S E AR N
A GREAT VICTORY FOR LENINISM

(X % *f 8

b e

W% O g



AR (ARBID —hosTAeEEAmARRE
RS B AR 9268 AR — MoK AR BB,

Pl Rt kR
DT RENEEE
(% » H)
B OEER
B OB OB OH om oM M
RPN R
CIE 0 - ) MR ol 5 ol 6 T GE B 2 55 107 45)
FEBEILEATTRRRT B EDEEE
HOE R B R B %

%—H8: 9017 - 603

1965410 HTHR T 787x 1092 1/32
19654 10 AR L RBIR  F 24 TF ’
o 1}6 A%k 1—i19,7508

ER (9,014 E




Ml X X B KB R
ARG L A
G fe T
A GREAT VICTORY FOR LENINISM

—In Commemoration of
the 956th anniversary of the birth of Lenin
(Hongge Editorial, No. 4, 1965)
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April 22 this year was the 95th anniversary of the
birth of the great Lenin.

Speaking at a ceremony in commemoration of! a rev-
olutionary, Lenin said that, in honouring the memory of
revolutionaries, Marxists explained the tasks lying ahead,?
unlike those persons who, with ulterior motives,® used
flowery words and vulgar eulogies to tell lies and deceive
the people. In honouring the memory of Lenin teday, our
principal task is to defend* firmly the revelutionary theses® of
Leninism, oppose the distortion of Leninism by the modern
revisionists, and link the struggle against modern revisionism
closely with the struggle against imperialism, particularly U.S.
imperialism.

In commemorating the 90th anniversary in 1960 of
Lenin’s birth, we raised aloft the banner of Leninism,
directed our attention to” the ideological chaos created by
the modern revisionists in the international communist
movement, and published three articles, one of which was
entitled “Long Live Leninism!” In these articles we laid
stress on’” elucidating the problems of imperialism, war
and peace, the national-liberation movement, proletarian
revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat, all in
the light of® the fundamental theses of Leninism and the
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actual situation in the modern world, and we proved that
Leninism, far from becoming “outmoded”! as the modern
revisionists ranted,?2 had shown ever more clearly® its
enormous vitality. Although at that time we did not yet
openly criticize Khrushchov and the leadership of the
CPSU,* the views expressed in the three articles were
diametrically opposed to the tissue of absurdities® spread
by the Khrushchov revisionists.

Our three articles roused the livid hatred of® the
Khrushchov revisionists and scared the living daylights
out of them.” They launched unbridled attacks on® our
points of view by publishing many articles and speeches
and using all manner of sordid® and shameless tricks. The
upshot of all this, however, was that the true face of the
Khrushchov revisionists was still more clearly exposed to
the world. Together withl® the revolutionary Marxist-
Leninists in other countries, we mnaturally had to carry
further the resolute struggle against!* these renegades from
Marxism-Leninism, against this adverse current in the in-
ternational communist movement.

Khrushchov fell.

The new leadership of the CPSU declared again and again
that they would faithfully continue to implement Khrushehov’s
fully developed revisionist line and practise Khrushchovism
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without Khrushchov.! They have continued to stand in op-
position to all revolutionary Marxist-Leninists and to this day
have not stopped using every available means? to slander and
attack the fundamental Leninist theses we expounded in “Long
Live Leninism!” and the two other articles.

It is five years now since those three articles were pub-
lished. What have these five years proved? Time has
given a verdict® which is absolutely just. These five years
have proved conclusively? that our views were completely
correct.

It would take much space to deal with all the prob-
lems expounded in the three articles; we shall therefore
take up just a few of them. ’

First, the problem of the nature of imperialism.

In the name of® “creative development”, the Khru-
shchov revisionists completely distorted Lenin’s theory of
imperialism. They maintained that the nature of imperial-
ism had changed and denied that imperialism was the
source of war in modern times. They spread the notion
that® the ruling clique of U.S. imperialism and its chief-
tains “do not hope for war” and “worry about ensuring
peace just as we do”.” They gave great publicity to® the
point that “already in our time, the practical possibility
is being created of banishing war from the life of society
finally and for ever” and predicted that 1960. would be
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the year in which the world would start to become “a
world without weapons, without armed forces and without
wars”.

In opposition tot the Khrushchov revisionists, we
pointed out in “Long Live Leninism!” that “the nature of
imperialism cannot change” and that “so long as? capital-
ist imperialism exists in the world, the sources and possi-
bility of war will remain”. We also declared that U.S.
imperialism was the main force of aggression and war in
the present era’® and the most ferocious enemy of the
people all over the world.

The past five years have proved that the statements
of the modern revisionists headed by Khrushchov alleging
that* the nature of imperialism could change and had
changed had the sole purpose ot® serving U.S. imperialism
and paralysing the will of the revolutionary people.

Though they have roused resolute opposition from the
world’s people and suffered defeat everywhere, the U.S.
imperialist policies of aggression and war have not in the
least changed; instead, they are being intensively applied. In
Asia, Africa and Latin America, U.S. imperialism is using
every means to step up® its suppression of the national-
liberation movements and massacring great numbers of
people. In south Viet Nam,” in particular; U.S. imperial-
ism has launched its utterly inhuman® “special warfare”,®
shipped in* its own troops and those* of its flunkeys, used

G step up jnfk; fp@l. 7. Viet Nam ['vjet 'nem, -‘na:m]: &EF. 6]
BYER, Vietnam. 8, utterly inhuman: KA ¥, 9. “spesial warfare”:
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all kinds of new weapons and recklessly spread the flames
of war to north Viet Nam.

Stepping up the prosecution of its war policy, U.S.
imperialism has not carried out' general and complete
disarmament as the illusions of the modern revisionists led
them to expect, but has intensified its general and com-
plete arms expansion. U.S. military expenditure has reached
a peace-time peak and greatly exceeds the level reached
during the Korean war. Although the modern revisionists
have tried almost to the point of nausea? to present them
in an attractive light,® the representatives of U.S. impe-
rialism — whether Eisenhower, Kennedy or Johnson —
have themselves repeatedly proclaimed that the United
States “has the coumage to risk war” and that it is ready
to fight any war, total or limited, nuclear or conventional,
big or small.

Can these facts be taken to show that the aggressive
nature of imperialism has changed even one iota?* Is this
the way the chieftains of imperialism “worry about ensur- .
ing peace” and “do not wish war”? Can it be said® we
are entering that ideal world, “a world without weapons,
without armed forces and without wars”? o

Now, under the pressure of circumstances® and in order
to continue to deceive the people, Khrushechov’s suceessors,
the new leadership of the CPSU, have to put on a show” and

SXBE...IE> 6. under the pressure of cireumstaneces: FERWHES T,
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. 7. to put on a show: i5J:fEss. :XE put on ¢ “IBH”. “HH" M. w,
put on airs T )
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hypoeritically shout a few anti-imperialist slogans. But, again
playing the old Khrushehov tunes, they Kkeep on lavishing
praises on! U.S. imperialism, and used sueh pleasant words as
“sensible”, ‘“reasonable”, “restrained”, ‘sober”, and so on to
pay tribute to Johnson. They also vigorously spread the idea
that? the Soviet Union and U.S. imperialism can set “examples
for each other” on the question of redueing military expendi-
tures.

Worthy of special attention is the faet that now, even
when the U.S. gangsters have thrown off all pretence on the
Viet Nam question and fully exposed their imperialist nature,
the modern revisionists are doing all they ecan® to ecover up
for: the United States. The slight difference between them and
Khrushehov is that Khrushehov was muech too stupid while
they are a bit more subtle. Khrushechov openly talked non-
sense, saying that the Bac Bo Gulf ineident® was not aggres-
sion by U.S. imperialism but had been provoked by China and
Viet Nam. These words of an aeccomplice were so similar to
those® of the master that they were of ne value at all’ and no
one believed them. The present leadership of the CPSU have
apparently learned the lesson and now use another refrain.®
They spread rumours and slanders everywhere that the United
States has been encouraged in its aggression against Viet Nam
because the Chinese Communist Party has undermined the unity
of the socialist camp and the unity between China and the
Soviet Union. In the first place, such assertions turn the facts

words, H#REE. BREI FN 11, 7. were of no value at all: LA
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upside down.! It is indisputably the Khrushchov revisionists
who?® have undermined the unity of the soeialist eamp and
unity between China and the Soviet Unlon. Moreover, it is
indisputably the Khrushehov revisionists who have encouraged
U.S. imperialist aggression. In substanee, their assertions are
still attempts to absolve the U.S. gangstefs and make it appear
that® the U.S. aggression against Viet Nam arises not from the
nature of imperialism but from some other cause. Those who
spread such ideas are still apologists for U.S. imperialism.
They are the ones who are really eneodrag’ing U.S. aggres-
sion.

Secorid, on the question of so-called “peaceful coexist-
ence” .

In the name of “creative development”, the Khru-
shchov revisionists have gone the whole hog® in tampering®
with Lenin’s policy of peaceful coexistence. They maintain
that peaceful coexistence means reaching “mutual under-
standing” with imperialism, “adapting to one another”,
“compromising with one another” and “accommodating one
another”. They say that peaceful coexistence is “the cate-
gorical imperative’” of modern times” and “the best and
the sole acceptable way® to solve the vitally important
problems conironting society”. They particularly yearn for®
agreements between the heads of state of the Soviet Union
and the United States “on which mankind’s destinies

['kouig'zistensl: FIZfthb. 5. have gone the whole hog: #IEH: 5324
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