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I. WHAT KIND OF MEETING WAS IT?

The s;:hismatic fiieeting contrived by! the new leadership
of the CPSU? which inhetited the mantle of Khrushchov was
finally held from March 1 to 5, 19653 On March 10 a state-
ment entitled “Communique? of the Consultative Meeting of
Rcbresentati’ves of Communist and Workers’ Parties in Moscow”
was ‘issued. ‘ : i

- After making Herculean _efforts® and combining hard
tactics with soft to knock something together,® the leaders of the
.Cgmmun'ist Party of the Soviet Union finaliy managed to convene
a fragmented meeting. The divisive meeting was quite small and
most unseemly. It was a gloomy and forlorn affair.”

Attending this meeting, besides the Soviet Pafty, were

tepresentatives and -observers of fifteen Parties, plus the two

FBREAEA. XE entitled F[MMTRIFTIGE, B statement,
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Bf##” M, : He knocked boards together and made a bookcase. (fftif5
KBS, e T— 1 Bi.) 7. The divisive [di'vaisiv} meeting was quite
small and most unseemly. It was a gloomy and forlorn alfalr: XFH4IAY
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splinter revisionist factions of Australia and Brazil and the
notorious clique of the renegade Dange, which was also dragged
in to swell the total, adding up to nineteen units in all.t

Of the twenty-six Parties whose attendance was ordered
by the leaders of the CPSU, the seven fraternal Parties of
Albania, China, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Rumania and Viet
Nam firmly refused to take part in the divisive meeting. The
fraternal Marxist-Leninist Parties of Australia, Brazil and India
likewise condemned and opposed the meeting.

The nineteen units in attendance were rent by contradic-
tions and disunity.? Some of them whole-heartedly supported
Khrushchov’s revisionism and splittism; some did so® half-heart-
edly; othets, for reasons they might find it awkward to divulge,
had to attend usder orders to serve as a claque at the show;*
and still others may have temporarily fallen into the trap® from
naiveté. |

No one can deny that this meeting was the selfsame illegal
and schismatic meeting which Khrushchov had ordered to be
held on December 15, 1964 in the CPSU’s letter of July 30,
1964

" People may ask what grounds are there for saying qo?
Didn’t the new leaders of the CPSU postpone the meeting?
Didn't they change its name from a drafting committee meeting
tof a consultative meeting? Didr’t they speak of? unity against
the enemy® and othet good things in the communique?

| HARB--HIEREE. ¢ to(.seryé as a claque [kla:k] -at ithe. show: 2
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#4. B bhave fallen into the .trap: BIATiEE. 6. change..from...to: #...
MHER T lpeak of: WA wﬂ 8. unity against the ememy: g}




MWERELE, FRHFESRET I, §T %3,
BTk ER IS ERR A SR ARE TR, BE, MK
RLE, FEFRFTLMKT HREROEEE XN
xm&%,Ew%%ﬁ%nTﬁ%%ﬁﬁTmE%ﬁﬁéﬁm
e, WEN T, . ]

%#ﬁﬁ%n&*%%ﬁﬁﬁ%% R%%%@ﬁ%%&
E%@éﬁ,uﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%wnmlﬁtﬁw+ET$%
BIFHSRENA RERBRE @,,W”

E—nAEE+~E—+EBﬁ%¢%%¢#¢%%ﬁ# 
o, ZE M RE 5 Ssh SA 3 s 52,26 2 A o, DR 25— FLA
2 AR R GEEED FIB ek "FB ?F%%étf‘ﬁﬁl
IA%@%%%EE%E%%E%M:ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%?ﬁ
%%%ﬁ?&ﬁ%o%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ@héﬁ%%%%ﬁ
%ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ@&ﬁmw¢ﬁ§§§émEMhﬁno@M#
HiR, EEBHTRER, “EREREEE RSN TAILA UK
?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ%%éﬁwiﬁﬁélﬁﬁ

1. wishtul thinking: 588 JUENE. 2. bave taken over: (k)
BB (HAR) UK TSk 8. lock, stoek and Varrel: SR, =
HEE YR, HARLE", SRN=0MERED, R W, BREERE, B
FfeR R AR, St bave taken over. 4. dated: (EEFEMN) ...
ffJ. the letter dated November 24, 1964: —AAMES—H=+HEHIE.

6



.

“ By playing tricks, it appeafance the new leaders of the
CPSU made some changes and a number of Khrushchov's
original aims which were based on wishful thinking! have not
been fulfilled. But in essence, the new leaders of the CPSU have
taken over2 Khrushchov's revisionism and splittism lock, stock
and barrel,3 and they carried out his behest for a divisive meeting
very faithfully. Please.consider the following facts:

The new leaders of the CPSU repeatedly declared to us
that the international meeting of fraternal Parties and the
meeting preparatory to it must be linked with the illegal and
schismatic meetings for which Khrushchov issued the order on
July 30, 1964. :

The new leaderts of the CPSU reiterated Khrushchov’s order
in the letter of the Central Committee of the CPSU to the
Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party dated4
November 24, 1964, in the letters addressed to other fraternal
Parties around that time, as well as in the “Announcement on
the Convocation of the Drafting Committee for the Preparation
of the International Conference of the Communist and Workers’
Parties” carried in Pravda on December 12, 19645 They in-
sisted that the preparatory meeting for the- international meeting
of fraternal Parties be held on the basis of the drafting com-
mittee which the leadership of the CPSU had decided on. They
also said that they had reached the conclusion that “the fraternal
Parties which have declared themselves for the convening of the
drafting committee have the right to embark on® practical
pteparations for its meeting”. :

8 cmbd in Praodi on December 12, 1964: ﬂfﬁﬁ*‘n;\wfﬁ+~ﬂ+..
BB «EBE> L. carry-ZBXRE “RIB" (1588 ¥, FHTB carry out
(B167) B carry By SURA. © 6. fo embark on: &FiH1F.
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*-They adhered to and carried out! Khrushchov's order by
telling only the twenty-six Parties —no more and no less—
which had been members of the long defunct drafting committee
of 1960 to attend the meeting.?
_ ‘They adhered to and cartied out- Khrushchav’s order by
insisting on3 convening the meeting no matter how many# Parties
refused to attend. And so® they held the meeting despite the
firm opposition of a number of fraternal Parties and their flat
refusal to participate.

‘They ‘only postponed the meeting because under the circum-
stances they could not do anything else. Nevertheless, in the
manner of a patriarchal party they still issued orders that it
be held on March 1, 1965. And so the meeting began on that
date. : :
On the eve of the meeting they changed its name, giving
it the cloak of a “consultative meeting”. In fact, this change '
of name did not change the nature of the divisive meeting
which had been ordered by Khrushchov.

It. thus became clear that despite their many tricks and
* conjuring feats the new leaders of the CPSU were still peddling
Khrushchov’s old wares. Theit purpose was simply to put up a
false front and inveigle people intoS attending the meeting, iato
acknowledging their status as the patriarchal party, into recogniz-
ing their right to do one thing today and another tomorrow and
to wave their baton, and into fellowiag them down the blind
alley’ of Khrushchov’s revisionism and splittism.

“EBAISPAMREIE". 8 Insisting on: B ﬁ;kTIEiBZFP “E@" B@g
NS 4. no mmer how many: KL/, . and so: Fiut: EUR.
6. mmgle [ln'v: gIJ into m m)\) mgg 7. blind a!l:sy FEMIT,
8.
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- #." "Phings could.not -be plainer.! If the new leaders of the
. GPSU really wanted unity and not a continuation of Khrushchov’s
.&M practice of plotting sham unity and a genuine split, why did
tﬁey not discard the order issued by Khrushchov on July 30,
19647 Why did they come out with? another letter on Novem-
ber 24, 1964? And why could they not accept the advice of
fraternal Parties, abandon this illegal schismatic meeting, change
their direction and make a fresh start??

Indeed, if the new leaders of the CPSU had not been
determined to carry out Khrushchov revisionism after Khrush-
chov’s fall, they could have very well used that fine opportunity
- and made a start by abandoning the divisive meeting and thus
shown a desire to eliminate the differences and strengthen unity
on a new basis.# We sincerely hoped that the new leaders of
the CPSU would make use of that fine opportunity and seek new
ways to eliminate the differences and strengthen unity in conjunc-
tion with us as well as the other Marxist-Leninist Parties,

But what did we get instead? When the Chinese Party and
Government Delegation made contact with5 the new leaders of
the CPSU in Moscow in 1964 during the anniversary of the
October- Revolution, the latter explicitly stated that there was
not a shade of8 difference between themselves and Khrushchov
on the question of the international communist movement and
in their attitude towards China. They obdurately held to their
stand on an illegal schismatic meeting. What is more,’ the plan
for the divisive meeting which Khrushchov had not had time
to fulfil was carried through® by his successors.

. It is now possible for pcople to see more clearly that these

8. not a shade of: .. WETHEH; —#h—%. 1KH. 7 what is more:
M. MEEAE BETRS. & was carried through: #EAL HLH.
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' "new leaders of the CPSU bad to oust Khrushchov, not because
ithey had any difference of principle with him, but because
.Khrushehov had become too odious and had been too stupid in
-some of his practices and because Khrushchov himself had'be-
come a serious obstacle to the catrying out of Khrushchov revi-
sionism. In replacing Khrushchov they simply changed the
signboard and employed more cunning methods and subterfuges
in order the better! to push through? and develop Khrushchovism
and to carry out the general line of revisionism, great-power
chauvinism3 and splittism which Khrushchov had put forward at
the 20th Congress of the CPSU, systematized at its 22nd
Congress and embodied in the Programme of the CPSU.

II. WHAT ARE THE DEEDS OF THE
NEW LEADERS OF THE CPSU?

Of late* the new leaders of the CPSU have uttered quite
a few fine words,5 and the communique of this divisive meeting
is also larded with many high-sounding hypocritical phrases,
such as ogpose imperialism”, “support Viet' Nam against U.S.
imperialism”, “support the national liberation movement”,
“support the people’s revolutions in various countries”, “unity
against the enemy” and “concerted action”. The new ledders
of the CPSU have taken over certain slogans advanced by the
Marxist-Leninists® in an attempt to create the illusion that they
have changed somewhat and taken a  stand - ditfering from
Khrushchov’s revisionism and splittism.

What a stnkmg similarity there is here to? the adopﬂon by

?Mﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂfmﬁ ﬁi“ﬁ‘ﬁ admoed Blﬂiﬁ‘ﬁﬁiﬁ. i ﬂngs
what & striking similarity there is here to...: XF].. gggmﬁwmﬂz
&bt here # to BLFH—BESLIF (the adoption...the CPSUI).

1B



-

=, AR AR, MR, AR,
SRRRRS, 2 EHERE, FAREEHE, X RRHRE,
KRZ SRR SR, KA BRAR KSR REWEEY,
AR %% 0 BRBHE, RURFEENE BERETI
FHMSFRFREXITAK N, TR, RRL S RAR,
RER KA RBRGES, DB ANREEE X EEXY
MEEAR DR, KA IR E—OEHE, HR, REFREE,
RMEBEENTEXE, RIAEERE S ES X sEg
| sEH.
; 5 A X KT RN, B Btk FA — A A
‘ B AR RN, TR 807 % s FRA A R il
i TR H AR R E R A"D, L R
s, ERNEA RN EH OB T MR KE B RS
FRABKAFE, BEMAMESNEEREMNE SRR
FR®, I
mﬁﬁ4ﬁw,&ﬁﬂé~§ﬁ#%ﬁ@&ﬁ%ﬁ%#@

1, — these slogans and sehemes of Khrushehov's: gk u%gzm
2. X@ BEM Peaceful coexistence B jelnt efforts to oppose China &5
-+NMEEN BIEE, R R LA R L IBER LR TRER, SBIRENE
FRENRBRT—ENEERE EX0REEEE. 2. alove feast: B,
3. exchanging information and working in ¢ommon against...: iy, 3t
BRHN.. . XHPDEHEFREREEELE bave joined in a fove feast. %R

4




