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In this last issue of the Bulletin for. 1962 wé have givun a great deal
of ggce over to tho Sino/Russian disputo and moterial relating to this question,
T 8 bocausc this dispute has now bocome the most important polomic gince tho
dayse of the Loft Opposition, Khrushehov has nccused his critics of 'sliding into
Trotekyist positions'! and of acting the way Trotsky would if he were alive. This
is not meroly o question of using tho most damaging swoar words, bu®t is a rcflec-

i@t bf the doop underlying idoelogical difforonces which posc again the quostions
@tho 1920'ss The roots of these difforonces have boon dealt with clsowherc, but
roproduce hore an oxtensivo summary of the latest stotement of the Chincso cases
This boing the Hsinhua summary of the 13,000 article appearing in the Poople's
Daily of 3lst, Docey ontitled tho "Differcncos botweon comrado Togliatii and us."
We have for the purposcs of accurdicy stuck to the Heinhuz tronslstion. Ono is
struck all the way through, cspocially when roading the full article, by the simi-
larity of the Chincse critique of Toglintti's position (rsond Khrushchov) and that
of a Trotskyist eritique., On one important position however woe would difforontiate
ourselves, that of the statement of Jugoslavia being a copitalist stats bacauss
of the policies of the Tito loadership. The Chincso do not make o critique of
the burcaucracy and still rogard Trotsky as a 'ronegado? (sce statoment on 'lotter!
in Tribunc), Howovor?vf% they go no furthor they have provided the loft with an
armoury of arguments against presont-=doy Stalinism, The Summary reodss

"The Poople's Daily of Doccmber 31lst carrios an important editorial
cntitleds "The differences betweon Comrade Togliatti and us.® The oditorial says
that it was not the desire of the Chincsc Communist Party to discuss the differ-
onces in public, but at the recent 10th Congress of the Italian Communist Party,
Comrade Togliatti and certain other comrades in the C.P.I. rudely attacked the
Chincse Communist Party and other fraternal parties on a sarioes of important quoste
ions of principle, and persisted in conducting a public debato. In such circumsta
necos, the oditorial says, "We cannot romain silent but must publicly answer the
attacks on us by Comrade Togliatti and other comrades, nor can we romain silent
about tho views they cxprossed in contravention of tho fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism and of the revolutionary principles of the Moscow doclar-tion
dnd tho Moscow statement but must publtly comment on these viows."

"The editorial analyses tho essonce of the views of Togliatti and cort-
ain other C.P.I. leadors which run countor to Marxism-Leninism. "In the final
analysis", the editorinl stotes, "the stand tokon by Togliatti ond certain other
CoPele leaders boils down to this - the people of tho capitalist countries should
not make revolutions, the opprossed nations should not wage strugzle to win liber-—
ation, and the people of the world should not fight agoinst imperialism. wctually,
all this exactly suits the needs of the imporizclists and the roactionarics.™ The
first scction of the editorial deals with the differcnces botwoen the two parties
on the question of war and peaco. It explains tho consistent stand of the Chingsc
Commnist on this question, and analyses in detoil throo points which aro at issue.

"'On the quostion of how to avert world war and safeguard world poace,
the Chinese Communist Party has consistontly stood for the resolute oxposure of
Jmperialism, for strengthening tho socialist comp, for firm support of the national
liberation movements and the people's rovolutionary struggles, for the broadsst
alliance of all the Peace-~loving countrics and the poople of the world, ard at the
same time, for taking full advantige of the contradictions among our cnemies, gnd
for utilising the method of negotiation as well as other formsz of strurgla. Ths
aim of this stand is precisely tho eoffcetive prevention of world war aand prescrva-
tion of peace. This stand fully conforms with Marxism-Leninism and with *he Mo sgow
doclaration and tho Moscow statoment, It is tho corroct policy for preventing
world war and defending world peacas. We persist in this correct policy proecisely
bocause we are decply convineced that it is possible to prevent world by relying
on the combined struggle of =211 the forces mentioned above.'

"It would simply rosult in a phoney peace or bring about an actual war
for the people of the whole world if you prottify (as translated — Ed. note) imper=
ialism, pin your hopes on pcace on imperialism, toke a passive or negative attitude
towards the national liberation movemonts and peoples revolutionary struggles and
bow down and surrender to imperialiem, as advocated by those who attack the Chinese
Commmnist Party., This policy is wrong and all Harxist-Loninists, all revolutionary
people, all peace-loving peopls must resolutely oppose it, " the editorial says,

' continued over/

I N G T ; ' i



»

Chinese Commun.'st statoment continued/ ,x

"The second scecticn of the editorial deals with the differences on the ()
question of nuclear weapons aind nuclear war in thrce respects. The editorial '
states that the cmergence of nuclsar woapons has not changed and cannot chango the
fundamental Marxist-Loninist theory with regnrd to war and peaco, Thoso who hold
there is no longor any distinction betweoen just and unjust wars either oppose just
wars or refuse to support them, and they have lapscd into the position of bourgec is
pacifism which is opposed to 2ll wars, The editorial opposas the pessimistic and
dospairing tunes voiced by Togliatti and some other people, It pointe out th%?
it is possible to attain a complete ban on nuclear woapons in tho following circug-
stancess the socialist camp has a great nuclear superioritys the psoplals strug@les
in various countries against nuclear weapons and nucloar war become broader and
deepers having further forfeited their nuclear superiority, the imporialists are
compelled to realise that their policy of nuclear blackmail is no longer effeotiy
and that their launching of a nuclear war would only accelerate their owa extinct%

The editorial declares: "The coursc of history nececssarily leads to
the destruction of nuclear weapons by mankind, ~nd will definitely not lead to
the destruction: of mankind by nuclear weapons.," The editorial points out that
the U.S. imporialist policy of nuclear blackmail must bo thoroughly exposed and
that all peace~loving countries and peopls must be mobilised on the most cxtensive
scale to wage on unrelenting fight against every move by the U.S. imperialists in
their plans for aggression and war., "We arc deeply convinced that, by relying on
the united struggle of all the forces of peace, it is possible to frustrate ths
U.S. imperialist policy of nuclear blackmails This is the correct and effective
policy of achieving a ban on nuclear weapons and preventing a nuclear war,™ 1t
Sy Se

The third section of the editorial refutes the misropresentations and
attacks levelled by Togliatti and others ot the Marxist=Leninist thosis that
"Imperialism and all reactionaires arc paper tigorse." The editorial says: "In
comparing imperialism and all reactionarics with paper tigers, comrade Mao Tso—
Tung and the Chinese Communists arc looking at the problem as o whole and from
a long-torm point of view and arclooking at the cessonce of the problem. What is
meant is that, in the final enalysis, it is the people who are really powerful,
not imperialism and the reactionariese Strategically we should despisc all our
encmies, but tactically we should take them all seriously., This also means that
in regard to the whole we should despise the enomy but that in regord to each and
every concrote question wo must toke them seriously,

Comrade Mao Tse-Tung's ocnalysis of imperialism and all reactionaries
is completely in accord with Leonin's analysis., In 1919 Lenin compared the ‘“univeir—
sally mighty" inglo-French imperialism to a "Colossus with fout of clay." "Im
history there have been countless instances proving that imperialism and reaction—
aries are all paper tigers."

The editorial says: "The possession of nuclear weapons by imperialism
hos not changed by one iota tho nature of imperialism, which is rotten to the corc
and declining, inwardly weck though outwardly strongs nor has it changed by ons
iota the basic Marxist-Leninist principle that the masses of the people are the
decigive factor in the developmeont of history. When in his talk with Anna Louise
Strong, Comrade Mao Tso~Tung first put forward the proposition that imperialism
and all reactionaries are paper tigers, the imperialists already had nuclear woap-
ons, In this talk comrads Moo Tse-Tung pointed out "The atom bomb is a paper tiger
which the U.S. reactionarics use to scare people. It looks terrible, but in fact
it isn't, Of course, the atom bomb is a weapon of mass slaughtor, but the cutcome
of a war is deocided by the people, not by one or two new types of woapon,: History
hos proved that even when imperialism is armed with nuclear weapons, it cannot
frighten into submission a revolutionary people who dare to fight. The victory
of the Chinese revolution and the great victories of the peoples of Korca, Viete
nemy Cubay, Algeria and other countrics in thoir revolutionary struggles,; were all
won at a time when U.S, imperialism possessed nuclear weapoiuls. Imperialism hag
always been armed to the tooth and has always been out for the blood of the people,
No matter what kind of tewth imperialism may have, whether guns, tanks, rocket
testh, nuclear touth or any other kind of tcoth that modern science and technology
may provide, its rotten decadent znd paper tiger nature cannot change, In the
final analysis, noithor nuclear testh nor any other kind of teuth can save imperi-
alism from its fate of inevitable extinction., In the ¢nd the nuclear teoth of
imperialism, and whatever other tecth it may havey; will be comsigned by the people
of the world to the musecum of history, toguthor with imperialism itself.

The fourth section of the editorial deals with the differences betwosn
the two parties on the question of peaceful co-oxzistence, It statese: "The Chinese
Communist Party and the Chinese Government havo always stood for peaceful co-
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existence between countrics with differont social systems, China was an initiator
of the well knowm five principles of peaceful co~existence," It pdnts outs "It is
inconceivable that penceful co-existence can be achieved without struggle. It is
still less conceivable that the establishment of peaceful co-existence can elimin—
ateclass struggles in the world arena and can abolish the antagonism between the
two systems, socialism and capitalism, and the antagonism between opprussod nations
and oppressor nations." The editorial addss: "Comrade Togliatti =nd other comrades
have completsly revised Lenin's principles for peacefnl co-existence and discarded
the Marxist-Leninist doctrine of class struggle; in rcality they are substituting
class collaboration. for class struggle on a world scale, advocating the fusion of
the socialist and capitalist systems,"

B The editorial says that Togliatti and certain other people oxtend their

ﬁdea of "“poaceful co—existence™ to cover rolations between the colonial and semi-—

colmial people on the one hand nnd the impoerialists and colonialists on the other.
They are really asking the oppressed nations to "co—exist peacefully™ with their
colonial rulers, and asking them to tolerate colenial rule rather than to rosist
or wage struggles for indepondence, much less to fight wars of national liberation.
It continues: "Togliatti and certain other people extend ides of class collabor—
ation in the international arena to cover VYjoint intervention! in the underdeve~
loped areas.™ It says: "To talk like this is obviously to spread illusions in

the interests of neo—colonialisme™

The editorial points out ¢ "The position tsken by comrade Togliatti
and certain other comrades on the Sino-Indian boundary question reflects their’
point of view on peaceful co-existence, which is that in carrying out this policy
the socialist countries should make one concession after another to the capitalist
countries, should not fight even in self-defence when subjected to armed attacks,
but should surrender their territorial sovereignty.™ It adds that there is nothing
in common between this point of view and the principle of peaceful co-existence
which a socialist country ought to follow,"

On the stand taken by China over the Cuban question, the editorial
stotes: "Vhen the heroie Cuban people and their revolutionary leader, premier
I'idel Castro, resolutely rejocted international inspection as an infringoment om
Cubal!s sovereignty and advanced their five just demands, the Chinese poople held
gigantic mass demonstrations and parades throughout the country in accordance with
their consistent stand for proletarian internationalism and firmly supported the
Cuban people's struggle in defence of their independence, sovereignty and dignitye.
Was there anything wrong in that? Yot sono poopla havo ropoatedly charged China
with creating difficulties in the Caribbean situation and with wanting to plunge
the world into a thermo-nuclear war. This slander against China is most malicious
and most despicables.

How can one possibly interpret the resolutc support which the Chinese
people gave to the Cuban people in their struggle against international inspgetion
and in defence of their sovereignty as meaning that China was opposed to peaceful
co—existence or wanted to plunge others into a thermonuclear war? Does this mean
that China, also, should have applied pressure on Cuba to forco her to accept
international inspoction, and that only by so doing would China have conformed to
this so-called 'peaceful co—existence!? If there are pecople who give verbal support
to Cuba's five demands but are actually opposed to the Chinese pecplels support

for Cuba, are they not merely exposing the hypocrisy of their own support for
Cubals five demands?

The Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese pcople have always maint-—
ained that the course of history is decided by the great strongth of the masses
of their people and not by any weaponse On morc than one occaszion we have made
it clear that we neither called for the establishment of missile bascs in Cuba
nor obstructed the withdrawal of the so-called offensive woapons from Cuba., We
have never considered that it was a Marxist-Leninist attitude to brandish nuclesar
weapons as a way of settling international disputes. Nor have we ever considerod
that the avoidance of a thermonuclear war in the Caribbean crisis was a %funich',
What we did strongly opposc, still strongly oppose and will strongly oppose in the
future is the sacrifice of another country's sovereignty as a means of reaching
a compromise with imporialism. . compromise of this sort can only be regarded as
100% appeascment, a 'Munich! pure and simple. /4 compromise of this sort has not—
hing in common with the policy of peaceful cocxistence of the socialist countries.

The fifth section of the editorial deals with the "“structural reform"
theory of Togliatti and certain other comrades in the Italian Commainist Pariy.
continued over
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The oditorial says: "The fundamental problem in gvery revolution is d
that of state power. In the Communist Manifesto, Marx and mgels declarcds "The
first step in the revolution by the working class is %o raise the proletariat to
the position of ruling class."™ This idoa runs through the cntire works of Lonine
In "The State and Revolution", Lonin laid stress on the need to break up and smesh
the bourgeois state machino and to establish tho dictatorship of the prolectariat,”

However, the editorial continucs, "Comrade Togliatti and cortain other
comrades in the Italian Communist Party maintain that Lenin's analysis in "The
State and Revolution" is no longor sufficient; and that (the content of) proleta~
rian dictatorship is now differont, according to their theory of !'structural
roform! there is no noed for present-day Italy to have a proletarian revolutiong
they cun arrive at socialism 'progressively! and 'peacefully! merely through a =
! succession of transformations', through the nationalisation of the big ontorprdses
through economic planning =nd through the oxtension of democracy within the framéﬂp
work of the Italian cons titution. 1In fact, thoy take the state to be an instru—
mont above class and believe that the bourgeois state, too, can carry out
socialist policies, they toke bourgeois domocracy to be democracy above class
and beliove that the proletariat can risc to be the 'leading class! in the state
by rclying on such domocracy. This theory of !structural roform! is o complete
botrayal of the Marxist-Loninist theories on proletarian rovolution and proletarinon
dictatorship, "

The editorial then deals with the possibility of realising socialist
rovolution through peaceful or non~peaceful means, (ED NOTHEg¢ we have at this point
quoted more fully from the cidtorial than the Hsinhua summary beczuse of the
importance of the views expressed). It says: "From the Marxist-Loninist point
of view, it would naturally be in the intorusts of the proletariat and the entire
People if peaceful transition could be rcealised, Vhenover the Possibility for
peaccful transition appears in a given country, the communists should strive for
its rcalisation., After all, possibility and roality, tho wish and its fulfillment
arc two differont things, Hithorto, history has not witnessed a single example
of peacoful transition from capitalism to socialism. Communists should not pin
all their hopos for the victory of the revolution on peaceful transition, The
bourgeoisie will never stop down from tho stage of history of its own accord.

This is a universal law of class struggle., Communists must not in tho slightest
degree relax their proparedness for rovolution., They must be proparcd to repel
the assaults of counter-rovolution and to ov.rthrow the bourgcoisiec by armed
force at the critiecal juncture of the revolution when the proletnriat is seizing
state power and the bourgeoisic rosorts to armed force to suppress the revolution,
That is to say, commnists should bc preparced to omploy dual tactics, namely,
while proparing for the peaceful devolopment of the revolution, they should be
fully prepared for its non-pcaceful developmoent, Only in this way can they avoid
being caught unaw~ros when a situation favourable to the revolution emerges, and
when the bourgooisic rosorts to violcnce in order to suppress the rovolution,
fven when it is possible to secure state power through peaceful means, one must
be prepared to deal immediately with armed intervontion by foreign imperinlists
and with counter-revolutionary :rmod rcbellions supported by the impoerialists, ™

The sixth scction of the cditorial deals with tho question of Jugoslar
rovisionism., The editorial sayss "A roprusentative of the Tito group, who arc
rencgndes from Marxism~Leninism, was invited to tho rccont Congrcss of thn ltallaon
Communist Party and was given a2 platform from which to dcnounce China. At the
same Congress, Comrade Togliatti and certain othor comrados publicly dcfended the
Tito group and lavishly praised thom for !'the value of what they huove done and are
doing, !

"ic wish to ask of Comrade Toglintti and cortain othor comradoss 'Do you
still recognise the Moscow Statement as binding on you?! the 1960 lioscow statement
state unequivocablys 'The Communist Partics have unanimously condemncd tho Yugoslar
Variety of international opportunism. a variocty of modern rovisionist 'theoriog’
in concentrated form, LAfteor betraying MarxismLoninism, which they termed obsolote
the leaders of tho League of Communists of Yugoslavia opposed their anti-Leninist
rovisionist programms to the declaration of 1957 5 thoy sot the League of Communissis
of Yugoslavia agninst the International Communist Moroment as a whole.! Can it
be that this condemnation of tho Tito group is 2 mistake?" The cditorial asks.

Far from giving up their thoroughly roevisionist bProgramme, the Titoites have stuck
to it in the draft Yugoslav Constitution which they published not long ago, the
editorial points outs It continuoss: "The Tito group have rnot changed their 'unique
road! of building 'socialism! through selling themselves to imperialism, Oxn tho
contrary, thoy are working harder and harder in the gervice of the U.Se. imporial-
ist policies of agsression and war,

continucd ovor/
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"With the development of the Tito group's rovisionist line and their
increasing dependence upon U.S. imperialism, Yugoslavia has long csased to be a
socialist country and the gradual restoration of capitalism in Yugoslavia began
long ago. The restoration of capitalism in Yugoslavia has occurred not through
any canter-rovolutionary coup d'etat by the bourgeoisie, nor through any invasion
by imperialism but gradually, through the degcneration of the Tito group. In
Yugoslavia today the state power is in the hands of the Tito group, a group who
have betrayed Marxian-Loninisn and tho causc of communism, botrayod the fundamental
interests of the Yugoslav working A8 the Yugoslav -psople, and who are enforcing
a whole scet of out—and-out revisionist policies, The Yugoslav example makes it
clear that the struggle between the socialist and the capitalist roads is still
going on and that the danger of the restoration of capitalism continues to oxist
oven in a country which has ombarked on the road of socialisme"

"What is particularly surprising, tho oditorial notesg, is that Y“certain
pcopley while loudly boasting of thoir intimote relations with the renegade Tito
group, vigouously attack the Chinese Communist Party assorting that our unity with
the Albanian Party of Labour, which is bascd upon Marxism-Leninismy is !impermiss—
ible's These people stop at nothing in their attompt to eject the Albanion Party
of Labour, a Marxist-Leninist party, from the international communist movement,,
and at the same time, they are seeking ways to injeoct the renegade Tito group into
the international communist movement. What arc thoy really after? As the old
Chinese saying has it: 'Like gooes to Like and Unlikes pull fsunder.® Should not
those who treat the Tito group likc brothers and who cherish such bitter hatred

for a fraternal Marxist~Leninist party stop and think for a moment where thoy now
stand?"

THD Tyedm 100 ANTET . T8O IWMOT A0 S TET TRANEAE TE S TSR T O

The seventh section of the editorial cmphasiss that in the final analysis
"Our difforences on a whole series of problems with comrade Togliatti and certain
other comrades who hold similar views involve the fundamental question of whether”
basic principles of Marxism-Leninism are out-moded, and whether the Moscow declar—
ation and the lMoscow statement are out-of-date. 4t a certain stage in the dovele—
pment of a communist party, dogmatism and sectarianism may become the main dangers,
The Moscow declaration and the Moscow statement are fully correct in rointing out
the necessity of opposing dogmatism and scctarianilsm. Nevertheless, under present
coni.itions modern rovisionism is the main danger to the international communist
movement as a whole, just as the Moscow declaration and the lloscow statement point
oute lodern revisionism 'Mirrors the bourgeois idoology in theory and practice,
distorts Marxism-Lenirsm, emasculatcs its revoluionary essence, and thereby para-
lyses the revolutionary will of the working class, disarms and demobilises the
workers, the masses of the working people, in their struggle against oppression
by imperialists and oxploiters, for peace, democracy -and national liberatiom, for
the triumph of socialism.™ At present, the modern revisionists are opposing
MarxismTLeninism under the protext of opposing dogmatishs are renouncing under
the pretext of opposing "loft" opportunism, .and are advocating unprincipled compI—
omise and capitulationism under the bretext of flexibility in tactics. If a

rusolute struggle is not waged against modern rovisionism, the international
communist movoment will be seriously harmed,™

- The editorial declarcss "We still sincerely hope it will be possible to
eliminate our differences through comradely discussion.. We desire to look ahead.
On several occasions, we have suggested the holding of a reoprescentative conferenca
of the communist and workers! parties of all countries to settle the current diff-
eérences in the international communist movement. We hold that communists of all !
countries should take to heart the, common interests of ther struggle agninst the T
enemy and the causc of proletarian rovolution, should abide by ths principles -
guiding relations among fratornal partios as set forth in the Moscow declaration
cnd the Moscow statement, and should eliminate their differences and strengthen
their unity on the basis of llarxism=Leninism and proletarian internationalism,
This is the hope of the working class and of the people throughout the world,

The revisionist and new social-domocra
in the international communist movement and which now suit the needs of monopoly
caritalism and U.S. imperialism, are substantially the products of the policies of
monopoly capital and U.S. imperialism. But the various kinds of revisionism can
neither block the victorious advance of the revolutionary struggles of the cppro=-
ssed nations and peoples, nor can they save imperialism from its final doom,
Morzism=Leninism is at a new and important historical juncture., The struggle
between the Marxist-Leninist trendand the anti~Marxist—~Leninist trend is once
again being placed on the communist agenda in all countries in an acute form.
Concluding the editorial says: “Lot imperialism and the rcactionaries tromble Bof-
ore the great revolutionary tide of the working class and of all oppressed natio
and peoples of the world} Marxism-Leninism will finally triumph} The revolutions
cause of the working class and of the peopk-the world over will finally triumpl
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The Norwegian Communist Party journal Friheten on December 20th, carried e
o long editorial giving the perty's views on relations botwoen Commnist Parties, N
A delegation of the party recently roturnod from a visit to China, and two resol~
utions were passed, one, thanking the Chinesoc for their hospitality ond expressing
the wishes thot relations would grow stronger, the other, on tho communes, said
that these were a big contribution to socialisme Thus it appears that the party
is by no means in the 'Khrushchov camp', and this is confirmed by tho operative
part of the cditorial which readss

MeeeseeesThis discussion in which the two biggest parties are strongly
engaged is throatening the unity of our movement and at the samoe time woakens the
fight for the fulfilment of the common tasks tho fight against imperialism and
the proservation of world peace.™ It continued: "To the Communist Parties, it is
Important to work out clear and correct standpoints on the basis of Marxism= Lenin—
ismy but not to take part in a strife which can only bring irrcparable loss and
damage. On the contrary, one ought to make it ono's task to work, as far as poss—
ibley to provent the divergence from developing still furthor," -

"lspecially damaging would be the transfor of an ideological or political
discussion betwoen Communist Parties in countries whore thoy are in power, to stato
basis, thus involving the fratarnal relations botweon countrics, The harmful
rosults of such a development would not only affect the parties and countries
directly concerned, btut would inevitably cause loss and damoge to the other Commun—
ist Partiesj therofore, in the interest of all Communist Partios tho discussion
mst be pacified and brought back to the basis where it belongs — a basis of
honest and real exchange of opinions."

I.Bs A1l major Chinese papers carried the editorial in full on December 24th,

SHOSTAKOVICH UNDER FIRE AGAIN:

Russian intellectuals are beginning to robel against the C.P.S.U. cont—
rol of all art life. Notable among them is Shostakovich, the world famous composer
who has been under fire before in the time of Stalin, he signed the lotter which
was criticised by Ilyichov, Party boss of cultural affeirs, This letter virtually
called for the right of conflicting teondoncies in art forms and was signed by a
host of intellectuals including: Constantin Simonov, Kornei Chukovsky and Ilya
“hrenburg (all writers), artist Vladimir Favosky, sculptor Sergei Konnenkov, and
Nobel Prize-winning chemist Nikolai Simyonov,

The Party got its own back by attacking Shostakovich!s latost work —
his 13th symphony = in the newspaper Soviot Culture. This saids "Under the banner
of struggle against tho porsonality cult, somo creative artists have started rumm—
aging through the garbage pit in our backyard and do not wish to see what is
heppenning on the main lines of development of our life."™ The symphony was perf-
ormod twice the woek before Xmas, but the tolevision broadcast of the second
rerformance wax cancelled, There was a rush for tickets and the audience gave
Shostakovich and Yevtushenko, on whose poems the symphonics five movements are
based, a 25 minute ovation, Thus we see that Khrushchov!s liboralisation is
rather skin-deep and, more important, that there is a spirit of revolt whiyeh has
beon encouraged by 'destalinsation!, The lattor point made have a aign’*® -ance
which is not so obvious just now - all groat intelloctuals movoments of poyisinel.
revolt, and especially thosc which eventually bring the messos ints cctiom in a
authoritarion states, start in litorary and artistic circles,

J HOVAH WITNESSES JAILED IN THE UKRAINE

The Daily Worker of Docember 27th carried the following roports

"3ix Jehovah Witnesses have beon sontonced to varying torms of imprison—
ment for printing and distributing anti-State literaturc by a court at Uzhgorod
in the Ukraine., They had established illegal presses in Transcarpathia and Central
Siberia, where they printed in Ukranian, Russian and Rumania the litcrature they
rcceived from America, including "Watch Tower.™ One of tho accused, Potashov,
after completing a previous Jail sentence in 1958, had by 1960 bocome leader of
the secrot scct's activities throughout the Sovoct Union."

ALBANTANS STAND FOR BANNING OF NUCLALR WiAAPONS [ND COMPL:iTE DISARMAILATTLE

Both the capitalist preoss and tho Khrushchovites have tricd by all means
to create the impression that the ilbanicns (road China) stand for war, arec opposed
to "peaceful co-existence" and gencrally underestimate the dangers of nuclear war,
The actual position is very different and, indecd, the extent to whiech they still
rotain "peaceful co-existence" illusions whilst criticising the Soviet leaders is
yot another demonstration of how far the lattor have gone to the right. Bpeaking
at the 2nd Session of the 5th Pcople's Assembly of 4lbania, Aleks Verli, liinister
of Finance (who made the main Teport), said .albania "stood for the immediate

conclusion of a German peace tredy, the banning of highly destructive weapons,
and strove for completo disarmamen+t -



