon further examination. even this diary does not
give the Brazilian authorities anything to enable them
to frame a plausible charge asainst the arrested. The
activities recorded in the diary may be summarized
as follows:

I. Its writer was inviled fo lunch with President
Goulart and his press secretary. Raul Francisco Ruff.

2. The author met a number of Brazilian celebri-
ties, such as General Gonzaga-Leite, Vice-President of
Lhe Brazil-China Cultural Association of Rio de Janeiro,
Geieral Enrique Oeste, Deputy and also Vice-President
of the Brazil-China Cultural Association of Rio de
Janciro. Leonel Brizola, Deputy and former Governor
ol Rio Grande do Sul. and members of the Brazilian
Peasants’ League led by Deputy Francisco Julizo.

3. The author had contacts with Joao Eicheverry,
director of the newspaper Ultima Hora.

What a fantastic land it is where it is considered
criminal for a foreigner engaged in his lawful pursuits
to atlend a dinner given by a President lawfully elected
by the people, to make the necessary social contacis
with influential persons, and to keep in touch with the
director of a big, influential newspaper which has broad
social connections.

Planted Pistol

In (he course of a television programme on May 9,
Colonel Borges produced a “pistol with a silencer”
allegedly found in the car of the Chinese personnel.
He said that this could have been used by the Chinese
to assassinale a Presideni. Now, a “pistol with a
silencer” is not such a tiny thing that it can’t be found
without the help of a magnilying glass. Isn’t it strange
indeed that the pistol should have appeared all of a
sudden in a car of the Chinese more than a month after
the whole-day search on April 3 when large numbers of
experienced police officers ransacked the residence and
the personal belongings of the Chinese?

We want to ask the imaginative Colone! Borges
who. for his own convenience, planted on the Chinese
personnel a pistol whose origin is known only to the
gods: Do you really think people will believe that the
Chinese personnel who went to Brazil to promote Sino-
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Joint Statement Demanding Release of
Chinese Held in Brazil

The China Council for tiie Promotion ol Inter-
national Trade, the All-China Journalists® Association
ancd the Hsinhua News Ageney on May 31 issued a
joint slalement protesting against the Brazilian
authorities’ unwarranted imprisonment of Chinese
cilizens and their plot to hand the latter over to a
military  tribunal for trial based on forged “in-
criminating evidence.”

This plot. the stalement points out, is designed to
achieve the criminal aim of framing the Chinese by
making use of the arbitrary nature of a military tri-
bunal where they will be deprived of the opportunily
to defend themselves.

The {tribunal of Brazil's [lirst military district
placed the Chinese under “preventive arrest’” on May
13. Denouncing this action, the stalemenl points oul
that this is intended to prevent their release under
habeas corpus. Tt notes that a number of Brazilian
jurists have expressed the opinion that “there is no

specific offense with which the Chinese can be
charged.” The statement declares that far from
bolstering up its illegal position in holding the
innocent Chinese under prolonged detention, the mili-
tary tribunal has, in fact, compounded the illegality
of its posilion.

“We lodge another serious protest against the
Brazilian authorifies’ deliberate persecution of these
Chinese personnel and solemnly declare that any
trial, especially a military {rial. of these Chinese per-
sonnel is without grounds and illegal and that any
unrcasonable sentence passed on them is null and
void,” savs the statement. “Such a trial and senfence
will be a serious violation of the principles of inter-
national law and of basic human righis and absolutely
impermissible. If the Brazilian aufhorities insist on
carrving this thing through. they must bear all
the consequences arising  therefrom.” the statement
declares.

Brazilian [viendship should want to “assassinate” your
President  with a  pistol? And  which President?
President Joao Goulart? He is living. Or President
Castelo Branco? Who would know then that he would
become President? Such {trickery in planting evidence
can doceive nobody.

In an attempt to create a favourable atmosphere
for persecuting the arrested Chinese personnel. Borges.
on the same television programme, also produced a
uniform with a special insignia allegedly to be worn
bv members of the Brazilian Peasants’ Leaguc when
{hey launch a revolution.  The Brazilian press said that
on the cellophane in which the uniform was packed,
1he names of a number of organizations were printed
“lo look like a sickle —a Chinese communist emblem.”

We declare that we have no such emblem. More-
over. how many such uniforms have vou got? One,
or a hundred thousand? Were they made in China and
sent to Brazil? Can one launch a revolulion merely by
wearing such a uniform?

Having produced this “evidence,” Colonel Borges
concluded his talk by declaving that “these are iron-clad
proofs of the subversive activities ol the arrested Chi-
nese.”  Aller examining all these “ivon-clad proofs,”
we wish to declare that they are just so much rubbish!
You have plenty of machine-guns and artillery in your
barracks. Why don’t yvou produce a couple of them?
Wouldn'l they be more impressive than a small pistol?
The forged letter and diary. and the planted “pisiol
with a silencer™ and uniform are no better than the
“avidence” produced by the Brazilian authorities on
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April 4. “evidence™ that they are ashamed even to men-
tion now.

Fabricated List

The most sensational but also the most ludicrous
piece of “evidence” is a list ol Brazilians to be “as-
sassinated.” The list was evidently fabricated in such
a hurry that it caused much confusion in the press.
Some said that it was a “name list” of Brazilian per-
sonalitics 1o be assassinated by means of methods
customarily used in China, such as injection ol liquids”
(Tornal do Brasil of April 4); some said that “a small
card index box was lcund™ in which were “names ol
officers of the Brazilian armed forces, some of which
were underlined and marked with ‘to be killed.
hanged. shol or drowned.”” There are many words
with similar meanines in the diclionary. such as
“choked,” “strangled,” “poisoned.” ete.; you can choose
whalever words you like. But how astonishing it is
{o think that nine Chinese could do whatever they
pleased with the high-ranking officers ol the Brazilian
armed forces! You are all officers yvourselves, you know
this is impossible.

The activities of the Brazilian authorilics over the
past two months ean only be characterized as a shock-
ing international conspiracy for the political persecii-
tion of lhese Chinese personnel. The criminal hands
of U.S. imperialism and the Chiang Kai-shek gang can
clearly be secn in this plot.

Following publication ol the “letter” forged by the
U.S-Chiang Kai-shek agents, the U.S.LS. in a dispalch
dated May 11 reported the letter and slandered the per-
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eonnel of the Hsinhua News Agency as using “their
‘news agency’ role as a cover lor espionage and black-
mail. . . . The U.S. Christian Science Monitor in a
report dated May 14 went a step further to slander the
appeal for internalional solidavily with the persecuted
Chinese—made by 1{he Chinese organizations con-
cerned —as “pressuring” foreign businessmen who had
irade relations with China. There was “concern.” it
said. that “if they do not follow the dictates of Peking,
their trade with communist China will be jeopardized.”
Such “concern.” we would like to point out. is non-
existent and is a pure fabrication of the US. press.
Forcign merchanls doing business with China need
have no such “concern.” Dy {his slander, the U.S. im-

International Communist Movement

verialist propaganda machine is simply trying to under=
mine the just international support given to the Chi-
nese personnel.  This lurther reveals the role played
by U.S. imperialism in the frame-up.

>

What warrants further attention is a dispatch of
the Pan-Asia newspaper Allignce from Taipei on May 24
which indicafed that the Chiang Kai-shek gang fostered
by U.S. imperialism was {rying to get the arrested Chi-
nese transported to Taiwan. The Taiwan press printed
the photographs of the Chinese personnel supplied by
officials of the Chiang Kai-shek gang. This {hrew
further light on the criminal purposes of U.S. im-
perialism and the Chiang Kai-shek gang.

ihirushchov Revisionist Group’s Splitting
Activities as Seen From Suslov’s Report

Extracts From “Zeri i Popullit” Article

( N May 17, Zeri i Popullit, organ of the Central

Committee ol the Albanian Party of Labour,
devoted nearly three pages to an article exposing the
deceplive essence of the anti-Chinese report made at
the February Plenum of the C.P.S.U.s Ceniral Com-
mitiee and the splitting activities of the Khrushchov
revisionist group. The arvticle also sets out Albania’s
own principled position on the preparation [or and the
convocation of a conference of the Communist and
Workers” Parties and puts forward concrele proposals
for doing so.

Entitled “The Splitling Activities of Khrushchov's
Revisionist Group as Seen From Suslovs Report,” the
article is in three parts under the subheads: “No
Deceplion or Blackmail Can Cover Up the Splitling
and Treacherous Aciivilies of the Khrushchov Revi-
sionist  Group,” “The Glorious Chinese Communist
Jarly — Staunch  Defender of Marxism-Leninism,”
“Marxist-Leninist Unily of the Communist Movement
Can Only Be Achieved Through the Leninist Road.”

The article notes that the Khrushchov revisionist
group have recently let loose a new anti-Marxist offen-
sive of exceptional [ury, the signals for this being
sounded by the resoluiion of the February Plenum of
the Central Commitiee of the C.P.S.U. and the report
delivered by M.A. Suslov at the Plenum. The main
objective of the revisionists in unleashing (his olfensive,
the article continucs, is to bring about a [inal split in
the socialist camp, the world communist movement and
workers” movement, and in all the anti-imperialist,
revolutionary [orces of the world. Their principal
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objective is to vilify the Chinese Communist Party. the
Albanian Party of Labour. and other [raternal Partics
and revolutionary communist groups which are fighting
unrelentingly to defend Marxism-Leninism and the soli-
darity and true unity of the world communist move-
ment.

This new offensive is. however. not in the least a
sign ol strength among the revisionists. On the con-
trary. their fury betrays their anxiety and panic. It
proves that they have lost their patience, their sell-
conirol, and their sell-conflidence in the face ol the
unswerving, principled struggle waged by {he Marxist-
Leninist parties and all revolutionary Communists to
expose the perfidious and splittist line of the N. Khru-
shehov group and their followers. They feel the ground
slipping from under their feet. Unable to withstand
the lest of time and of battle. they are unserupulously
resorting to extremist measures.

No Deception or Blackmail Can Cover Up the Splitting
And Treacherous Activities of the Khrushchov
Revisionist Group

In part one, the article points oui that Suslov’s re-
port and the recent speeches of Khyushchov are full
of calumnies and attacks auainst the heroie Chinese
Communist Party and its great leader Comrade MNao
Tse-tung.  From start to [inish. they use the methods
s0 dear to the revisionists who distort the tiuth and
cover up the lacts in order to accuse an adversary of
doing what (hey themselves have done. Generally
speaking, there is nothing new. Khrushchov and his
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followers, the article continues, have gone to unspeak-
ably vulgar and ridiculous lengths in their atlacks and
slanders against the C.P.C. The vilest scoundrel would
find himsell incapable of using the language they em-
ploy. They have struck up a chorus harmonizing in
public with the most reactionary propaganda of the
imperialist bourgeoisic.

The. arlicle says: “The Khrushchov revisionist
group have plagiarized the slogan of struggling for unily
in their atiempt to cover up the divisive views they
are spreading and the splilting activities they arve carvy-
ing out within the communist and workers’ movements.
This attempt has already failed; it will continue to [ail.
Each passing day brings from Khrushchov's actual decds
and attilude fresh proof 1o every Marxist-Leninist party,
{0 every revolutionary Communist, and to the labour-
ing masses that his ‘anxiety’ about ‘the critical situa-
tion which has arisen in the world communist move-
ment’ is as [alse as crocodile tears: that the slogan of
‘struggling for unity’ and the pledge that came from
his lips of ‘settling the dilferences’ by his {aking the
initiative and exerting himself is only a cloak used to
cover up the fact that he and his group are the greatest
splitters in the history of the communist and workers’
movements.”

The article cites [acts to show how, since the 20th
Congress of the CP.S.U., Khrushchov has embarked
on the road ol revising Marxism-Leninism. splilling the
socialist camp and the international communist move-
ment, and how he has attempted to force his anti-
Marxisi-Leninist line on the international communist
movement. publicly attacked fraternal Parties and coun-
tries. extended ideological differences into the sphere
ol state relations. and crudely interfered in the internal
alfairs of fraternal Parties and counfiries.

The article repudiates the Khrushchov group’s at-
tempts to shilt the responsibility for the worsening of
Soviet-Albanian relations on to Albania. In order to
mask their splitting activities and destroy the evidence,
it points out. the Khrushchov group often make osten-
tatious appeals in which they express themselves ready
for the normalization of Soviet-Albanian relations.

As for what the Khrushchov group said about their
being ready to “do whal they have always done™ and
“take all necessary measures,” ele., ele., the article goes
on, “we must say that we have heard enough ol such
nonsense. The sheep’s skin you have pulled over your-
sell cannot ool us:; we have seen through the true colours
of you wolves.” The article exposes the fact that the
Khrushchov group publicly called on the Albanian peo-
ple to overithrow their own Party and government
leaders and publicly took up the cudgels for traitors to
the Albanian people, the imperialist agents and anti-
Party elementis, defending in particular the criminal
acts of the anti-Parly element Belishova.

The article says: “The lies, deceplions and slanders
which form the essential content of Suslov's report can-
not change the indisputable fact that the Khrushchov
revisionist group are splitting the socialist camp and
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the communist movement and are rencgades to social-
ism and communism.”

It goes on: Khrushchov claimed vociferously that
he stood opposed to public polemies and had done every-
thing possible to prevent them. This is ufterly hypo-
critical. The fact is that the polemics were started by
none other than the Khrushchov group themselves.
When Khrushchov thought the wind was blowing his
way. he asserted that public polemics were “good for
the entire communist movement.” Jut, soon after-
wards, when it became clear thal Khrushchov would
reap the whirlwind of his own sowing. he promptly
changed his tune and began to make a lol of noise
about halting the polemics. Even while thus raving on.
however, he never really stopped them.

The arlicle noles: “Our Parly holds that the
slogan of ending the polemies plagiarized by the
Khrushchov revisionist group is hypocritical and dema-
gogic. These appeals will ool no one.”

The article siresses: “In the face ol the attack
launched by the revisionists in collaboration with the
imperialists and all reactionary lorces ol the world. all
Marxisi-Leninist parties, revolulionary Communists,
prolelarians and oppressed nations must unite more
closelv than ever before to give the Khrushchov trai-
torous group and their followers the rebull they deserve.
The great polemics being unfolded in the communist
movement must be carried through to the end. There
is no other way oul now buit to struggle uncompro-
misingly against Khrushchov's revisionism because it
is a great danger threatening socialism and the
present and Tulure of the world’s rvevolutionary and
liberation movemenil. Al present, one can no longer
expect the revisionislts to renounce their out-and-out
anti-Marxist views and their traitorous and splitting
activities. Clear evidence of this is provided by the
documents of the recent Plenum of the Ceniral Com-
mittee of the C.P.S.U.”

The article points out that both on an international
scale and in each particular country, {rue unity of the
communist movement can only be built on the basis
of Marxism-Leninism. Any unity built on ather bases,
on an opportunist and anti-Marxist basis, is not the
communist and proletarian unily needed by the work-
ers’ movement but a lalse unily.

It goes on to say: The Albanian Party of Labour,
a loyal follower of Marxism-Leninism and prolelarian
internationalism. has always resolutely opposcd the
revisionist splillers and struggled for the unily of the
socialist camp and the internafional communist move-
ment. However great the dilliculties and sacrifices,
our Parly will do everything in its power Lo carry on
the struggle till the complete defeat of the trailors to
the working class and socialism.

The Glorious Chinese Communist Party — Staunch

Defender of Marxism-Leninism

In part two, the article refutes the slanders and
attacks of the Khrushchov group against the C.P.C,
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