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& ORE than a year has elapsed since the passing of
M our great leader and teacher Chairman Mao
Tsetung. He is no longer with us, but he has bequeathed
us a very rich and precious legacy. Invincible Mao
Tsetung Thought will always illuminate the road of our
struggle as we continue the revolution.

In his life as a great revolutionary, Chairman Mao in-
herited, defended and developed Marxism-Leninism both
in theory and in practice. His contributions to the Chi-
nese revolution and the world revolution are immortal.

Under Chairman Mao’s leadership the Chinese people
triumphed in the revolution against imperialism, feu-
dalism and bureaucrat-capitalism, founded the -socialist
People’s Republic of China and brought about a radical
change in the situation in the Fast and throughout the
world. In guiding the Chinese revolution through its
various stages, he correctly solved such fundamental
problems as the seizure of state power through waging
armed struggle to encircle the cities from the countryside,
the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat
through winning nation-wide victory in the new-
democratic revolution and the switch over fo the so-
cialist revolution, and the development of socialism and
the prevention of capitélist restoration through continu-
ing the revolution under the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. In a new period and under new-circumstances,
he accumulated and summed up a rich store of experi-
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upholding proletarian internationalism,
0 formulated China’s line, principles and
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sht Us to strengthen our unity with the
ries and with the proletariat and oppressed
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suppert the revolutionary struggles of the people of all
countries; he taught us to follow the Five Principles of
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Peaceful C‘oexistenje in developing relations with all

cial-imperialist policies of aggression and war and super-
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By integrating the universal truth of Marxism-~
Leninism with the eoncrete practice of the world revolu-

tion, Chairman
nationa

illuminating eo:

situation

Mao¢ scientifically analysed the inter-
in different periods and drew
nclusions, thus greatly promoting the

revolutionary cause of the proletariat-and the liberation

of the
With

ppresse
the bol

d natjons all over the world.
dness and vision of a proletarian revo-

lutionary, Chairman Mao initiated a momentous struggle

yuni svement to repudiate
i international communist movement e
o ?ihinlr;:;?slf;fm with the Soviet re-w.slomst' rer;egii{ﬁ
me ’ as its centre, and rallied the _@ternatxona rp i
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efari
rxism-Leninism. i i
M%ﬁ(;?::n:n Mao put forward the ’che.ory of lilzhe iﬁiex:;o
tiétion of the three WOTldS. at a V‘mme v{fj I;ized o
uperpowers, the Soviet Union and the . oﬂd iy
?)egamé locked in a cut-throat struggle for Wwar‘ This
xﬁany and were actively pre;_)ari.ng for a ngv;r fhe-social-
th - r provides the international p.roletagah, .0 e
isf zoalzmtr.ie.s and the oppressed nat}i;'xs- ax;ét b ji}giﬁg 4
5] ni 1114
ideological weapon for forging un Mo i
lbdedgég;’fa:mited front against the tvgo hegemomls; f;vom_
ai?iaihéir war policies and for pushing the wor
tion forward.
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Chairman Mao was the greatest Marxist of our tim
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p;oleetaria{ and the oppresse.;i : geggs tinfh en:; ;ogréss o
' i imable contribution
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hi the"ory of the three worlds and its far—realf mio gnit,
i;:nce for the revolutionary struggle of the peopie ©

all countries. p

)i tiati 1e Three Worlds
'he Differentiation of the e W -
' Tﬁea Scientific Marxist Asses;srzment of
" Present-Day World Realities

Chairman Mao’s theory of the t%nlcee Woﬁds S;:;E;l;lgfll;
cally epitomizes the objective realities of ¢lass st
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on the world arena today. In this theory he inherited
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defended and developed basic Marxist-Leninist prin~
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In his talk with the leader of a third Wm*-ld country
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the Unit
e United States|and the Soviet Union form’ the first _

belon

1974) Chairman Mao said, “In my view

world.
ori«t Japan, Europe and Canada, the middle section

to the second world, We are the tﬁir_d world.”

“The | third °
e third world has a huge pepulation. With the ex-

Ame;

pan, |[Asia belongs to the thi
.. | rd world. Th
ca belongs to the third world, and Lati;

baf::;soglftf;r nt1a1‘1o‘n is a.scientific conclusion which is
s conte z&a% vsis of the development of the funda-
oo radictions of the contemporary world and the
changes in them in accordance with Lenin’s theses that

our era is th

eralof imperialism and proletarian revolu-

ion, | that the development of imperialist countries is

uneven and
redivide the
perialism ha

the | imperialist p_owérs inevitably try to
~W};)I‘1i by means of war, and that, as im-
5 roiught about the division of the whole

orld into oppressor and oppressed nations, the inter-

national pro
pressed nati
Inorder g
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letariat must fight t r Wi
o g ogether with the op-
have a correct understanding of Chairman

Mao’s thesis

ent-
from reality
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naticrnial an
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of t e d.ifferentiation of the three worlds
y dll lectical materialism to appraising pres:

sidered in isclation but on . . . a world

ajsed not from the point of
but from the point of view
own by the gemeral balance

scale”! and sshould be appr
view of formal democracy,
of the actual results, as shi
sheet of the struggle against imperisilism.”2

In appearance, this theory of Chairman Mao’s seerns

to involve .only relations between countries and between

nations in the present-day world, but, in essence, it bears
directly on the vital question of present-day class strug-
gle on a world scale. In the final analysis, national
struggle is a matier of class struggle. The same holds
true of relations between countries. Relations between
countries or nations are based on relations between
classes, and they are interconnected and extremely com-

plicated. We can hardly form correct judgments on in-
ternational political phenomena and make a correct dif-
ferentiation of the political forces of the world if we
adopt an idealistic or metaphysical approach and make
abstract, isolated observations instead of proceeding

from the international class struggle as a whole and

making a concrete analysis of concrete cases at & given
time, in a given place and under given conditions.
Marxist-Leninists invariably adhere to the stand of
the international proletariat, uphold the general interests
of the revolutionary people of all countries in inter-
national class struggle and persist in the replacement of
the capitalist system with the communist system as
their maximum programme. But the situation with re-

1y, 1. Lenin, “The Discussion O
Up,” Collected Works, Vol 22.

23, V. Stalin, «The Foundations of Leninism,” Works, Vol. 6.
3Mao Tsetung, “Statement Supporting the Afro—Americans’
Just Struggle Against U.Ss. Imperialist Racist Discrimination,”

August 8, 1963.
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Feh Sv»:—:mzl be. The. international working-
g oy '-'tE'l SO expe:rlenced one split after
e thé 5 i ;s to the influence of alien classes
ey %Eg e on the international arena the;
Eoipree ;te.vvl.fch all t_hose who can be u;nited
S 0 i dlS imperative and feasible in dif-
s erpt }t;o 5, SO a3 to develop the progressive
ool il middle forces and isolate the die-
[ for, \év.e can n‘ev‘er lay down any hard and
e Hi »t'1ff‘erent1at1ng the world’s political
i ir; ke in 1at1r'1g ourselves, our friends avnd our
ekl i eu; ;rnatlonal class struggle).
icn s o F;rggnce c?f the first socialist country.
el e ‘two kn.lds of diplomacy, the bour:
gt é; :o;;c:rﬁg, Wsz;?dinfl%l that “there ére
o _ ) d of capitalism
ing new wonid. . , 5 Stali 7 G AT e
2 W i alin said in 19 “Tk
fopey ; -.a.n the camp of social-
o og;s;; ;I_ns. co-r}clumon reflected thé ::xlzv
3 Revomﬁona_ 1c]:3tmn m. the world following the
. fun,dam. ! gt Lenin and Stalin never denied
e there.ental cqptradicﬁons existed m the
poﬁtica]‘ fO‘r\zvere othe? ways to differentiate the
s ’.d L‘ces'. .For instance, in his report ¢
and colonial questions at the Seco:g

TSe tung, Cu rent 4
rre I I'ObleInS of I ac tles mn th.’e An tl J apa-
te r,@nt 2% Se ec‘[ed ‘/Vofrks Of l\dao T setun \V4 I
d F s A g 01

Lenin, “The Nint 3 ; 3
orks, Vol, 23, nth All-Russia Congress of Soviets,” Col-

Stalin, « I‘Wo Camps,” Works, Vol, 4

unist International in 1920, Lenin
eature of imperialism consists
being divided into a large
number of oppressed nations and an insignificant number
of oppressor mnations, the latter possessing colossal
wealth and powerful armed forces.” When Stalin dealt
with the national question in The Foundations of Leninism
in 1924, he too said that © . . . the world is divided into
two camps: the camp of a handful of civilized nations,
which possess finance capital and exploit the vast
majority of the population of the globe; and the camp of
the eppressed and exploited peoples in the colenies and
dependent countries, which constitute that- majority.”®
In fact, these conclusions reflected the existence of
another kind of fundamental contradiction in the world.
The differentiations drawn by Lenin and Stalin are
undoubtedly both correct, the only difference lying in
what they emphasized. When they had to make a com-
prehensive and concrete differentiation of the world’s
political forces in a given period, they started with an
over-all investigation of the many fundamental con-
iradictions existing in the world.
The transition from the capitalist to the socialist system
on a global scale is a very long and tortuous process,
sull of complicated struggles, and it is inevitable that in
the process there will be different alignments of the
world’s political forces in different periods. The objec-
tive realities of world class struggle determine the pro-
letariat’s differentiation of the world’s political forces

Congress of the Comm
said, “The characteristic £
in the whole world . . .

7v. 1. Lenin, “Report of the Commission on the National and
the Colonial Questions,” delivered at the Second Congress of the
Communist International, Collected Works, Vol. 31.
83, V. Stalin, “The Foundations- of Leninism,” Works, Vol. 6.
7



and the consequent strategy and tactics to be adbp’ced in interests was always the starting point from which theY i
the struggle. Here it will be helpful to our understand- e}iémined specific national movements and political [
ing pf the theory jof the three worlds if we briefly review forcéé As Lenin once pointed out, “Maxs i ko " “
certain historical instances in which Marx, Engels, Lenin have. favomé:d Polish independence in ﬂfle interests of :
Stalin and Chairman Mao differentiated world éolitical, European democracy in its struggle against th:e powgr
forces'. K ' " influence — or, it might be said, %galnst the
‘ 'Wh.“Lle mainly carrying out their revolutionary activ- omnipotence and.prednminating reactionary mﬂuence_—.—
mgs. in _‘We stern | Europe, Marx and Engels inizariably of tsarism.” Engels gaid of Marx that one of k}}s
had in mind the general situation in Europe and the world confributions was that he was the first to ma'ke t A
| E_ls_a_. Whole when they surveyed the class struggle in | point in 1848 — and he subsequently stressgd it t}IPe
| diffcrent countrigs. For the first time in history they = and again —that “the Western European labour parties . B
| S_»eDt-iout'the great call “Workers of all countries, unitel” | mugt of necessity wage an jmplacable war agau-_lst -4
| ‘ and |again for the first time they pointed out that the | Russian tsarism,”? because fhe Russian tsarist RIIRAC =
‘ causg of the international proletariat was inseparably | was the biggest fortress of European reaction and be- ;
lfnke.d..wit'h ‘Fhe struggle of the oppressed nations for cause it always had expansionist ambitions W}th r‘espe_ct
‘ gigr:;cut);. Engd% said, “A nation catnet boctmie freé l to Europe and simed at making the liberation oft k;che
| | T.h«é 'lib-efetf me,»i,lmevcgminue to‘ oppress other nations. | Eut-(-)-peanl proletariat impossible. T‘o’ t_hé end oni Z{I‘?‘
| 1 .. eration of| Germany cannot therefore take place | days Marx and Engels made frequent reference €0 T
| i‘ 'V?l'thggxt the |liberation of Poland from German 6'ppres- ofgte opposition to the Russian tsarist empixe’s ]
| | ;101’;! H M.a x seld, “After occupying myselt with the . agg're.ssion as the criterion by Wh'lcb: to dlffer'entla‘ze
| | Jfls v:qu,estm for.fmany years I have come to the conclu- Europe’s political forces and to determine to which n.a.—
| | sion that the decisive blow against the English .‘rul‘ :onal movement in Europe the international proletax:lat
| classes (and it will be decisive { S raing tional TROVEL : ¢ i clear that in so doing
| ’ . ’ ecisive for the workers’ move- should give its support. It 1s cleal S _ |
| | . ment all over the|world) cannot be delivered in Englond S Engels were by no means oblivious of - |
, but only in Ireland.”® Both of them attached great im- ;_nternational class struggle. On the-confrary, by i &}
| | portegxce nof gnly to the struggle for irfdependénée by +he- proletar:lat’s fundamental interests 1n the 1n1:_erlfla(-i ".
| | o nam.msﬁ‘.l(:h as Poland and Ireland but also %iohal class struggle very much in mir_ld'». Wha’g .shoul. i
| t9 that waged in China and Tndia, countries remote from we learn from Marx and Engels in this respeet? We \
g Europe. The sum total of the international proletariat’s should at least learn the following: First, like Marx and i .I
| i 3 e e " . 1
} | MZqI'{m: %erzp?en;ie g.czf%gféi,zs“o€ofoiand,” Collected Works of Karl 17, 1. Lenin, “T'F;;e I{ifsgus;szion on gelf-Determination Summed
i 0 « : kN R Up,” Collected Works, VO = .smn.” Collected i |
] e o e o e s o Sy e SRR
‘ 3 4 ' 9
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1 i




Engels, we shoy
ary movement
and shaken the
portant pre-con

tri

shquld pay cons
twe
enemies of |the i
Marx and Engel
against the
namely, Soviet
Lienin was th
already entered
revolution
under the dictaforship of the proletariat.
first to regard

aga

movement of th
strategic policy,
nations, unite!” ]

the
“B
selv
fact
a n¢
The

the Persian a

of st
ROW

revolutionary mo

BV, 1. Lenin, “Tt

1d acclaim the great national revolution-
hat has embraced -all oppressed nations
world, and should regard it as an im-
dition and a sure guarantee for the
the. international proletariat. Second, we
tant attention to the contradictions be-
en the capitalist countries and identify the arch
nternational working-class movement as
s did, and wage an unrelenting struggle
- biggest fortresses of world reaction today,
social-imperialism and U.S. imperiglism.
> first to point out that the world had
the era of imperialism and proletarian
lso the first to found a socialist state
He was the
the struggle of the oppressed nations
rialism as a component part of the socialist
e world proletariat and set forth the
“Workers of all countries and oppressed
[ his article “The Historical Destiny of
Karl Marx” written in 1913, Lenin said,
nists have scarcely congratulated them-
es on the inauguration of ‘social peace,” and on the
that storms were neediess under ‘democracy,” when
=W source of |great world storms opened up in Asia,
Russian Revolution was followed by the Turkish,
nd the Chinese revolutions. It is in this era
orms and their ‘repercussions’ in Europe that we are
living.”*®* Concerning the relationship between the
vement of the international proletariat

umph o

inst imp

Doctrine of 1
it the opporty

e Historical Destiny of the Doctrine of Karl

Marx,” Collected Works, Vol 18.
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nati Lenin wrote in 1916:
;nd th?:.c °Of1 tiio(ipfiﬁssgnﬂlﬁihe about excep?: in f;e
e S'Ocla re och of proletarian civil war .agams.t. : 9
e Of-. . inpthe advanced countries cox:}blped wit -;i
i gl iy of democratic and revolutmpgmy 'mov.
wh@l_-e 8_€T1.;38din movements for national hberatfon_,_ sﬁ-
Eéen):;ldl::e‘;apei packward and oppressed mnatiens.
These views of Lenin’s remal.n valid ’;;diﬁ g 1 L
After the October Revohitlonaggial ;imation el
mad'e ” “.3{611301;&;)11{15 ﬂcl; I‘i: rr'(llommunist Intgmatiqna;;
L e d Congress of the Communist Interna‘flon :
E'lt J;l;zosircloivhich he explicitly dividedhthelcrro%nz;alsi 0(31
ppi ; ‘ ion was then 1,700 I 2,
?he WOﬂd: Wh:es eogzl :ggurlrilc;)e this division the b’aSlg
st zc?:ure' for determining the stra’tegj\,:‘ anl-.
s ternational proletariat. He said: “Thus

the in ; | e
:Zh;est (;iae main outlines of the picture of the wor

it anpeared after the imperialist war. A :blllmgn eglﬁa :\e
i aPF . ressed in the co!oni'es—-co-untnes. w:. u,-. °
qu.arter (;pﬁ alive, like Persia, Turkey and Chma, .at;

hemg' ?u wiich have been vanquished and ﬂung m. o
countn?:’ on of colonies (Here Lenin meant S.U;Ch coun;clmzz
g mnHungary Germany and Bulgaria gs we o
& %USJCI’O" i hici'l was likewise thrown back. ‘f)y ks

s okt lent to a colonial position” —

«to what is equiva el pesgiey
Bd) I:TO tv:n:re than a quarter of a bnllu?r% mhazl.tt cg::e
?rd) ngch have retained their old posntmns., uand 2
fallfl’:n irlto economic dependence upon America, ]

¢ them, during the war, were in a state of military
of them,

i ‘Imperialist Econ-
12y 1. Lenin. “A Caricature of Marxism and ‘Imperialist
ormism, * Collected Works, Vol. 23.
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dependence, for t
did not permit a
And finally, we ha
inhabitants of cou

he war affected the whole woxgld and
single state to remain really neutral.
ive not more than a quarter of a billion
tries in which only the upper stratum,
of course, only the capitalists, benefited by the partition
of tlﬁe

e world (Here Lenin meant countries such as the
United States, Japan and Britain — Ed.).
like you to memorize this picture of the world, for all
the fpndamental contradictions of capitalism, of fmperi-
alism, which are |leading to revolution, all the funda-
mental contradictions in the working-class movement
which have led to the furious struggle against the Second
International . . . are all connected with this division of
the population of the world,”®

; enin put it!" With respect to the question
ing the world’s political forces, it sounds
ough he had the actual struggles of today in mind.
hing the greatest importance to the contradiction
betweden oppvesse({ and oppressor nations and the con-
tradiction be ween imperialist countries, Lenin divided
the countries of the world into three categories and
linked this division closely to all the fundamental con-
tradictions in the |imperialist world and in the inter-
national working-class movement. This proposition of
his ig diametrically opposed to the opportunism, or
“bourgeois socialism”® of the Second International which
always looked down upon the struggle of the oppressed
nations. In his report, instead of simply dividing the

e« « I would

5V, |I. Lenin, “Repl
Fundamental Tasks o
at the Second Congres
Works, Vol. 31 :
16 Thig. ~

ort on the International Situation and the
f the Communist International,” delivered
s of the Communist International, Collected
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into two categories, capltsillisj:.
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e ‘ch?gWiln the revolutionary struggle agiuzsﬁ
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journsz

n’s death, Stalin defended his thesis that
at must unite with the oppressed nations
out that the national liberation movement
ace all the forces opposing imperialist ag-

i
N

doned class principles,” “preached reaction-
of geopolitics,”® and so on when expressing
which are imbued with proletarian inter-

confidence in victory for the commu-
Vhat should we learn from Lenin here?

at least learn the following: Like Lenin, we
and support the liberation movement of the
ations in Asia, Africa, Latin America and
1d regard’ it as an important component of
revolutionary movement of the world prole-

should divide the countries of the world
today into three 1

international
complete ang
of socialism
of thie intern
ple who mak

1ew categories on the basis of the new

class relations now prevailing and find
1 absolute assurance of the ultimate victory
throughout the world in the united struggle
ational proletariat and the third world peo-
‘€ up| more than 70 per cent of the world’s

-

5s of their class status and political
of example he indicated that although

Afghanis.tan held fast to monarchy as an
nd the leaders of the Egyptian national
vement were of bourgeois origin and were

sm, the struggles they waged for. the
neir nations were, objectively, revolu-
for they served to “weaken, disinte-

a1 Intefnational Affairs, No. 6, 1974.

] o i oarialism,”® When criticizing

g'mte e u‘? d?n;g;;cigngtaﬁn pointed out: “T}:;) j;g
of 1 Trotsk-yl; teiohphere is that it has comp.letely aban g
= ‘the'oppt:)i.l Lenin’s and has slipped into tha’f oc v
E.hls l:inelnternational, which denies the e-xfe‘?:lnciuﬁ-
::s:;;rting revolutionary v;ars waged by colonial cf
Axiag a.‘gainSt m?;i?x:a::riz‘ spoke of the capit'alis’ﬁ gni t‘;l;e

S'tal'm' m'mv‘iacls opposing each other, but in codr};:;* ren};
S?CIahSt. _wcrr ’che‘ world political. forcefs in diffe thé
dﬁf'er'emklxat-mfoceeded from the over-all situation 1ni 927
perlOd‘S E;nii?erna'ciom_al class struggle. As early 1:: ma.ﬂé
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‘world’s political forces be based not on the

¢ of facts buf on a logic that transcends facts?

et us go back for a moment to a thesis of Stalin’s
¢ Problems of Socialism in the U.S.S.R.

ten a year before his death: “It is sajd that the

radictions between capitalism and socialism are

. V. Stalin, “Twenty-fifth Anniversary of the Great October

” Pravda, November 7, 1942,
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ion. He pointed out in explicit

oin the revolution, and no matter
ves are conscious of the point ox

| as they oppese imperialism, their
rt of the proletarian-secialist world

become its allies.”™ Did this
Mao’s correspond to the objective
al class struggle? Obviously it did.

a united front with all the anti-

ory in the war against Japan.

he war it was by uniting with all the
emocratic forces which could be united

rthrow the Kuomintang’s reaction~

1d the People’s Republic of China under
of the proletariat.

lowing World War II, U.S. imperialism
ant anti-Soviet clamour. With excep-

airman Mao exposed the real pur-
cry. He pointed out that “the

d the Soviet Union are separated by a
includes many capitalist, colonial and
niries in Furope, Asia and Africa” and
he agtual significance of the U.S. slogan
ti-Soviet war is the oppression of the

On New Democracy,” Selected Works of Mao

American people and the expansion of the U.S. forees of
aggression in the rest of the capitalist world.”® Chair-
man Mao called on the American people and all the
nations and people faced with the threat of aggression
by the United States to unite and counter the attacks of
the U.S. reactionaries and their running dogs. Did this
analysis of Chairman Mao’s correspond to the objective
realities of international class’ struggle at the tfime?
Cbviously it did. No one can doubt this, because events
then and since have confirmed the validity of his
analysis. ]

The Suez Canal incident of 19568 brought to light the
sharpening contradictions between the imperialist
powers. Chairman Mao pointed out at the time,
“From this incident we can pin-point the focus
of struggie in the world today. The contradiction be-
tween the imperialist countries and the socialist coun-
tries is certainly most acute. But the imperialist coun-
tries are now contending with each other for the control

‘of different areas in the name of opposing communism.

. « . In the Middle East, two kinds of contradictions and
three kinds of foices are in conflict. The two kinds of
“contradictions are: first, those between different im-
perialist powers, that is, between the United States and
Britain and between the United States and France and,
second, those between the imperialist powers and the op-
pressed nations. The three kinds of forces are: one, the
United States, the biggest imperialist power, two, Britain
and France, second-rate imperialist powers, and three,

2 Mao Tsetung, “Talk with the American Correspondent Anna
Louise Strong,” Selected Works of Mao Tsetung, Vol. IV.
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the oppressed nations.””

Did this analysis of Chairman

Mao’s correspond to the objective realities of interna-

tional class

struggle at fthat time? Again, it obviously

did. No one can doubt this, because events then and
since have likewise borne out the validity of his analysis.
. It is not difficult to s¢e that Chairman Mao’s analysis
of the three kinds| of f{rce‘s was the forerunner of his

theory of the three worlds. The difference between the -
two is chiefly due fo t

existence, however precarious,

of a socialist camp at the time. Later, with. the
Khrushchov-Brezhnev clique’s complete betrayal of the
cause of cdmmunism, dapitalism was restored in the
Soviet Union, and it degenerated and became a social~
imperialist |country. True, there are China and the
other socialist countries, but what was once the socialist

camp no Jonger

exists, nor do historical conditions

necessitate |its formation for a second time. Meanwhile,
many countries in|the jmperialist camp no longer took
their cue from the United States and even openly stood
up to it. Through. hard struggles, most of the colonial
and semi-c¢olonial |countries in Asia, Africa and Latin
America sticcessively declared independence. Through
a period of great upheaval, great division and great re-
alignment the world’s political forces are now faced with

a new histoerical situatio

. In the 1960s, the ruling clique

in-the Soviet Union were already very far gone in their

betrayal of socialism,

ut for a time U.S. imperialism

remained the arch enemy of the people of the world.

Then, after a successi

n of grave events, the Soviet

Union not| only turn‘e-dl into an imperialist superpowsr

I Mao Tsetung, “Talks at

a Conference of Secretaries of Pro-

vineial, Musicipal and Awufonomous Region Party Coromittees,”

Selected Works of Mao Tsi

20

o)

tung, Vol, V,

that threatened the world as the United States did, but
also became the most dangerous source of another world
war. The Soviet ruling clique’s betrayal inevitably led
to splits of ‘varying degrees and caused temporary diffi-
culties in’ the international workers’ movement and the
ranks of the world’s anti-imperialist revolutionary strug-
gle. What is the way out? Can we shut our eyes to
the events taking place in this period and make believe
that the imperialist camp and the socialist camp still
exist in the world and regard the opposition between the
two as the principal contradiction in world politics? Can
we just exclude the Soviet Union and the countries sub-
servient to it from the socialist camp while sticking to
the formula and assume that, apart from the socialist
countries, all the rest are just an undifferentiated reac-
tionary mass constituting the capitalist world? Obvious-
ly, this would only make it impossible for the people of
the world to see the facts and therefore the correct way
forward. Tremendous changes in the present-day
international situation and the daily growth of the peo-
ple’s strength in different countries and of the factors
for revolution demand a new classification of the world’s
political forces, so that a new global strategy can be
formulated for the international proletariat and the op-
pressed people according to the new relationship
between ourselves, our friends and our enemies.
Chairman Mao’s theory of the three worlds meets
precisely this demand.

This theory makes it clear: The two imperialist super-
powers, the Soviet Union and the United Stafes,
constitute the first world. They have become the biggest
international exploiters, oppressors and aggressors and
the common enemies of the people of the world, and the
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This scientific thesis of

theories concernin
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differentiation of the three worlds is
hensive summing-up of the warious
adictions in the contemporary world.

Chairman Mao’s has enriched the

g the uneven development of im-
contradictions between imperialist
y,leagling to war, concerning social-im-

perialism, concerning the strugglé of the oppressed na-
tions as forming an important component of the socialist
revolution of the world proletariat, concerning the mutual
support between the international proletariat, the
socialist countries and the national liberation movements
and concerning the strategy and tactics of the
proletarian revolution —all of which are important
contributions to Marxism-Leninism.

Small- wonder the Soviet social-imperialists have
viciously attacked this brilliant theory of Chairman Mao’s.
They cannot be expected to admit that the Soviet Union
under their rule has become an imperialist superpower
and the most dangerous source of another world war,
just as renegades and aggressors cannot be expected to
admit what they are. They frantically malign the theory
of the three worlds as renouncing class struggle and
lumping socialist countries together with capitalist
countries, and so on. Not only is their abuse -directed
against the great Marxist Chairman Mao and the great
‘Communist Party of China, it is hurled at the great Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Stalin as well. For, as we have seen,
in principle Chairman Mao’s differentiation of the three
worlds completely accords with the criterion set by Marx
and Engels in the latter half of the 19th century for dif-
ferentiating the political forces in Europe according to
their attitude towards the Russian Tsarist empire.
Similarly, it accords with Lenin’s classification” of the
world into three types of countries after World War 1
and Stalin’s division of -the countries before World War
II into aggressor and non-aggressor countries and into the
fascist camp as distinct from the anti-fascist camp during
the war. Moreover, it is a logical development from their
theories on differentiating the world’s political forces.
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nziedly calumniate the theory of théi
themselves “loyal successors’™ to
vhen we judge a person, can we go by
not by his deeds? If we judge them
n’t it|become clear that it is they who
prolgtariat in the class struggle and
country degenerate and become a

there are persons who frantically
theory of the three worlds. They

\ Warlg Hung-wen, Chang Chun-chiao,

Wen-yuan, or the “gang of four.”

Soviet social-imperialists and the

rse the theory of the three worlds, its
borne out more and more by what is actually"
in world politics today. Its impact is therefore
asingly felt. In the Political Report to
onal Congress of the Communist Party
hairman Hua Kuo-feng says, ‘‘Chairman Mao’s
erentiating the three worlds gives a correct

orientation to the present international struggle and
clearly defines the main revolutionary forces, the chief
enemies, and the middle forces that can be won over and
united, enabling the international proletariat to unite
with all the forces that can be united to form the broadest
possible united front in cdlass struggles against the chief
enemies on the world arena.” This thesis not only meets
the strategic requirements of the contemporary struggle of
the international prcletariat and the oppressed people
and nations of the world. It alse meets the sfrategic
requirements of the struggle for the victory of socialism
and communism. It will inspire the people of the world
in their united effort to strive for great victories in the
struggle against imperialism and hegemonism under the
guidance of a firm and explicit policy. -

The Two Hegemonist Powers, the Soviet Union
and the United States, Are the Common Enemies
of the People of the World; the Soviet Union is the
Most Dangerous Source of World War

The emergence of the two superpowers is a new phe-
nomenon in the history of the development of imperial-
jsm. The uneven development of imperialism inevitably
leads to conflicts and wars which in turn aggravate this
uneven development and give rise today to the predomi-
nance of imperialist superpowers over the run-of-the-mill
imperialist powers. Lenin said: “Imperialism means the
progressively mounting oppression of the nations of the
world by a bandful of Great Powers; it means a period
of wars between the latter to extend and consolidate the
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commercial banks.®? The export of U.S. capital which was

highly concentrated after the war has risen by leaps and
bounds in the last twenty years or so.- While direct private
investments abroad stood at 11.8 billion dollars in 1950, they
jumped to 137.2 billion dollars in 197 6.3 The high and rapid
concentration of monopoly capital formed the economic
foundation of the United States as an imperialist
superpower. Exploiting the economic and military
superiority it acquired in the war, the monopoly it
enjoyed over atomie weapons and a wide range of
sophisticated military science and technology, the world-
wide dollar-centred currency system it set up and the
various military blocs it controlled in North America,
Latin America, FEurope, Asia and Qceania, U.S.
imperialism occupied an unprecedented overlord position
in the capitalist world, and it had all the other capitalist
countries under its thumb. For many years it acted as

- the world’s gendarme and perpetrated numerous bloody

crimes against the revolutionary people (the people of
the United States included) and the oppressed nations of
the world. But however much this enemy of the world’s
people blustered, it had to take crushing blows from the
people of Asia in wars of aggression which it thought it
could win hands down. The heroic Korean people were
the first to explode the myth of U.S. invincibility. In
their war against U.S. aggression and for national
salvation, the people of Viet Nam, Cambodia and Laos
plunged U.S. imperialism into military, political and
economic crises and hastened its decline. In the meantime,
Western Europe and Japan steadily recovered, grew in

2 The U.S. journal Fortune, May and July issues, 1977.
% The T.S. Department of Commerce, Survey of Current Busi-
ness, August 1977. *
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penetrate all parts of the world.

It makes great play with its ground, naval and air forces
everywhere and engages the United States in a fierce
struggle for supremacy on a global scale, thus betraying
its aggressive ambitions which are unparalleled in world
history.

Lenin said that the imperialists divided the world
“in proportion to capital,” “in proportion to stremgth.”3!
It is precisely by flexing their economic and military
muscles, which other countries can by no means match,
that these two superpowers are seeking world hegemony.
In 1976 the GNP of the United States was over 1,690
billion dollars and that of the Soviet Union over 930
billion dollars;* together they account for about 40 per
cent of the world’s GNP. The value of industrial 6utput
in both the United States and the Soviet Union outstrips
that of the three major European capitalist countries,
West Germany, France and Britain combined. In military
strength, no other imperialist country is on a par with
either of the two superpowers. Both have thousands of
strategic nuclear weapons, several hundred military
satellifes, some ten thousand military aircraft, several
hundred major naval vessels and enormous stockpiles of
other conventional arms. In military expenditures both
the Soviet Union and the United States far exceed
Western Europe, Japan and Canada combined. The war
machine of each of the two superpowers in peace-time
assumes a magnitude unprecedented in human history.

The Soviet revisionist renegade clique has been trying
hard to whitewash itself by saying that while the Soviet

8V, I. Lenin, “Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism,”
Collected Works, Vol. 22. i

32 International Economic Report of the President, January 1977,
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half of what it charged for exporting it to-the West. The
same source revealed that the prices of anthracite, pig
iron and other commodities experted by the Soviet
Union to Egypt were 80 to 150 per cent higher than what
it charged West Germany for similar exports.® It was
reported in the Western press that in the Arab-Israeli
War in October 1973,- “Russia not only demanded pay-
ment in cash for the arms it sold but jacked up their

prices when the war reached its height.”® After the-

principal oil-exporting Arab countries paid this sum in
U.S. dollars, the Soviet Union used it to extend a Euro-
dollar loan at an interest rate of 10 per cent or more.*’

The United States exercises control over the economy
and politics of many countries through its transnational
corporations and other instruments of aggression. At
present, the Soviet Union is carrying on such activities
mainly within the “gocialist community.” In the name
of ‘““international - division of labour,” “planned co-
ordination,” “multilateral  integration,” “structural
integration,” etc., it controls the economic lifelines of
many countries and is feverishly engaged in plundering
and dominating them: with regard to raw materials, the
market, prices in foreign trade, production plans, forced
loans and even labour-power for capital construction,
and it is trying hard to bring their economies and their
“limited” sovereignty completely into the Soviet orbit, so
as to establish the “community’s” so-called “international
socialist ownership.”®

3% See “Statistics of Soviet Foreign Trade,” 1970-76.

% 7.e Monde, April 18, 1974."

37 The U.S. journal Money Manager, April 14, 1974.

B Speech by O. Bogomolov, Froblems of Peace and Socialism
(World Marxist Review), No. 6, 1974.
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world scale in order td extract huge profits from other

countries and dominat
it exported arms to th

The-United States hi[a.s gone in for selling arms on'a

them. Between 1966 and 1976
value of 34.9 billion dollars. In

the same [period and for the same purpose, the Soviet

Union sold arms
According|to data| issu

Soviet Union ameunte
for 37.5 per cent

amciunting to 20.2 billion dollars.®
d by the U.S. Arms Control and

to 5.5 billion dollars, accounting

of the world total in that year and

Disarmament Agency, <?Iready in 1974 arms sales by the

making it the second biggest merchant of death after the
United States. Furthermore, the Soviet Unicn endeavours
to control|its clients by such means as terminating sup-
plies of needed parts and accessories and dunning them

for payment.

To clear the way for its hegemony, the United States
has subverted a number of lawfully instituted govern-
ments in Latin America, Asia and Africa. The Soviet
Union has done and is doing the same thing in a number
of countries in Africa and Eastern Europe.

The United States has some 400,000 of its armed forces
stationed in foreign lands. The Soviet Union has about
700,000 troops in| other countries and has put Czecho-
slovakia, {which is a |universally recognized sovereign

country, complete
military gccupation

ly under prolonged (actually indefinite)

The United States has turned the territories of many

countries | into U
treaties. |The So
of military bases
People’s Republic

8 U.8, News & W,

32

1.S. inilitary bases through military
viet Union has gained or availed itself
or installations in Eastern Europe, the
of Mongolia, Cuba and Africa, and in

orld Report, August 1, 1977,

the Mediterranean and the Indian Ocean; it bhas also
insolently tried to perpetuate its occupation of Japan’s
northern territories and territorial seas. It has even tried
to take the Spitsbergen Islands away from Norway.
“What is mine is mine, and what is yours is negotiable.”
This is an ironical remark going the rounds in Western
diplomatic circles, but the Soviet Union does not always
bother with troublesome negotiations to decide “whether
yours is mine.”

The United States dispatched mercenaries to invade
Cuba, earning a very bad name for itself. Likewise, the
Soviet Union sent mercenaries to perpetrate armed
intervention in Angola and to invade Zaire, and it is
continuing to extend the scope of its aggression.

In short, both the Soviet Union and the United States
are imperialist superpowers, the biggest international
exploiters and oppressors, the largest forces for war and

aggression and the common enemies of the people of the

world. Lenin said, “A proletariat that tolerates the
slightest coercion of other nations by its ‘own’ mation
cannot be a socialist proletariat.”®® The conduct of the
Soviet Union in international affairs is quintessential
imperialism and hegemonism, without a trace of a
socialist proletarian spirit. Nor is that all. Of the two

imperialist superpowers, the Soviet Union is the more °

ferocious, the more reckless, the more treacherous, -and
the most dangerous source of world war.

Why must we say so? Is it because the Soviet Union
occupies Chinese territory along China’s northeastern
and northwestern borders in contravention of treaty
obligations and threatens its security? No. The United

©v, I. Lenin, “Socialism and War,” Collected Works, Vol. 21,
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. States, too, has nvaged and occupied our Taiwan,

the people of each parficular region can decide which
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concerning the world s tuation as a whole rather than a
particular jquestion con erning a particular region. It is
not due t¢ any accidental, transitory or partial causes
that the Soviet Union has become the more dangerous of

the two superpowers 3
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conditions.| But here W}are discussing a general question

n a world scale. This is deter-
L whole set of historical conditions under which

superpower,

the Soviet Union has Trown and become an imperialist

First, Soviet social-i
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perialism is an imperiélist power
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older (and weaker) ir

world su
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Germany|

ot obtain [the privileges enjoyed by the

perialist powers.”® To attain
jpremacy, oSpviet 'social-impe.rialiém has to
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under Kaiser Wilhelm II and under Hitler and
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4. 1, Lenin, “War and Revolution,” Collected Works, Vol. 24.
2V, 1. Lenin, “Imperiglism and the Split in Socialism,” Col-

lected Works, Vol. 23.
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under the control of Britain and other old-line imperial-
ists. This is a historical law independent of man’s will.
Therefore, Chairman Mao pointed out in' a talk in
February 1976: “The United States wants to protect its
interests in the world and the Soviet Union wants to
expand; this can in no way be changed.” Surely U.s.
imperialism will continue to seek world domination, but it
has over-reached itself and all it can do at present is to
strive to protect its vested interests and go over to the
defensive in its over-all strategy. On the other hand,
while peddling the catch-word of “peace,” Brezhnev has
prazenly declared, «Strengthening its economic and
defence potential has enabled the Soviet Union to launch
an active and successful ‘offensive’ in the international
arena,”® and “in shaping our foreign policy we DOW
have to reckon, in one way o another, with the state of
affairs in virtually every spot on the globe.”# This
actually means that the Soviet Union has decided to
employ an offensive strategy to encroach on the
sovereignty of all other countries and weaken and sup-
plant U.S. influence in all parts of the world in its at-
tempt to establish its own world hegemony.

Second, because comparatively speaking Soviet social-

imperialism is inferior in economic strength, it must rely

chiefly on its military power and recourse to threats of
war in order to expand. Although economically the Soviet
Union has far surpassed the second-rate imperialist coun-
tries, it still compares unfavourably with its powerful

43 1, 1. Brezhnev, Speech at the Meeting in Celebration of the
950th Anniversary of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR,
October 7, 1975. ’

471, 1. Brezhhev, Report to the Twenty-fifth Congress of the
CPSU. ’
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4 From “The Milita
ternational Institute for St

-

y Bglance 1977-1078” published by the In-

Fategic Studies, London.

has transformed a state under the dictatorship of the
proletariat into a state under fascist dictatorship. It is
therefore easier for Soviet social-imperialism to put the
entire economy on a military footing and militarize the
whole state apparatus. The Brezhnev clique has appro-
priated 20 per cent of the national income for military
expenditures and is clamouring for getting “peady at any
time to switch the economy to the military pxrogramrma.”!"7
The clique is continuing to strengthen the state apparatus

and is striving to fasien the Soviet people to its war

chariot. The K.G.B.,, the Soviet sécret service organiza-
tion, has become a sword hanging over the heads of the
people of the Soviet Union and of many other countries.
The Soviet authorities exert every effort to poison the
minds of the people with militarism and to fan great
Russian chauvinism through the- media, literature and
art, education and other channels. They systematically
exttol the military and po. itical chieftains and adventurers
of tsarist Russia who performed “meritorious services”
in carrying out aggression abroad, and openly call for
carrying on the old tsars’ expansionist “tradition” so that
at a minute’s notice millions of people can be driven to
serve as cannon-fodder for their new wars of aggression.

Fourth, Soviet social-imperialism has come into being
as a result of the degeneration of the first socialist coun-~

try in the world. Therefore, it can exploit Lenin’s prestige

and flaunt the banner of “gocialism” to bluff and deceive

pecple everywhere. U.S. imperialism has been pursuing
policies of aggression and hegemonism for a long period
and has time and again met “with resistance and been
subjected to exposure and denunciation on the part of the

a1y, D. Sokolovsky, Military ‘Strategy.
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has had its own experience in this

be admitted that this duplicity peculiar
n ingreases the special danger it poses
erialist |superpower.

historical féatures of the Soviet Union

more dangerous than the United

of wprld war.

not changed as far as its policies of

and hegemonism are concerned, nor has it
tation and oppression of the people at
'Therefore, the two hegemonist powers,
Union and the United States, are ' both common

of the world. There is no doubt

about this. But if, despite what has been said above, we

should still undiscriminatingly put the two superpowers

on a par and fail to single out the Soviet Union as the

more dangerous instigator of world war, we would only

be blunting the revolutionary vigilance of the people of
the world and blurring the primary target in the struggle

against hegemonism. Therefore, in no circurhstances
must we play into the hands of the Soviet Union in ifs

deception and conspiracy and give the green light to its,
war preparations and acts of aggression.

The Countries and People of the Third World
Constitute the Main Force Combating
Imperialism, Colonialism and Hegemonism

The countries and people of the third world constitute
the main force in the world-wide struggle against the
hegemonism of the two superpowers and against im-
perialism and colonialism. In a message dated October
95, 1966, Chairman Mao said: “The revelutionary storm
in Asia, Africa and Latin America will certainly deal
the whole of the old world a decisive and crushing blow.”
This is Chairman Mao’s scientific prediction and high
evaluation of the role of the Asian, African and Latin-
American people as the main force in the world-wide
anti-imperialist revolutionary struggle.

What are the grounds for our saying this? Since the
end of World War II, the revolutionary people of Asia,
Africa, Latin America and other regions, standing in the
forefront - of the anti-imperialist and anti-colonialist
struggle, have waged one revolutionary armed struggle
after another and scored a series of magnificent victories
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the victories won by the people of Viet Nam, Cambodia
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70s, the powerful blows dealt by Egypt, the
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rsion, the Zdirian people’s success in repelling
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countries and the Palestinian people in waging
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¢ movements of the people of Southeast Asia
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untries in

Asia, Africa, Latin America and other

parts of the world over the past three decades — all these
magnificent victories constitute a powerful force promot-
ing revolutionary change in the post-war world. The
colonial system has fallen apart at the seams. U.8. imperi-
alism, the superpower that emerged first, has suffered a
historic setback, and Soviet social-imperialism, the other
superpower coming onto the scene immediately after, is
landing itself in the same quandary as the United States.

The third world has become the main force in the
world-wide struggle against imperialism, colonialism and
hegemonism, and this has ushered in a new and
unprecedented situation. How are we to evaluate it?

First, the roughly 3,000 million enslaved people who
make up the overwhelming majority of the world’s
population have shaken off or are freeing themselves
from the fetters of colonialism. This means that a radical
and historic change has taken place in the balance
of world class forces.

Ever since nations were first oppressed, they have
put up resistance to such oppression. But over the
centuries, this resistance was, with few- exceptions,
sporadic and isolated. A tremendous change came about
after the October Revolution. In quite a few countries
Communist Parties were built, and large-scale anti-
imperialist revolutionary struggles were waged under
the leadership of the proletariat and with the worker-
peasant alliance as the mainstay. Big victories were won
and valuable experience accumulated. But from an over-
gll point of view there was as yet no world-wide move~
ment embracing all areas. World War II greatly ac-
celerated the revolutionary tempo of history. Today,
although the third world, composed as it is of oppressed
nations, oppressed countries and socialist countries, still
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countries, The liberation struggles of the colonial
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tion on which imperialism depends for its survival. It

is natural that impetialism will- put up a desperate

struggle.
In the

early post-war years, most of the third world

countries had not| yet won their independence and some
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#V. I Lenin, “Socialism| and Wat,” Collected Works, Vo, 21,

, the countries and people of the third world

were in a semi-independent position. At that time their
struggle was aimed at winning national liberation and
independence, and it primarily took the form of revolu-
tionary armed struggle. It was then universally acknow-
ledged that they constituted the main force in combating
imperialism. Today, the people in some parts of the
third world are still carrying on armed struggle for
liberation and independence, still fighting in the forefront
of the world-wide struggle against imperialism and
colonialism. It is the sacred duty of both the international.
proletariat and the revolutionary people of the world to
render resolute support to their struggle.

Now a new question arises: Will the countries in Asia,
Africa and Latin America which have won independence
continue to be the main force in the struggle against im-
perialism for a fairly long historical period? Our answer
is yes. It must be realized that though they have
declared their independence, they are still faced with the
grave task of winning complete political and economic
independence. For in the raging ‘tide of national libera-
tion most of the imperialists. have been forced to “pull
out” of their former colonies and accord these new
countries recognition of their independence, but whenever
the opportunity presents itself, they will use every new
device or tactics to preserve their influence, and then
there are new imperialists or hegemonists waiting to take
their place. Economically, the imperialist countries, and
the superpowers in particular, not only go in for large-
scale penetration of the third world, but ruthlessly
exploit it by using their monopoly position in thé world
market to control the products of those developing
countries with a monoculture economy, force down the
prices of primary products and raise the prices of
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unity in the course of struggle. In the
Id War II, many countries in Asia, .

nd elsewhere have come to realize
h prolonged and arduous struggle-
mely, that a weak nation can de-
| nation can defeat a big. This has
pation of the mind and a big
ntire third world. In his well-

v

known statement of May 20, 1970, Chairman Mao said:
“Innumerable facts prove that a just cause enjoys
abundant support while an unjust cause finds liftle sup-
port. A weak nation can defeat a strong, a small nation
can defeat a big. The people of a small country can
certainly defeat aggression by a big country if enly they
dare to rise in struggle, dare to take up arms and grasp
in their own hands the destiny of their eountry. This
is a law of history.” This statement of Chairman Mao’s
is as much a scientific summing-up of the main ex-
perience gained by oppressed nations in their anti-im-
perialist struggle over the past decades as it is a
tremendous inspiration to all the people of the third
world. 'The -bagic historical trend of the world today
shows that it is no longer the countries and people of the
third world that are afraid of imperialism and hege-
monism, but imperialism and hegemonism that are
afraid of the countries and people of the third world.
Before World War II, the anti-imperialist struggle of
the oppressed nations often lacked strong, sustained
world-wide support. Things are different today. Mutual
support among the third world countries, including the
socialist countries, and among the forces opposed to ag-
gression, including the "international proletariat, has
made it possible for the third world countries and people
to play an even more effective role as the main force in
the struggle against imperialism and hegemonism. By
exercising the state power in their hands the independent
third world countries have gained broader arenas and
more means to carry on the struggle than in the past,
and they can steadily enhance their co-operation and take
joint action. The third world countries have turned
major international forums into the bar of public opinion
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imperialist superpowers are arraigned.
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African and Latin-American countries, which
were hitherto hel
destiny into their

~ontempt, have boldly taken their

own |hands and wrested back the rights
have| been inconceivable before World

1 over-all viewpoeint, not only are there

a'r‘i'ali,g’c countries’ capacity for suppres-

of Asia, Africa, Latin America and
0 or more countries of the third
their interests in these areas clash

sther! This provides the anti-imperial-
forces of the third world with a
ion in which to grow in strength over

ype, which is the focus of conten-

two hegemonist powers, has drawn and

pinned down the bulk of their strength. They are not
likely to maintain tight control over many third world
countries, for it is very often the case that they cannot
gi‘ab at one without losing_ hold of another. The coun-
tries and people of the third world, who have er_lhanc.ed
their political consciousness and strengthened their unity
in protracted struggle since World War II, h'ave begun
to make conscious use of this weakness of their enemies,
exploit the contradiction of the two hegemonist pc?w._ers
with the second world countries and the contradiction
between the two hegemonist powers themselves, turn
their own strong points to gccount and surmount every
obstacle so as continually to push forward the rev91u—
tionary movement against imperialism and hegemomgn.
The workers’ movements in the countries of the first
and second worlds and the anti-imperialist struggles of
the third world support each other. The working class
and revolutionary masses of the developed capitalist
countries have scored many signal victories in the'%r
heroic struggles, dealing imperialism and social-imperi-
alism telling blows and rendering powerful.suppc‘mt. to
the people of the world in their fight against 1mper1ahs¥n
and hegemonism. As the situation develops, they will
bring about new upsurges in the revolutionary move-
ment and grow in strength in their fight to repulse 'the
attacks of monopoly capital, win economic and political
rights for themselves and the people of various strata,
oppose the ruling class policy of aggression ar}d 'su;pport
the struggle of the third world against’ imperialism :.md
hegemonism. But generally speaking and for the time
being, as a result of the Soviet ruling clique’s bef‘crayal,
the spread of revisionist ideology and the splits in the
ranks of the working class, the workers’ revolutionary
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role; of the international proletariat
Vhen
nd peasants
Did this 1
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Lenin founded the Red Army of
the poor peasants formed its
ighten the Russian proletariat’s

question and that “the peasantry

the Red Army?  When Stalin -
the question of the peasantry is the basis and

4

‘constitutes the main army of the national piovement,”s
did he forget the proletariat’s role in this movement?

When Chairman Mao pointed out that the poor peasant
masses in China are “the natural and most reliable ally

of the proletariat and the main contingent of China’s .

revolutionary forces,” didn’t he simultaneously stress
the role of the Chinese proletariat in the revolutionary
cause as a whole? In the historical conditions of today,
if anyone should try to use the leading role of the in-
ternational proletariat as a pretext to form a so-ealled
centre to order the people of various countries about in
their anti-imperialist revolutionary struggle, or even try
to subordinate this struggle to the private ends of one
country, this would only damage and undermine the
struggle of the people of the world and go diametrically
against the interests of. the international prole,’cariat,. as
experience has shown .time and again, The social~
imperialists describe the organization of armed inter-
vention and invasion of other countries by x_nerc_enarieﬁs
as “fulfilling the. internationalist duty of the prqletariat,.”
This is -a barefaced fraud which can only end in dismal
failure. y

In affirming that the third world countries are the
main force in the struggle against imperialism and
hegemonism, do we mean to deny the differences among
these countries with respect to their social and political
conditions and their conduct in the international struggle?
Their social and political systems differ, the level of their

“49 3, V. Stalin, “Concerrning the National Question in Yugoslavia,”
Works, Vol. 7. .

5 Mao Tsetung, “The Chinese Revolution and the Chinese Com-
munist Party,” Selected Works of Mao Tsetung, Vol. II
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économic |develop

ment| is not uniform, and-there ate

constant changes in the political situation in each coun-

try. Hence it is

often| the case that the authorities of

these. countries adopt l'different attitudes towards im-
perialism and the supjrpovvers and towards their own

people. Owing to
owing to| the fa
imperialists keep

ct that the Imperialists and social-
sowing dissension among the third

world countries, certain disputes have arisen and even
armed conflicts have occurred between some of them.
But taken as a whole, the majority of these countries

are for struggle

against imperialism and hegemonism.

There are of course strfuggles between different political
forees within the third j:vorld countries themselves. Some

people are revolu

tionaries who firmly stand for carry-

ing through the national democratic revolution. "Others

are progressives
descriptions.
even some agents
Such phenomena
classes, so/ long as
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A few a{re‘ reactionaries. And there are

of i{n_perialism or social-imperialism.
are |inevitable so long as there are
there is a proletariat, a peasantry and

a petty bourgeoisie and a variegated bourgeoisie and
landlord and other exploiting classes. However, this

complex situation

does [not affect the basic fact that the

third world countries are the main force in the struggle
against imperialism and hegemonism. When we look at
a question, we must first grasp its essence and its main

aspect and see the
balance sheet. W
of the third world countries, they cannot

conditions

‘actual results as shown by the general
hatever the differences in the political

change the fundamental contradiction between imperial-
ism and hegemonism op the one hand and the countries

and people of the 1
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third world on the other. Nor can these

certain historieal causes, and especially-

differences change the irresistible historical trend that
countries want independence, nations want liberation,
and the people want revolution. Judging from their
deeds and general orientation in international political
struggles over the last 30 years or so, the oppressed na-
tions in Asia, Africa and Latin America are revolutionary
and progressive as far as their essence and main aspect
are concerned, and they are indisputably the main force
in the world-wide struggle against imperialism and
hegemonism.

Socialist China is part of the third world. Chairman
Mao stated, “China belongs to the third world. For China
cannot compare with the rich or powerful countries -
politically, economically, etc. She can be grouped only
with the relatively poor countries” China suffered
from imperialist oppression for a long time and waged
struggles against it. Now the socialist system has been
established in China, but, like other third world coun~
tries, she is still a developing country and faces the task
of waging a prolonged and determined struggle against
the imperialist superpowers. Common experience, com=
mon tasks in struggle and community of interests past,
present and future, determine that China belongs to the
third world.

China has proclaimed that she belongs to the third
world. This is precisely an indication that China adheres
to the socialist road and upholds Leninist principles.
When Lenin put Russia and the oppressed nations in the
colonies in the same category, could he possibly have
forgotten that Russia was already a socialist country?
Can it be said that Lenin had thus altered the socialist

S From a talk by Chairman Mao in February 1974,
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rian revolutionary line. Today,
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man Mao at the enlarged meeting of the
1e Central Committee of the Chinese Com-
1 1956

ou En-lai’s “Report to the Tenth Na-
munist Party of China.”

N

of China’s socialist system and.

of the Chinese Government and the Chinese people, “If
one day China should change her political colour and
turn into a superpower, if she too should play the tyrant
in the world, and everywhere subject others to her
bullying, aggression and exploitation, the people of the
world should put the label of social-imperialism on her,
expose it, oppose it and work together with the Chinese
people to overthrow it.” We would like to ask: Is there
any other power today that dares to make such a candid
and honest statement?

However, the Soviet revisionist renegade clique had
the cheek to revile China as a country “seeking
hegemony” in the third world. Such shameless slander
is ludicrous. In China’s relations with other third world
countries -over the years and in the provision of aid to
thém within her capacity, is there a single instance to
indicate that she is seeking hegemony? Has China ever
sent a single soldier to invade and occupy any country?
Has she ever demanded a single military base from any
country? Has she ever extorted a single penny from any
country or held any country to ransom? Has she ever,
in giving aid, ordered any recipient country about, re-
quiring it to conduct itself towards China this way and
that? Chairman Mao always held that the people of the
world support each other in their just struggles.®® There
is never a one-way street from donor to recipient. In
her relations with other third world countries, China has
initiated and faithfully observed the well-known Five
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence and the eight prin-
ciples of economic aid to other countries. This is plain

5% From a talk by Chairman Mao at a reception for public
figures and delegates from twelve Afrxcan countries and regwns,
May 7, 1960.
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to all. The vain | attempt by the Soviet revisionist
renegade clique to| confpund the friendly ties between
the Chinese people and| the people of the third world
only serves|to expose once again its reactionary features.

Clearly, in

the eyes of

the hegemonists, there are only

vantage of the severe world-wide setbacks suffered by
the United States in its policy of aggression, the West
European countries have succeeded in altering the situa-
tion prevailing in the early post-war years when they
had to submit to U.S. domination. Japan is in a similar

two categories of people on earth, those who exercise
hegemony and those who submit to it. How pitiable and
myopic these unworthy descendants of Lenin’s are! They
cannot even get this simple fact into their heads: the
great solidarity between the Chinese people and the peo-
ple of the other third world countries is cemented with
. the blood and sweat they shed in fighting and working

position. The establishment of the Common Market in
Western Europe, the independent policies pursued by
France under De Gaulle, the passive and eritical attitude
taken by the West European countries towards the U.S.
war of aggression in Viet Nam, Cambodia and Laos, the
collapse of the dollar-centred monetary system in the
capitalist world and the sharpening trade and currency
wars between Western Europe and Japan on the one

together, and this no renegade can destroy.

The Second World Is a Force That Can Be United

wit

said, “We should
ain, France and West (

How is 1

t that the se

h in the Struggle Against Hegemonism

ver these countries, such as Brit-

rermany.’**

cond world countries constitute a

hand and the United States on the other — all these facts
mark the disintegration of the former imperialist camp
headed by the United States. True, the monopoly capital-
ists of the West European countries, Japan, etc., have a
thousand and one ties with the United States and, in face

In dealing with the world political situation in of the menace posed by Soviet social-imperialism, these
recent years, Chairman | Mao always regarded the second countries still have to rely on the U.S. “protective
world countries as a force that could be united with in umbrella.” But so long as the United States continues
j the struggle against the two hegemonist powers. He its policy of control, they will not cease in their struggle

against such control and for equal partnership.
But today Soviet social-imperialism obviously repre-
sents the gravest danger to the West European countries,

for Europe is the focal point in the Soviet strategy for
seeking world hegemony. The Soviet Union has massed
its military and naval forces in Eastern Europe and on
% the northern and southern European waters, which are
L Through. twenty to [thirty years of struggle against deployed to encircle Western Europe. At the same time
| U.S. control and simultaneously through taking ad- it has stepped up its seizure of strategic areas along the
L ‘ line running from the Red Sea through the Indian Ocean
5% From a|talk by Chairfnan Mao in October 1970. via the Cape of Good Hope to the eastern shores of the

force whidh can be united with in the struggle against
hegemonism? The reason is that an important change
has taken place in their|role in international political and
economic relations during the last thirty years.
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¢hanges have also taken place in
the West European countries,

Japan, etc., on the one hand and the third world on the
other. Although Britain, France, West Germany, Japan,
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instance, af

ntrie%..
pel them to make certain concessions
ntries or to give some support to the
gle against hegemonism or to remain

ion of many third world coun-
nic and other means under new
w forms, on the whole they no
nain force dominating and op-
In certain cases, their own

ter the 1973 struggle over the -oil

embargo, the West European Common Market eountries
called for dialogue instead of confrontation with the oil-
producing countries and offered some reasonable sug-
gestions for a settlement of the Middle East question.
This year, when Zaire was repelling the armed invasion
masterminded by the Soviet Union, France rendered it
some logistic support..

The East European countries have never ceased wag-
ing struggles against Soviet control.. Since the Soviet
occupation of Czechoslovakia, the people’s resistance has
continued to grow. In 1976 the Polish people repeatedly
launched widespread movements to protest the inclusion
of a provision on the Polish-Soviet alliance in the new
Constitution, and there were workers’ strikes and
demonstrations in which slogans like “We want
freedom,” “We want no Russians” were raised. The
governments of some East European countries have also
shown a more perceptible tendency fo oppose Soviet
control. There have been open complaints in some
articles in their press, for example, “principles of . . .
mutual benefit have been violated partially and in vary-
ing degrees”;¥ there have been statements that the rela-
tionship of the East European countries to the Soviet
Union “cannot be built on the basis of one socialist coun~
try constantly making sacrifices for the benefit- of
another,”® and that the attempt to *‘co-ordinate every-
thing’ can in practice only lead to ‘nothing can be co-

57 «“Some Problems in the Price-Forination in the Socialist
Market,” the Bulgarian quarterly Mezhdunarodni otnoshenia (In-
ternational Relations), No. 4, 1974.

58 “The International Socialist Relations of Production and the
Principle of Distribution According to Work,” the Bulgarian
journal Ekonomicheske Misl (T houghts on Economws), 1\0 8,
1975, -
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realized that some second world
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ol over many third world coun~
yorld to establish relations of
efit with the second will involve
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rld .is being subjected to in-

control and bullying by the two hegemonist

threats, particularly on the part
s has become a grim reality and
In explaining the policy of the
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tance Against Japan, Chairman

n the Road to Economic Integration,”
azdasdgi Szemle (Economic Review),

) Deepening the Socialist Economic
Countries,” Wirtschaftswissenschaft
jo. 4, 1977,

Mao said: “The Communist Party opposes all imperial-
ism, but we make a distinction between Japanese im-
perialism which is now committing aggression against
China and the imperialist pewers which are not doing
s0 now, between German and Italian imperialism which
are allies of Japan and have recognized ‘Manchukuo’ and
British and U.S. imperialism which are epposed to Japan,
and between the Britain and the United States of
yesterday which fellowed a Munich policy in the Far
East and undermined China’s resistance to Japan, and the
Britain and the United States of today which have aban-
doned this pelicy and are now in favour of China’s
resistance.”® For the same reason, drawing the distinc-
tion between their chief enemies at present —the two
hegemonist powers — and the second world countries is
an important question which the countries and the peo-
ple of the third world must take into account in the
course of their struggle. In the common struggle against
the Soviet Union and the United States, it is both neces-
sary and possible to ally with the second world under
given conditions.

Since the Soviet Union regards Europe as the
strategic focal point, countries in both East and West
Europe will have to bear the brunt of its attack. They
face a grave problem of safeguarding their national in-
dependence.

Is it correct in principle today to put forward the
slogan of defending national independence in such de-
veloped countries as those of the second world,
particularly of Europe?
=R - i ¥

2 Mao Tsetung, “On Policy,” Selected Works of Mao Tsetung,
Vol. II .-
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we have gained.”%

rhile opposing the opportunists of the Second
1 for supporting one or the other side in ‘the

tressed the absolute correctness
thesis of Engels® and main-

national wars against imperialism were still

Germany,” Collected Works of Karl
Vol. 22,

tober 13, 1891,” Collected Works of
ngels, Vol. 38.

| to Inessa Armand, December.18, 23
ks, Vol, 35,

s

possible in Europe: “Even in Europe national wars in
the imperialist epoch cannot be regarded as impos-
sible. . . . This ‘epoch’ ... by no means precludes
national wars on the part of, say, small (annexed or
nationally-oppressed) countries against the imperialist
powers, just as it does not preclude large-scale national
movements in Eastern Europe.” “National wars against
the imperialist powers are not only pessible and preb-
able; they are inevitable, progressive amd revolution-
ary. . ¥ Lenin again pointed out, “The characteristic
feature of imperialism is precisely that it strives to annex
not only agrarian territories, but evem meost highly in-
dustrialized regions.”® He also said, “I am not at all op-
posed to wars waged in defence of democracy or against
national oppression, ner do I fear such words as ‘defence
of the fatherland’ in reference to these wars or to insur-
rections, 6 ‘

The above statements of our revolutionary teachers
show that provided a country, developed or otherwise,
becomes a victim of invasion and annexation by an im~
perialist power, the national war it wages against such
invasion and annexation is a just war and ought to enjoy
the support and assistance of the international pro-
letariat.

In the 1930s when the forces of fascism were
running amuck and the threat of wars of aggression was
looming larger and larger prior to their actual outbreak,
the Communist International called upon the working

% V. I. Lenin, “The Junius Pamphlet,” Collected Works, Vol. 22.

87y, 1. Lenin, “Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism,”
Collected Works, Vol. 22. :

%8 V. I. Lenin, “An Open Letter to Boris Souvarine,” Collected
Works, Vol. 23.
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earnest attention today! Engels’

and Lenin’s observations several decades ago concerning
national wars inexorably compel us to draw similar les-
sons today! Many European countries are once again
faced with the question of safeguarding their national

independence, and the

working class in Europe is once

again faced with the question of maintaining the posi-

% From altalk by Chairman Mao in September 1973. Chairman
Mao made similar remarks in his talks in November 1973 and in

April 1975.

" “Engels{to A. Bebel, September 29-October 1, 1891,” Collected

Works of Karl Marx
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Frederick Engels, Vol. 38.

tions and the prospective opportunities already gained.
In present-day Europe, national wars against large-scale
aggression, enslavement and slaughter by a superpower
are not only possible and probable; they are inevitable,
progressive and revolutionary. Therefore, while rallying
the broad masses in the sharp struggle against oppression
and exploitation by domestic monopoly capital and for
democratic rights and a better life, the proletariat in the
second world countries must hold high the banner of
national independence, stand in the van of resistance to
the threats of aggression from the two superpowers, and
especially from Soviet social-imperialism, and under
certain conditions unite with all those who refuse to suc-

.cumb to superpower manipulation and enslavement and

actively lead or take part in the struggle. This will also
help promote the revolutionary situation in these coun-
tries. - : .
- Marxism-Leninism has always stressed the enormous
significance of winning over the middle forces in the
fight against the enemy. Efforts by the third world to
establish varying degrees of unity with the second world
countries will deal a direct blow to the policies of aggres-
sion, expansion and war of the two hegemonist powers,
and especially of Soviet social-imperialism. In wilfully
slandering the anti-hegemonist forces of the rsecond
world as “jingoists” and ‘“nationalists” who are against
“internationalism,” Soviet social-imperialism is pur-
posely confusing the issues and covering up its true
features as the most dangerous instigator of world war.
Isn’t that clear enough?

Of course, when we refer to the second world as a
force that can be united with in the struggle against
hegemonism, we certainly do not mean to write off the
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contradictions between

the second and third World coun-

tries and the internal class contradictions in the former,
nor do we |in the least mean that the struggle of the op-
pressed nations and people against oppression and ex-
ploitation should be abandoned. The world can only
advance in| the course of struggle, and it is only through
struggle that unity can|be achieved.  If unity is sought
through struggle, it will live; if unity is sought through

vielding, it will perish.

| This unity can be achieved and

enhanced step by step only in the course of the struggle
against national betraysl, appeasenient and neo-colonial~

ism and in the coprse

of countering the attacks of the

reactionary forces |against the progressive forces.

_ Since the second world countries are faced with the
superpowers’ growing threat of war, it is necessary for
them to strengthen unjty among themselves and their

unity with{the third wo

rld and other possible allies, so as

to advance in the|struggle against the common enemy.
United struggle isithe only correct path for them to take

in defence| of their nat

ondl independence and survival,

even though this path is strewn not with roses. but with

thorns..

Build the Broadest International United Front and

Smash Superpower

The current fight of
the hegemonism of the
against their war polici
.same struggle. Hegem
as their means of| prep
resulting. from._ Soviet-]
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Hegemonism and War Pelicies

the people of the world against
- two superpowers and the fight
es are two aspects of one and the
nism is their aim in war as welil
aring for it. The danger of war
U.S. contention for hegemony is

5 growing menace to the- peoplerof the whole world.
What attitude should we take towards this problem?

_ The people of China and the people of the rest of
the world firmly demand peace and oppose a new world
war. Faced with the gigantic task of speeding up our
socialist construction and modernizing our . agriculture,
industry, national defence and science and technology,
we in China urgently need a long period of peace. Like
us, most countries in the world are against war. Except
for a few war maniacs who vainly attempt to dominate
the world, nobody wants a new war, which undoubtedly
will bring humanity widespread disaster. As Chairman
Mao consistently stated, our attitude towards a world
war is; first, we are against it; second, we are not afraid
of it.”t We say we are not afraid of war not because we
like it or fail to see the devastation it will cause but be-
cause fear solves no problem whatsoever. Moreover, we
firmly believe that man will definitely eliminate war
rather than the other way round.

_ What are our tasks then?

First of all, we must warn the people of the danger of
war. The two superpowers are making frenzied ‘efforts
to. muster all their strength for war. Why? Lenin gave
the answer long ago: War arises out of the very nature
of imperialism. “The content of imperialist pelitics is
aworld domination’ and the continuation of these politics
is imperialist war.”” In his talk with the leader of a
third world country in 1974 Chairman Mao pointed out:
“Imperialism does exist in this world. In our opinmion,

" Mao Tsetung, “On the Correet Handling of Contradictions
Among the Pecple,” Selected Works of Mao Tsetung, Vol. V.
. ™V. I Lenin, “A Caricature of Marxism and ‘Imperialist Econ-
omism,’” Collected Works, Vol. 23.
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Rqssi‘a may be called a Jocial»imperia@li-st country, and
th:.ts system engenders war. Not .that you or we or .ﬂie
t%urd world want a world war. Nor do the people in the
rich cf)untries want a world war. This sort of thing hap-
pens irrespectively of man’s will.””? While we are not
fatalists, we hold that history progresses in accordance
With ‘certain laws. Since| modern war is a product of
imperialism, We can eliminate world war only by making
a revolution to overthrow {the imperialist system. World
war can definitely be eliminated if a social revolution
takes place in the homelands of the two superpowers and
transtorms them into sociglist countries. Such a revolu-
tion will come sooner or later. Since it has not yet done
so, we have no reason whatsoever to relax our vigilance
against a world war.
. S-ince the rivalry between the two hegemonist powers
is %ntensifyimg and |especially since Soviet social-im-
perialism is on the offensive, the conflict between them
c_ar.mot possibly be settled| by peaceful means, when the
chips are down. In| the |course of their fierce rivalry,
~ these two superpowers may sometimes come to som(;
agreement or other for a specific purpose. Chairman
Mao said: [“They may reach some agreement, but- I
wouldn’t take it as é}nmething solid. It’s tramsitory, and
d.eceptive too. In essence, rivalry is primary.”’ ’Such
rivalry inevitably leads to war. At present, the factors
for war are visibly growing. The two hegemonist powers
are stepping up thein war|preparations while harping on
the shopworn theme of {‘detente” and “disarmament.”
Why don’t they simply stop it and destroy their huée

7 From a talk by Chairma 0 in T
huisiey S ( man| Mao in February 1974,
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arsenals lock, stock and parrel? Instead, they are spend-
ing huge sums of money on further research into new
nuclear weapons and missiles and their manufacture, and
on the development of still more efficient and still more
lethal chemical, biological and other weapons. Their
armed forces are so deployed ‘that they can swiftly go into
action, and they are constantly holding various kinds of
military exercises. Fach has massed hundreds of
thousands of troops in Central Europe. Their fleets keep
each other under surveillance as they prowl the oceans.
Spies are sent out on new assignments, submarines
embark on new missions, and new military satellites
orbit in outer space. They are gathering military in-~
telligence and readying themselves to wipe out each
other’s war potential. All this makes it abundantly clear
that the two superpowers are actively preparing for a
total war. In the present historical circumstances, there
is no possibility for a lasting peace, and a new world war
is inevitable. N
Secondly, we should make every effort to step up the
struggle against hegemonism, that is, we should fight
to put off the outbreak of war and in the process
strengthen the defence capabilities of the people of all
countries. i
Both hegemonist powers are actively preparing for a
néew war to dominate the world. They will never
change this policy and no one should cherish any illusion
about that. However, it will not be so easy for them to
achieve their aim. They are bound to come up against
serious difficulties and roadblocks. Compared with wars
in the past, a large-scale modern war is even less a purely
military question. Its preparations cannot but be closely
interwoven with such factors as domestie, financial and
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gression claw a place for long, Soviet social-imperialism
will be exposed and struggles against it will unfold. In
its fight for the control of Europe’s flanks it has in recent
years been devoting much of its resources to the Mediter-
ranean, the Middle East, the Red Sea area, the eastern
and western seaboard of Africa and the coastal areas of
the Indian Ocean, and yet in the end it has only met with
a succession of ignominious defeats. Its naked power
politics and gunboat diplomacy have met with growing
and widespread opposition ameng the people of the
world. Going all out as it does for arms expansion and
war preparations, the Soviet Union finds that “its strength
falls short of its wild ambitions,” and it is “unable te cope
with Europe, the Middle East, South Asia, China and the
Pacific Region.””

The difficulties and setbacks suffered by the two
hegemonist powers make it clear that in the excellent
world situation obtaining today it is not only the commen
wish of the people of the world to put off the outbreak
‘of war by stepping up the struggle against hegemonism
and spiking the war plans of the Soviet Union and the
United States, but it is also practical and possible to do
go. World war, though inevitable, can be postponed. To
guard against surprise attack by the war instigators, cur
defence work has to be based on the possibility of fight-
ing a major war sooner rather than later., By that,
however, we do not mean that war will break out tomor-
row. The key to putting off war lies not in holding talks
and concluding agreements, as is vociferously preached
by some people, but in the united struggle of the people
of all countries against hegemonism.

7% From a talk by Chairman Mao in May 1974.
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in safeuardmg their independence, interests
mainly by relying on themselves, redouble

their efforts to support each other on the basis of equality
and unite with all the forces that can be united to carry
the struggle against hegemonism through to the end.
Third, we must redouble our efforts fo oppose the
policy of appeasement because it can only bring war
nearer. There are people in the West today who in fact
adopt a policy of appeasement towards the Soviet Union.
In striving to work out an “ideal” formula for compromise
and concessions in the face of Soviet expansion and
threats, some people have dished up such proposals as
the “Sonnenfeldt doctrine” in the fond hope of assuaging
the aggressor’s appetite or at least gaining some respite
for themselves. Others intend to build a so-ealled
“material basis” for peaceful co-operation and the preven-
tion of war by means of big loans, extensive trade, joint
exploitation of resources and exchange of technology.
Still others hope they can divert the Soviet Union to the

- East so as to free themselves from this Soviet peril at

the expense of the security of other countries. But aren’t
all these nostrums just a revamping of what was pre-
viously tried and found totally bankrupt in the history
of war? Did the Munich agreement to sacrifice Czecho-
slovakia, cooked up by Chamberlain, Daladier and com-
pany, stop or slow down the march of the voracious
Hitler? True, Hitler did go east and overrun Poland; but
didn’t he follow this up by turning west to occupy France?
The United States, Britain and France gave Germany
and Japan a shot in the arm by extending aid and loans
to them and selling them war materials. And did they
succeed in saving themselves? Today’s activities are
indeed far more hectic than those before World War II,
what with the SALT talks between the United States and
the Soviet Union, the talks on the reduction of forces in
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nference on European security completely collapse.”™ In a word, if anyone should dar

Central Europe and the

and co-operation. But hasn’t the war crisis in Europe to provoke a world war, he will find hm‘e}f m}?st ?isci;
worsened rather than abated despite the intensified lutely opposed and rebuffed by the p eople ot t te Wa;ci
efforts to keep these conferences going and to make deals? world, including _the people .Of 'h-1s odihnical
Haven’t the |weapons of all kinds installed on both sides complete dgstrgctlon will await him. e et L
of the Eurogpean front ‘grown in' number rather than In. 1968 Chairman Mao S?Z;L.e % tE; o }eionzvs& many
diminished?| The more high-falutin the talk of detente sionists and the U.S. Impenalsts hav

foul and evil things that the revolutionary people the
Woxld over will not let them go unpunished. The ?eople
of all countries are rising. A new historical pfar'md; of
struggle against U.S. imperialism ond S.ovief, revisionism
has begun.”® Today, the world forces fighting the hege-
monism of the two superpowers are growing' in strength,
’ buﬂ&ing as they are the broadest internataona_l united
front. In the van of this united front the socialist coun-

and the more intense the efforts at appeasement, the
greater the danger of war. This is not.alarmist talk. It
is a truth repeatedly borne out by history. It is high
time that these appease‘rjwoke up. i
It war does finally break out, the result will definite-
Iy turn out to be just theropp‘osite of what the war insti-
gators wish.| At present, leach hegemonist power intends

to spring a surprise attack on the other to destroy its war tries stand shoulder to shoulder with the interngtional
capabilities at one blow. | However, this aim is very dif- proletariat. They resolutely expose and oppose the two
ficult to attain because they are both making intensive hegemonists’ policies of aggression and war and‘ sgppqrt
preparations| to forestall just such an attack. As the war the joint efforts of all’ countries and people 'SUbJe_Ct-ed to
drags on, many changes bieyond the calculations and con- superpower threat and aggression. ?hf% countries and
trol of the ftwo hegemor‘lxist powers will take place in people of the third world are waging tlt-for-tat sﬁruggles
various parts of the world. In the meantime the people against the superpowers in order to safeguarfi 'thelr inde-
of all countries will surely avail themselves of the many pendence, sovereignty and security. The pohﬁlcal awaré—
opportunities that will grise to organize wars against ness of the people of the first and- _secopd wocri-lds 12
aggression. | And these raging wars against aggression growing, and they are unfoldl;ng a struggle in l‘;efié
cannot be stamped out. |[In the end, through prolonged forms against the two he.gemom'sts. The 4C°unt,_me§ go ot
and concerted efforts the people will definitely be able second world are unfolding their struggle agaglls- S vfe%
to wipe out the war instigators. As Chairman Mao point- and U.S. control, and p‘artlcularly. agalllnst et' oor:]ler
ed out, “If the imperialists insist on launching a third Union’s threats of war, and they have shown a stronge
world war, it is certain that several huy illion . § e : s -
[people] will t-sur,n t¢ soc alﬁssrz, rand ‘;Eg:neih%?;ihzzlinzz % Mao Tsetung, “On the Correct Handling of Contradictions

3 s Among the People,” Selected Works of Mao Tsetung, Vol. V. 7
be much room left on earth for the imperialists; it is % From Chairman Mao's telegrain to the Albanian leaders, Sep-
also likely that the whole structure of imperialism will _ tember 17, 1968, i W
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All this points to the fact that

world: against the two hegemonist
, this main trend increasingly
the correctness of Chairman Mao’s theory of

the differentiation of the three worlds and to its power

as the guid

sible intern

ing congept for the international proletariat

and the people of the world in building the broadest pos-

ational united front against hegemonism.

It has been the cpnsistent revolutionary policy of the
international proletariat|to form the broadest- possible

united fron

t in world-wide revolutionary struggles to

strike at the chief enemy. Lenin taught us: “The more

utmost effort, and most thoroughly, carefully, attentively

powerful ex%'emy can be Qanquished only by exerting the

and skilfull

making use| without fail of every, even the

smallest, ‘rift’ among the enemies, of every antagonism

of interest

ong the bourgeoisie of the various coun-

tries and among the various groups or types of bour-
geoisie within the various countries, and also by taking

advantage

gaining -a mtss ally, eve

vacillating,
who fail to
particle of N

f every, even the smallest, opportunity of
though this ally be temporary,
nstable, unweliable and conditional. Those
understand this, fail to understand even a

arxism, or of scientific, modern Socialism in

general,”®

The revolutipnary experience of the prole-

tariat and the oppressed nations has time and again

shown that

81y, I. Leni

der,” Collecteq Works, [Vol. 31.
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those who dorrectly apply this policy can

n, “‘LeftrWing] Communism — An Infantile Disor-

L

muster a mighty reveolutionary army of the masses In
their millions upon millions to concentrate the atfack cn
the chief enemy and triumph in the revolution. Going
against this policy can only drive to the side of the enemy
those forces which could have been won over, swell the
enemy’s ranks, isolate oneself and consequently condemn
the revolution to failure.

The formation of an international united front
against the two hegemonist powers has been viciously
maligned by the Soviet revisionist renegade clique as
“forming military-political blocs and alliances with the
imperialists and all the other reactionaries.”® Such
calumny only goes to prove the correctness of this policy
in an indirect way. This clique are mortally afraid that
the people of the world will wield the revolutionary
magic weapon of the united front to deal with them. So
they vainly resort to pseudo-revolutionary phraseology in
order to entice the revolutionary people into practising
closed-doorism. This practice of rejecting allies is nothing
new to the Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese
people. On the eve of the War of Resistance Against
Japan, it was sharply criticized by Chairman Mao. He
pointed out: “The tactics of closed-doorism are, on the
contrary, the tactics of the regal isolationist. Closed-
doorism just ‘drives the fish into deep waters and the
sparrows into the thickets,” and it will drive the millions
upon millions of the masses, this mighty army, over to
the enemy’s side, which will certainly win his acclaim.”®
Chairman Mao’s criticism of closed-doorism was warmly
supported by - the whole Chinese people. But the

8 The Soviet journal Kommunist, No. 12, 1975.

8 Mao Tsetung, “On Tactics Against Japanese Imperialism,”
Selected Works of Mao Tsetung, Vol. I
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Trotskyites came| out

and attacked it, slandering the

Chinese Communist Party’s policy of the anti-Japanese
national united front as “a ‘united front’ with bureau-

crats, politicians, °
ple,” as “giving up

thinker Liu Hsun hit
denounced them by say
loftier thg
~ what’s mo
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welcome, |Hence 1 fear
and slip to the filthi
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Chinese people an
the Chinese people
Today when we
Lenin, Chairman N

rds and even butchers of the peo-
class stand,” and so on. Our great
the nail on the head when he
ing, “Your ‘theory’ is indeed much
r. Mao Tsetung and others, and,
igh up in the sky, while theirs is
mirable as such loftiness is, it will
vhat the Japanese aggressors will
that it will tumble from the sky
spot on earth. . . . I want to remind
ory will not be welcomed by the

hat your behaviour runs counter to

sent-day standards of morality.”®
ad these incisive statements by
ond Lu Hsun, don’t we feel that

they are sharp swords piercing the Soviet revisionist ren-

egades to the hearf?

Much importance is -attached to Chairman Mao’s
theory of the differentiation of the three worlds by the

foreces ranged against

the superpowers throughout the

world. Why? Because) first, this theory gives immense
confidence| to the international proletariat and the people

of the socialist countrie
the essential relations

5 and enables them to see clearly

ourselves, our friends a

ips between the three forces-—
nd our enemies — in the present-

day world and visualize their eventual victory in the
struggle against imperialism and hegemonism and the

triumph of communism.

#Lu Hs{m',. “Reply fto a.Letler from the Trotskyites,” Collected

Works, Vol. |6.
i

Second, this theory gives .

immense confidence to the masses and countries of the
third world and enables them to realize their own gigantc
strength; it enables them to see that in their struggle ther
not only enjoy the sure support of the socialist countries
and the international proletariat and the solidarity of the
people of the first and second worlds, but they can to a
certain extent also obtain ce~operation from the countries
of the second world and take advantage of the contradic-

‘tions between the two superpowers. Third, this theory

not only holds out high hopes to the people of the first
and second worlds, but shows the way ahead for all the
political forces of the second world striving to safeguard
state sovereignty and national survival under the menace
of aggression by the two superpowers. In a word, this
thecry is powerful because it accords with the objective
realities of world politics and illuminates the bright future
of mankind. -

Chairman Mao always pinned high hopes on the peo-
ple of all countries. He said that “the masses of the Soviet
people and of Party members and cadres are good, that .
they desire revolution and that revisionist rule will not
last long.”® On another occasion he said, “I place great
hopes in the American people.”® With regard to the
Japanese people Chairman Mao said, “Tertuous as is the
road of struggle, the prospects for the Japanese, people
are bright.”® In a talk with personages from Africa and
Latin America he pointed out: “We all stand on the same

% Mao Tsetutig, Speéch at the Ehlarged Session of the Working
Conference of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China, January 30, 1962,

8 From a talk by Chairman Mao in December 1970.

8 From a talk by Chairman Mae with friends from Japan, Peo-
ple’s Daily, October 8, 1961.
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front and --leed to unite
“The people of the wor

|
with and support each other.”
ld, including the people of the

United States, are our friends.”®® Obviously, by the peo-
ple of the world Chairman Mao meant, first and foremost,

the international proletariat.
More than a century ago, Marx and Engels, the great

teachers of the world pr
in the Manifesto of the

nletarian revolution, pointed out
Communist Party: “What the

bourgeoisie, therefore, produces, above all, are its own

grave-diggers,”® To ac

wars, the international p

complish its historic rmission of

burying the capitalist system which engenders world

roletariat must do its utmost to

build, consolidate and expand an international united

front againgt the Soviet

and U.S. hegemonists and play

to the full its role as the core of the united front. Marx
and Engels said, “The Communists fight for the attain-
ment of the immediate aims, for the enforcement of the

momentary | interests of

the working class; but in the

movement of the present, they also represent and take

care of the future of that movement.”® Victory in the

the international proletariat’s struggle for socialism and

world-wide| struggle aga?s‘é hegemonism and victory in

communism are identical as far as fundamental interests
are co,nc.ern!ed. Capitalﬂm has reached the stage of im-
perialism which is morikgund and decaying, and the two

superpowers, their hands
inextricably caught|in th

8 From a talk by Chairma
delegations gnd representaf
and African countries and r

8 K. Marx and F. Engels,
Collected Works of Karl Ma

90 Thid. ‘

8

dripping with blood, are already
e net they themselves have cast

n Mao with trade union and women’s
ives from fourteen Latin-American
egions, People’s Duily, May 4, 1960.
‘Manifesto of the Communist Party,”
rx and Frederick Engels, Vol. 4.

over the world. The day is not far off when the internz-
tional proletariat, the grave-diggers of the bourgecisie
together with their close ally, the oppressed people and
nations, will shake off their chains and win the whole
world for themselves.

Proletarians and the oppressed nations of the world,
unite! All countries subjected to aggression, interference,
control, subversion and bullying by the two hegemon-
ist powers, unite! Victory belongs to the people of all
countries fighting the two hegemonist powers, the Soviet
Union and the United States!
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