TWO DIFFERENT LINES
ON THE QUESTION OF
WAR AND PEACE

COMMENT ON THE OPEN LETTER OF
THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE CPSU (V)

FOREIGN LANGUAGES PRESS
PEKING



TWO DIFFERENT LINES
ON THE QUESTION OF
WAR AND PEACE

-~ COMMENT ON THE OPEN LETTER OF -
THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE CPSU (V)

by the Editorial Departments of Renmin Ribao
(People’s Daily) and Hongqi (Red Flag)

November 19, 1963

FOREIGN LANGUAGES PRESS
PEKING 1963 .




TERP SRR FFEREE R
FAFHIAREIAFE

A INRICHE AR F65E0)
19634 8 — it
#55: (%)3050—785
00033

3—E—573p



Printed in the People’s Republic

of China




E whole world is discussing the question of war and
peace.”

The criminal system of imperialism has brought upon
the people of the world numerous wars, including two
disastrous world wars. Wars launched by imperialism
have caused the people heavy suffering, but have also
educated them.

Since World War II, people everywhere have been vig-
orously demanding world peace. More and more people
have come to understand that to defend world peace it
is imperative to wage struggles against the imperialist
policies of aggression and war.

Marxist-Leninists throughout the world are duty bound
to treasure the peace sentiments of the people and ‘to
stand in the forefront of the struggle for world peace.
They are duty bound to struggle against the imperial-
ists’ policies of aggression and war, to expose their decep-
tions and defeat their plans for war. They are duty
bound to educate the people, raise their political con-
sciousness and guide the struggle for world peace in the
proper direction. :

In contrast to the Marxist-Leninists, the modern revi-
sionists help the imperialists to deceive the people, divert
the people’s attention, weaken and undermine their
struggle against impegialism and cover up the imperial-
ists’ plans for a new world war, thus meeting the needs
of imperialist policy. :

' The Marxist-Leninist line on the question of war and
peace is diametrically opposed to the revisionist line.
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The Marxist-Leninist line is the correct line conducive
to the winning of world peace. It is the line consistently
upheld by all Marxist-Leninist parties, including the
Communist Party of China, and by all Marxist-Leninists.

The revisionist line is a wrong line which serves to
increase the danger of a new war. It is the line gradually -
developed by the leaders of the CPSU since its -20th
Congress.

On the question of war and peace many lies slandering
the Chinese Communists have been fabricated in the
Open Letter of the Central Committee of the CPSU and
in numerous statements by the leaders of the CPSU, but
these cannot conceal the essence of the differences.

In what follows we shall analyse the main differences
between the Marxist-Leninist and the modern revisionist
lines on the question of war and peace.

THE LESSONS OF HISTORY

Ever since capitalism evolved into imperialism, the
question of war and peace has been a vital one in the
struggle between Marxism-Leninism and revisionism.

Imperialism is the source of wars in modern times. The
imperialists alternately use a deceptive policy of peace
and a policy of war. They often cover their crimes of
aggression and their preparations for a new war with
lies about peace.

Lenin and Stalin tirelessly called upon the people
of all countries to combat the peate frauds of the im-
perialists.

Lenin said that the imperialist governments “pay lip
service to peace and justice, but in fact wage annexa-
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tionist and predatory wars”. (Lenin, Selected Works,
FLPH, Moscow, 1952, Vol. II, Part 1, p. 332.)

Stalin said that the imperialists “have only one aim in
resorting to pacifism: to dupe the masses with high-
sounding phrases about peace in order to prepare for a
new war”. (Stalin, Works, FLPH, Moscow, 1953, Vol. VI,
p. 297.) He also said:

Many think that imperialist pacifism is an instru-
ment of peace. That is absolutely wrong. Imperial-
ist pacifism‘is an instrument for the preparation of war
and for disguising this preparation by hypocritical talk
of peace. Without this pacifism and its instrument, the
League of Nations, preparation for war in the condi-
tions of today would be impossible. (Ibid., Vol. XI,
p. 209.)

In contrast to Lenin and Stalin, the revisionists of the
Second International, who were renegades from the
working class, helped the imperialists to deceive the peo-
ple and became their accomplices in unleashing the two
World Wars.

Before. World War I, the revisionists represented by
Bernstein and Kautsky endeavoured by hypocritical talk
about peace to paralyse the revolutionary fighting will of
the people and cover up the imperialist plans for a world
war.

As World War I was breaking out, the old revisionists
speedily shed their peace masks, sided with their respec-
tive imperialist governments, supported the imperialist
war for the redivision of the world, voted for military
appropriations in parliament, and incited the working
. class of their own countries to plunge into the war and
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slaughter their class brothers in other couniries under
the hypocritical slogan of “defending the motherland”;

When the imperialists needed an armistice in their
own interests, the revisionists typified by Kautsky tried
to poison people’s minds and to oppose revolution by such
glib talk as “nothing would make me happier than a
conciliatory peace based on the principle, ‘Live and let
live’ 2 '

After World War I, the renegade Kautsky and his suc-
cessors became-still more brazen trumpeters of the im-
perialists’ peace frauds.

The revisionists of the Second International spread- a
pack of lies on the question of war and peace.

1. They prettified imperialism and turned the minds
of the people away from their struggles. Kautsky said,
“. . . the danger to world peace from imperialism is only
slight. The greater danger appears to come from the
national strivings in the East and from the various dicta-
torships.’? Thus people were asked to believe that the
source of war was not imperialism but the oppressed
nations of the East and the Soviet state, the great bulwark
cof peace.

2. They helped the imperialists cover up the danger
of a new war and blunted the fighting will of the people.
Kautsky said in 1928, “If today you keep on talking
loudly about the dangers of imperialist war, you are
relying on a traditional formula and not on present-day
considerations.”® Old revisionists of his brand described

1 Kautsky, National Problems, Russian ed.

2 Kautsky, The Question of Defence and Social-Democracy, in
German,

3 Ibid.



those believing in the inevitability of imperialist wars as
“committed to a fatalistic conception of history”.!

3. They intimidated the people with the notion that
war would destroy mankind. Kautsky said, “. : : the
next war will riot only bring want and misery, but will
basically put an end to civilisation and, at least in Europe,
will leave behind nothing but smoking ruins and putrefy-
ing corpses.” These old revisionists said, “The last war
brought the entire world to-the brink of the precipice;
the next one would destroy it completely. The mere
preparation for a new war would ruin the world.”®

4. They made no distinction between just and unjust
wars and forbade revolution. Kautsky said in 1914:

. . . in present-day conditions, there is no such thing
as a war which is not a misfortune for nations in gen-
eral and for the proletariat in particular. What we
discussed was the means by which we could prevent a
threatening war, and not which wars are useful and
which harmful.*

He also said:

The yearning for perpetual peace increasingly in=
spires the majority of cultured nations. It temporarily
pushes the essentially great problem of our times into
the background. : : .}

1Haase’s speech on the question of imperialism at the Congress
of the German Social-Democratic Party in Chemnitz, 1912, pub-
lished in the Handbook of the Congress of the Social-Democratic
Party in 1910-1913, Vol. II, in German.

2 Kautsky, “Preface to War and Democracy”, in German.

3 Resolution on the League of Nations, adopted by the Berne
Conference of the Socialist International in 1919, Russian ed.

4 Kautsky, Social-Democracy in War, in German.
5 Kautsky, “Preface to War and Democracy”’, in German.
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5. They propagated the theory that weapons decide
everything and they opposed revolutionary armed
struggle. Kautsky said:

As has been often stated, one of the reasons why the
coming revolutionary struggles will more rarely be
fought out by military means lies in the colossal supe-
riority in armaments of the armies of modern states
over the arms which are at the disposal of “civilians”
and which usually render any resistance on the part of
the latter hopeless from the very outset.!

6. They spread the absurd theofy that world peace
can be safeguarded and equality of nations achieved
through disarmament. Bernstein said: )

Peace on earth and good will to all men! We should
not pause or rest and must attend to the unhindered
advance of society towards prosperity in the interests
of all, towards equality of rights among nations through
international agreement and disarmament.?

7. They spread the fallacy that the money saved from
disarmament can be used to assist backward countries.
Kautsky said:

. . . the lighter the burden of military expenditures

~ in Western Europe, the greater the means available for
building railways in China, Persia, Turkey, South Amer-
ica etc., and these public works are a far more effec-.

1 Kautsky, “A Catechism of Social-Democracy”, in German.

2 Bernstein’s speech -on the question of disarmament at the
Congress of the, German Social-Democratic Party in Chemnitz,
1912, published in the Handbook of the Congress of the Social-
Democratic Party in 1910-1913, Vol. II, in German.
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tive means of promoting industrial development than
the building of dreadnoughts.!

8. They submitted schemes for the “peace strategy”
of the imperialists. Kautsky said:

The nations of civilised Europe (and likewise the
Americans) can maintain peace in the Near and Far
East more effectively through their economic and in-
tellectual resources than through ironclads and planes.?

9. They extolled the League of Nations which was
controlled by the imperialists. Kautsky said:

The mere existence of the League of Nations is it-
self already a great achievement for the cause of peace.
It represents a lever for the preservation of peace such
as no other institution can offer.?

10. They spread the -illusion that reliance could be
placed on U.S. imperialism to defend world peace.
Kautsky said:

Today the United States is the strongest power in
the world and will make the League of Nations irresist-
ible as soon as it works inside it or with it to prevent
war.*

Lenin ruthlessly exposed the ugly features of Kautsky
and his ilk. He pointed out that the pacifist phrases of
the revisionists of the Second International were only

1Kautsky, “Once More on Disarmament”, in German.

2 Kautsky, The Question of Defence and Social-Democracy, in
German.

3 Ibid.
4 Rautsky, Socialists and War, in German.
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“3 solace to the people, a means which makes it easier

for the governments to bring about the docility of the

people in further imperialist slaughter!” (Lenin, Collected

Works, 4th Russian ed., Moscow, Vol. XXIII, p. 224.)
Stalin pointed out:

And the most important thmg in all this is that
Social-Democracy is the main channel of imperialist
pacifism within the working class — consequently, it
is capitalism’s main support among the working class
in preparing for new wars and intervention. (Stalin,
op. cit.,, Vol. XI, p. 210.)

Even a cursory comparison of Comrade Khrushchov’s
statements on the question of war and peace with those
of Bernstein, Kautsky and others shows that there is
nothing new in his views, which are a mere reproduction
of the revisionism of the Second International.

On the question of war and peace, which has a vital
bearing on the destiny of mankind, Khrushchov is fol-
lowing in the footsteps of Bernstein and Kautsky. As
history shows, this is a road extremely dangerous to
world peace.

In order effectively to defend world peace and prevent
a new world war, Marxist-Leninists and peace-loving
people all over the world must reJect and oppose Khru-
shchov’s erroneous line.

THE GREATEST FRAUD

There is no bigger lie than the designation of the arch
enemy of world peace as a peace-loving angel,



Since World War II, U.S. imperialism, stepping into
the shoes of the German, Italian and Japanese fascists,
has been endeavouring to set up a vast world empire such
as has never been known before. The “global strategy” of
U.S. imperialism has been to grab and dominate the in-
termediate zone lying between the United States and the
socialist camp, put down the revolutions of the oppressed
peoples and nations, proceed to destroy the socialist coun-
tries, and thus to dominate the whole world.

In the eighteen years since the end of World War II,
in order to realize its ambition of world domination, U.S.
imperialism has been carrying on aggressive wars or
counter-revolutionary armed interventions in various
parts of the world and has been actively preparing for a
new world war..

It is obvious that imperialism remains the source of
modern wars and that U.S. imperialism is the main force
of aggression and war in the contemporary world. This
has been clearly affirmed in both the 1957 Declaration
and the 1960 Statement.

Yet the leaders of the CPSU hold that the chief repre-
sentatives of U.S. imperialism love peace. They say that
a “reasonable” group has emerged capable of soberly
assessing the situation. And Eisenhower and Kennedy
are representatives of this “reasonable” group.

Khrushchov praised Eisenhower as one who “enjoys
the absolute confidence of his people”, who “has a sincere
desire for peace” and who “also worries about ensuring
peace just as we do”.

Now Khrushchov praises Kennedy as even  better
qualified to shoulder the responsibility of preserving
world peace than was Eisenhower. He showed “solici-
tude for the preservation of peace”, and it is reasonable
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to expect him to “create reliable conditions for a peaceful
life and creative labour on earth”.

Khrushchov works as hard as the revisionists of the
Second International at telling lies about imperialism and
prettifying it.

The Open Letter of the Central Committee of the CPSU

" asks those who do not believe in these lies: “Do they

really think that all bourgeois governments lack all
reason in everything they do?”’

Obviously, the leaders of the CPSU ignore the ABC of
Marxism-Leninism. In a class society there is no reason
that can transcend class. The proletariat has proletarian
reason and the- bourgeoisie bourgeois reason. Reason
connotes that one must be good at formulating policies
in the fundamental interests of one’s own class and at
taking actions according to one’s basic class stand. The
reason of Kennedy and his like lies in acting according
to the fundamental interests of U.S. monopoly capital,
and it is imperialist reason.

At a time when the international balance of class forces
is becoming increasingly unfavourable to imperialism and
the U.S. imperialist policies of aggression and war are
meeting with constant setbacks, the U.S. imperialists
have to disguise themselves more frequently under the
cloak of peace.

It is true that Kennedy is rather clever at spinning
words about peace and employing peace tactics. But as
with his war policy, Kennedy’s deceptive peace policy
serves the “global strategy” of U.S. imperialism.

Kennedy’s “strategy of peace” aims at unifying the
whole world into the “world community of free nations”
rooted in U.S. imperialist “law and justice”.

The main points of Kennedy’s “strategy of peace” are:
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To promote U.S. neo-colonialism in Asia, Africa and
Latin America by peaceful means;

To penetrate and dominate other imperialist and cap-
italist countries by peaceful means;

To encourage by peaceful means the socialist coun-
tries to take the Yugoslav road of “peaceful evolution”;

To weaken and undermine by peaceful means the
struggle of the people of the world against imperialism.

In his recent speech at the United Nations General As-
sembly, Kennedy arrogantly announced the following
conditions for peace between the United States and the
Soviet Union: :

(1) The German Democratic Republic must be in-
corporated into West Germany.

(2) Socialist, Cuba must not be allowed to- exist.

(3) The socialist countries in Eastern Europe must
be given “free choice”, by which he means that capital-
ism must be restored in these countries.

(4) The socialist countries must not support the revo-
lutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations.

To attain their aims by “peaceful means” wherever
possible has been a customary tactic of imperialists and
colonialists.

Reactionary classes always rely on two tactics to
maintain their rule and to carry out foreign aggrandize-
ment. One is the tactic of priest-like deception, the other
that of butcher-like suppression. Intperialism always
employs its deceptive policy of peace and its policy of
war to reinforce each other, and they are complementary.
The reason of Kennedy, who is the representative of U.S.
monopoly capital, can express itself only in a more cun-
ning use of these two tactics.
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Violence is always the main tactic of reactionary ruling
classes. Priest-like deception plays only a supplemen-
tary role. Imperialists always rely on’ positions of
strength to carve out their spheres of influence. Kennedy
has made this point very clear, He said, “In the end,
the only way to maintain the peace is to be prepared in
the final extreme to fight for our country — and to mean
it” Since Kennedy took office, he has followed the
“strategy of flexible response”, which requires the
speedy building of ‘“versatile military forces” and the
strengthening of “all-round power” so that the United
States will be able to fight any kind of war it pleases,
whether a general war or a limited war, whether a nu-
clear war or a conventional war, and whether a large war
or a small war. This mad plan of Kennedy’s has pushed
U.S. arms expansion and war preparations to an un-
precedented peak. Let us look at the following facts
published by official U.S. sources: -

1. The military expenditures of the U.S. Government
have increased from 46,700 million dollars in the fiscal
year 1960 to an estimated 60,000 million dollars in the
fiscal year 1964, the highest total ever in peace time and
greater than during the Korean war.

2. Kennedy recently declared that in the past two
years and more there has been a 100 per cent increase in
the number of nuclear weapons of the U.S. strategic
alert forces and a 45 per cent increase in the number of :
combat-ready army divisions, the procurement of airlift
aircraft has been increased by 175 per cent and there has
been an increase by nearly five times in the “special
guerrilla and counter-insurgency forces”.

3. The U.S. Joint Strategic Target Planning Staff has
mapped out plans for nuclear war against the Soviet
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Union and other secialist countries. Robert S. McNamara,
the U.S. Secretary of Defence, declared at the beginning
of this year:

s s + we have provided, throughout the period under
consideration, a capability to destroy virtually all of
the “soft” [above-ground] and “semi-hard” [semis
protected] military targets in the Soviet Union and a
large number of their fully hardened missile sites, with
an additional capability in the form of a protected
force to be employed or held in reserve for use against
urban and industrial areas.

The United States has strengthened its network of
nuclear missile bases directed against the socialist camp
and has greatly strengthened the disposition of its missile-
equipped nuclear submarines abroad.

At the same time, the troops of the NATO bloc under
U.S. command have pushed eastward this year and ap-
proached the borders of the German Democratic Re-
public and Czechoslovakia.

4. The Kennedy Administration has reinforced its
military dispositions in Asia, Latin America and Africa
and made great efforts to expand the “special forces” of
- its land, sea and air services in order to cope with the
people’s revolutionary movement in those areas. The
United States has turned southern Viet Nam info a prov-
ing ground for “special warfare” and increased its troops
there to more than 16,000. :

5. It has strengthened its war commands. It has set
up a “U.S. Strike Command” which controls a combined
land and air force maintaining high combat readiness in
peace time, so that it can be readily sent to any place
in the world to provoke wars. It has also set up na-
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